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C old quantum gases: coherent quantum phenom ena from B ose-Einstein condensation

to B C S pairing offerm ions
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(D ated:M arch 28,2024)

Studiesoftrapped quantum gasesofbosonsand offerm ionshaveopened up a new rangeofm any-

body problem s,having a strong overlap with nuclear and neutron star physics. Topics discussed

here include: the Bose yrast problem { how m any-particle Bose system s carry extrem e am ounts

ofangular m om entum ;the infrared divergent structure ofthe transition to Bose condensation in

a weakly interacting system ; and the physics of extrem ely strongly interacting Bose and Ferm i

system s,in the scale-free regim e where the two body s-wave scattering lengthsare large com pared

with the interparticle spacing. Such a regim e is realized experim entally through use of atom ic

Feshbach resonances.Finally we discusscreation ofBCS-paired statesin trapped Ferm igases.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The past decade has seen rem arkable developm ents in the study ofthe physics ofultracold trapped quantum

atom gases. Below a certain criticaltem perature,Bose system s becom e Bose-Einstein condensed superuids,with

a m acroscopic fraction ofthe particles occupying the lowest single particle m ode ofthe system . In 1995 the �rst

Bose-Einstein condensed gasesofbosonic alkaliatom swereproduced [1,2,3].In the pastseveralyearsconsiderable

attention hasfocussed on cooling ferm ionicalkaliatom sto thepointwherethey becom edegenerate[4,5]and indeed

undergo BCS pairing [6,7,8,9]. These laboratory phenom ena in ultracold trapped quantum gases have a strong

overlap with nuclearand neutron starphysics. In this talk,Iwould like give an overview ofthe �eld,and indicate

why thisarea hasbecom e so challenging to nuclearphysicists.

The ideas ofBose-Einstein condensation (BEC) have played an im portant role over the years in understanding

the properties ofthe vacuum and ofm atter under extrem e conditions. Condensates of � m esons [10]and ofK

m esons[11]havebeen studied aspossiblestatesofneutron starm atter.Bosoniccondensates,e.g.,with non-vanishing

expectation valuesofquark operators,h�uui,h�ddi,h�ssi,are fundam entalfeaturesofthe vacuum and the structureof

elem entary particlessuch asthenucleon,and underly thespontaneousbreaking ofthechiralsym m etry ofthestrong

interactions[12].O neoftheim portantaim sofultrarelativisticheavy ion collisionsatRHIC (and soon atLHC)isto

producechirally restored m atterin theform ofquark-gluon plasm as;thereoneisasking theoppositeofthequestion

asked in condensed m atterphysics,nam ely,whatarethepropertiesofBose-Einstein de-condensed m atter[13].Bose

condensation ofCooperpairsisfam iliarin nuclearphysics,whereBCS pairing explainsreduced m om entsofinertia of

heaviernuclei.Both theneutron and proton com ponentsofneutron starm atter,m oregenerally,undergoBCS pairing

to becom e superuid. Such superuidity m ostlikely underliesthe observed glitches,orsudden rotationalspeedups,

observed in som e30 pulsarsto date[14,15].

Experim entsin atom ic system sare done prim arily on vaporsofalkalim etalatom s. The alkalishave one electron

outside a close shelland an odd num berofprotons;thusthe statisticsa given isotope obeysisgoverned by whether

thenucleushasan even num berofneutrons,in which casetheatom isa boson,orodd,in which caseitisa ferm ion.

Since odd-odd nucleitend to be unstable,m ostalkaliatom sare bosons.The principalactorsin the study ofatom ic

Bose-Einstein condensates are 87Rb (half-life,T1=2 = 4:75 � 1010y) and 23Na; condensates of 7Lihave also been

studied,butthee�ectivelow energy interactionsbetween 7Liareattractive,which lim ited thenum berofatom sthat

could beassem bled in avapor.Twoferm ionicalkalisarelongenough lived to bereadily used in trappingexperim ents,
6Li,which isstable,and 40K ,with T1=2 = 1:3� 109y.Typicalcloudscontain � 106 atom s,with density � 1014/cm 3,

cooled via a com bination oflaserand then evaporativecooling,to tem peratures� 10� 8K ,thecoldestsystem sin the

universe!

Becausethetem peraturesareso very low,with typicalatom icvelocitesoforderm m /s,thetwo particleinteratom ic

interactionsarelow energy s-wave,described by a pseudopotential,

vint(~r1 � ~r2)= g�(~r1 � ~r2); (1)

where g = 4��h
2
as=m ,with as the s-wave scattering length. The �rst generation ofBose-Einstein condensation

experim entsfocussed on phenom ena described accurately within m ean-�eld theory,via theG ross-Pitaevskiiequation

[16],

i�h
@

@t
	(~r;t)= �

�h
2

2m
r 2	(~r;t)+ V (~r)	(~r;t)+ gj	(~r;t)j 2	(~r;t); (2)
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forthecondensatewavefunction,	(~r;t)= h (~r;t)i.Here isthesingleparticleannihilation operator,and V isthe

externaltrapping potential.Such studiesincluded theshapeofthecondensate(prim arily described by Thom as-Ferm i

theory)[17],the elem entary m odes{ breathing,quadrupole oscillations[18],shorterwavelength sound propagation,

and scissor m odes,in which the atom ic cloud undergoes angularoscillations with respect an asym m etric trap,the

analogueofangularcounter-oscillationsofthe neutron and proton cloudsin nuclei.

Studies of two-body correlations, h y y  i, through m easurem ents of the interaction energy, and three-body

correlationsh y y y   i,through m easurem ents ofrates at which three atom s \recom bine" into a m olecule and

fastatom ,provided directevidence thatthe system swere Bose-condensed and notsim ply condensed in space,e.g.,

in a norm alweakly interacting gas,

h 
y
 
y
  i= 2h y

 i
2
; (3)

and

h y
 
y
 
y
   i= 6h y

 i3; (4)

whilein acondensatethefactorsoftwoand sixare,aspredicted and observed,absent.Noteworthyisthem easurem ent

of Ref.[19]of the single particle correlation function h y(~r) (~r0)i in trapped 87Rb, which below the transition

tem peratureextendsto a �nitevalueatlargej~r� ~r0j,aspredicted fora Bose-condensed superuid,butneveractually

observed in superuid 4He.

The�rstexperim enttodem onstratedirectly thequantum coherenceofBosecondensatesisthatatM IT ofAndrews

etal. [20]. This expeim ent cooled two independent atom ic system sto below the transition tem perature,and then

released them so thatthey expanded into each other,exhibiting quantum interference,analogousto the interference

oftwo classicalelectrom agneticwavesfrom independentsources.

In the pastseveralyears,the �eld hasundergone dram atic expansion,asexperim enthasgone into new regim es,

including strong coupling and trapped ferm ions.The enticem entoftrapping ferm ionsisthe possibility ofproducing

BCS paired superuids ofatom s. Trapped bosons and ferm ions behave sim ilarly at high tem peratures. At low

tem peratures,condensed bosonsfallto thecenterofthetrap,lim ited only by theuncertainty principle,whiletrapped

ferm ionics clouds below the Ferm idegeneracy tem perature,Tf,are supported at larger radiiby Ferm idegeneracy

pressure. Currenttem peraturesachieved in Ferm isystem sare aslow asa few percentofTf [6],in system sofsom e

106 atom s. Through rapid rotation,discussed below,one isable to produce latticesofvortices,and study the Bose

yrastproblem ,how m any-particleBose system scarry extrem e am ountsofangularm om entum .By m eansofoptical

lattices { form ed by counter-propagating lasers producing standing electrom agnetic waves { one can controlto an

unprecedented degreetheenvironm entin which theatom ssit.Forexam ple,onecan producelatticesin one,two and

threedim ensions.By increasing thelatticedepth onecan changea system from a superuid to a M ottinsulator[21].

By m eansofFeshbach resonancesin two particle scattering,discussed below,oneisable to controlthe strength and

sign oftheinteraction between particles,and thusdialthesystem into thestrong coupling regim eatwill.Thelatter

technique hasenabled one to produce ferm ion system sin the BCS paired regim e and then follow theirevolution,as

the interaction ischanged from attractive to repulsive,into the regim e where the atom sfrom a Bose condensate of

m olecules.Am ong otherareasofpresentinterestareproduction ofcoherentm ixturesofatom sand m olecules,spinor

gases,fragm ented condensates,and m ixturesofbosonsand ferm ions.

II. R A P ID LY R O TA T IN G B O SE C O N D EN SA T ES

Understanding how Bose-Einstein condensates carry extrem e am ounts of angular m om entum explores regim es

ofm any-body physics notencountered in other system s [22]. As one rotatesa Bose condensate rapidly,it form s a

triangulararrayofsingly quantized vortex lines[23,24,25,26,27].Theangularm om entum ofthesystem is� NvN �h,

where N isthe totalnum berofparticlesin the system ,and N v isthe num berofvorticespresent(aslarge as� 300

experim entally).Thesuperuid velocity,~v,obeysthe quantization condition,

I

~v� d~‘= (h=m )N v(C); (5)

where the line integralisalong a closed contoursurrounding N v(C)singly quantized vortices,and m isthe particle

m ass.Thevelocity in theneighborhood ofa singlelineisin theazim uthaldirection and hasm agnitude�h=m �,where

� isthe distance from the line. A system containing m any vortex linesappearsto rotate uniform ly with an average

angularvelocity 
,which issim ply related to the (two-dim ensional)density ofvortex lines,n v,by the quantization

condition: 
 = ��hn v=m . As the system rotates m ore and m ore rapidly,the lines becom e closerand closer. W hat

eventually happensto the system asthe angularm om entum growsto the rangeof102N �h to N 2�h?
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Type IIsuperconductorsin the presenceofa m agnetic�eld abovea criticalvalue,H c1,contain an array ofvortex

lineswith quantized ux. W ith increasing �eld the line density growsuntilthe coresbegin to overlap,ata critical

�eld,H c2,atwhich pointthe system turns norm al. However,a low tem perature rotating bosonic system does not

haveanorm alphasetowhich itcan return.Unlikein aweaklyinteractingsuperconductor,wherecondensation occurs

asa sm alldynam icaldecoration on top ofa norm alstate,Bose condensation occurskinem atically. A Bose system

m ustrespond di�erently than a Type IIsuperconductor.In a weakly interacting atom ic condensate,the radiusofa

single vortex core isoforder�0 = 1=
p
8�nas,where n isthe particle density. Typically,�0 � 0:2 �m ,so thatcores

would begin to touch at
c1 � 8�2na�h=m � 103 � 105 rad/sec,an experim entally accessiblerate.

The ground stateofthe system rotating atangularfrequency 
 aboutthe z axisisdeterm ined by m inim izing the

energy in the rotating fram e,E 0 = E � 
Lz,where Lz is the com ponentofthe angularm om entum ofthe system

along the rotation axis:

E
0 =

Z

d
3
r

�
�h
2

2m

�
�
�

�

� ir � m~
� ~r

�

	

�
�
�

2

+

�

V (~r)�
1

2
m 
2

r
2

?

�

j	j2 +
1

2
gj	j4

�

; (6)

and ~r? = (x;y).

ThefateofarapidlyrotatingBosesystem dependson how thesystem iscon�ned.In typicalcondensateexperim ents

the system ,rotating aboutthe z axis,iscon�ned in a harm onictrap ofthe form ,

V (r? ;z)=
1

2
m
�
!
2

? r
2

? + !zz
2
�
: (7)

In this case the centrifugalpotential,� 1

2
m 
2r2? ,tends to cancelthe transverse trapping potential,and the system

cannotrotatefasterthan !? withoutbecom ing untrapped.As
 ! ! ? ,thesystem attensout,becom esalm osttwo

dim ensional,and eventually entersquantum Hall-likestates.Theinteresting physicsbeginsin theregim e
=! ?
>
� 0:9;

currentexperim ents[26,27]havereached 
=! ? � 0:995.Thelim it
 < !? isanalogoustothatin relativisticphysics,

where particlesvelocitiesare bounded by the speed oflight. Itisthususefulto m easure such rapid rotationalrates

in term sofa corresponding rotationalrapidity [28],de�ned by

tanhy = 
=! ? ; y =
1

2
ln

�
�
�
�

!? � 


!? + 


�
�
�
�; (8)

which conveniently spreadsoutthe region where
 <
� !? .

The physicsin the presenceofan anharm onictransversetrapping potentialthatgrowsfasterthan quadratic,e.g.,

V? (r? )=
1

2
m !

2

? r
2

? (1+ �r
2

? ); (9)

isquite di�erent,since,the system ,being contained by the anharm onic partofthe potential,can rotate fasterthan

!? .

A . Shrinking vortex cores

In factthereisnevera phasetransition associated with thevortex coresoverlappingin a rotating Bosecondensate.

Rather,aswasshown in Ref.[29]and later[28]in a variation treatm entofthe coreradius,�,the vortex coresbegin

to shrink asthe intervortex spacing becom escom parable to the m ean �eld coherence length,�0,and eventually the

core radiusscalesdown with the intervortex spacing. Figure 1a showsthe resultantm ean square area ofthe vortex

core,in a harm onictrap,m easured in unitsofthe area pervortex line,forthequalitatively accuratem odelin which

the condensate wave function has the form 	(�)� �,for� < �,and constantfor � < � < ‘,where ‘ is the radius

ofthe (cylindrical)W igner-Seitz cellaround a given vortex: ‘2 = 1=m 
. In this m odel,the m ean square core area

divided by the area pervortex,A ,is�2=3‘2. The horizontalaxisin Fig.1a isthe rotationalrapidity,y,The linear

riseatsm all
 occursbecausethecoresizerem ainsconstant,while‘2 decreaseslinearly with 1=
.Theattening of

A with increasing 
 isa consequenceofthevortex radiusscaling with theintervortex spacing.Theupperlineshows

the exact lowestLandau levellim it (described below) as 
 ! ! ? . Recent JILA m easurem ents[26,27]ofA (as a

function of2�h
=gn),Fig.1b,nicely show theexpected initiallinearrise,followed by thepredicted scaling ofthecore

radiuswith intervortex spacing.
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FIG .1: (a) M ean vortex core area as a fraction ofthe area per vortex vs. the rotationalrapidity (see text). (b) M easured

vortex core area asa fraction ofthe area pervortex vs.2
=gn (adapted,with perm ission,from Ref.[26]).

B . Low est Landau levelregim e

As the rotation rate in a harm onic trap approaches!? ,the centrifugalpotentialbasically cancelsthe transverse

trapping potential;the cloud attensout,and becom esan e�ectively two dim ensionalsystem . Because the density

n ofthe system drops,the interaction term s� gn,becom e sm allcom pared with �h
,Then,asone seesfrom Eq.(6)

with (7),the dynam icsisthatofa particle feeling the Coriolisforcealone,a system form ally analogousto a particle

in a m agnetic�eld.Ho [30]predicted thatin thislim itparticlesshould condenseinto the lowestLandau level(LLL)

in the Coriolisforce,sim ilarto charged particlesin the quantum Hallregim e.W hen 2gn � 
,the statesin thenext

higherLandau levelareseparated by a gap ’ 2!? .Thisinsighthasled to extensiveexperim entalstudies[24,26].

The singleparticlewavefunctionsin thelowestLandau levelhavethe form ,

��(~r? )� �
�
e
� r

2

?
=2d

2

? ; (10)

where� = x+ iy,� = 0;1;2;:::,and thetransverseoscillatorlength,d? ,isgiven by
p
�h=m !? .TheLLL condensate

wavefunction isa linearsuperposition ofsuch states:

	 LLL(~r? )� ��c��
�
e
� r

2
=2d

2

? �

NY

i= 1

(� � �i)e
� r

2
=2d

2

? ; (11)

where in the latter form the polynom ial��c��
� is written as a product over its zeroes,�i,which are sim ply the

positionsofthevorticesin thecondensate.Thestate(11)in theregim egn � �h
 isa directcontinuation ofthestate

in the slowly rotating regim e,�h
 � gn.

Aslong asthetotalnum berofvorticesism uch largerthan unity,theenergy ofthecloud in theLLL lim itisgiven

by [31]

E
0= 
N +

Z

d
3
rf(!? � 
)

r2
?

d2
?

n(~r)+
bg

2
n(~r)2g; (12)

plusterm sinvolving thetrapping potentialin thez direction.Heren(~r)isthesm oothed density pro�le,= hj	 LLLj
2i;

thebracketsdenotethelong wavelength sm oothing.Theenergy (12)ism inim ized when thecloud assum esa density

pro�leofthe Thom as-Ferm iform [17],

n(r? )� (1� r
2

? =R
2); (13)

an inverted parabola,where R isthe transverseradiusofthe cloud.ForN a=dz � 1,where dz isthe axialoscillator

length,the structure in the radialdirection willbe Thom as-Ferm iatlarge 
,even ifitisG aussian atsm all
 [28].

In experim ent[26,27],the density pro�leindeed rem ainsan inverted parabola as
 ! ! ? .
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Sincethe energy (12)dependsonly on the sm oothed density,thevorticesm ustadjusttheirlocationsin orderthat

the sm oothed density be an inverted parabola. From the argum ents in Ref.[30],we �nd the relation between the

sm oothed density and the m ean vortex density,nv(r? ),

1

4
r 2 lnn(r? )= �

1

d2
?

+ �n(r? ): (14)

Fora G aussian density pro�le,the vortex density isconstant.However,fora Thom as-Ferm ipro�le(13),

nv(r? )=
1

�d2
?

�
1

�R 2

1

(1� r2
?
=R 2)

2
: (15)

Since the second term isoforder1=N v com pared with the �rst,the density ofthe vortex lattice isbasically uniform

(and thevortexarrayform san alm ostperfecttriangularlattice).Turningtheargum entaround,very sm alldistortions

ofthe vortex lattice from triangularcan resultin largechangesin the density distribution.Recentm easurem entsof

the (percentscale)distortions ofthe vortex lattice atrelatively low rotation rates [27]are in good agreem entwith

theory.

C . B eyond the LLL regim e

Atsu�ciently high rotation,the vortex lattice should m eltand becom e a vortex liquid. The regim e justbeyond

m elting hasyetto bedescribed in detail.Atstillhigherrotation speedsin harm onictraps,asseen in num ericalsim -

ulationswith a lim ited num berofparticles,thesystem beginsto entera sequenceofhighly correlated incom pressible

fractionalquantum Hall-like states[32,33,34,35]. Forexam ple,atangularm om entum Lz = N (N � 1),where Nv

(m easured in term softhe totalcirculation,N v = (m =h)
H
~v� d~‘)equals2N ,the exactground state isan N -particle

fully sym m etricLaughlin wavefunction (in two dim ensions),

	(r1;r2;:::;rN )�
Y

i6= j

(�i� �j)
2
e
� � k r

2

k
=2d

2

? ; (16)

where �j = xj + iyj. Since the wave function vanishes whenever two particles overlap, the interaction energy,
1

2
g�i6= j�(~ri� ~rj),vanishesin thisstate.Theoretically elucidating the statesin generalwhen theangularm om entum

perparticle isoforderthe totalparticle num ber,aswellasstudying this regim e experim entally,rem ain im portant

challenges.

D . A nharm onic traps

The physicsofa condensate con�ned in an anharm onic trap,e.g.,(9),is quite di�erentfrom thatin a harm onic

trap,since it becom es possible to rotate the system arbitrarily fast. As the system rotatessu�ciently rapidly,the

centrifugalforcepushestheparticlestowardstheedgeofthetrap,and a holeopen up in thecenter.Singly quantized

vortex arrayswith a hole have been seen in num ericalsim ulations[36]and discussed theoretically in Refs.[29]and

[37]. In addition,atvery high rotation,system stend to form a single m ultiply quantized vortex atthe center,with

order param eter � ei��,where the integer quantization index � is > > 1. Such giantvortices have been seen in

num ericalsim ulations[36,38],and are discussed theoretically in Refs.[29]and [37]. The schem atic phase diagram ,

asa function ofinterparticle interaction strength vs. rotation rate is shown in Fig.2. Fulldetails can be found in

Refs.[37].Initialstudiesofrapidly rotating condensatesin harm oniclatticesatthe ENS arereported in Ref.[39].

III. D EP EN D EN C E O F T H E T R A N SIT IO N T EM P ER A T U R E O N T H E SC A T T ER IN G LEN G T H

Theproblem ofdeterm iningthee�ectsofaweakinteraction,described byan s-wavescatteringlength,as > 0,on the

Bose-Einstein condensation transition tem peraturein a uniform system hashad along and tortured history (reviewed

in [40])[41].Theproblem isofgreatinterestto nuclearphysicistssinceitisa system plagued by infrared divergences,

albeitnotassevereasthoseencountered in quark-gluon plasm as.Theresultforthetransition tem perature,as�nally

resolved in [40],isthatforsm allasn
1=3 the shiftin the transition tem peratureislinearin as and positive:

�T c

T 0
c

= casn
1=3

; (17)
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FIG .2: Schem atic phase diagram ofthe ground state ofa rapidly rotating Bose condensed gas at zero tem perature in the


{N a s=Z plane,where Z isthe heightin along therotation axis,showing the regionsofm ultiply quantized vortices,ofsingly

quantized vortices form ing an array which at large num berbecom es a triangular lattice,and ofan array ofsingly quantized

vorticeswith a hole in the center.

whereT 0
c isthefreegastransition tem perature,given by �(3=2)�

� 3,with therm alwavelength � = (2��h
2
=m �B T)

� 1=2,

and Tc = T 0
c + �T c isthe transition tem perature in the presence ofinteractions.The positive constantc isoforder

1-2,butcannotbe calculated in closed form . Because the low energy s-wave interparticle interaction,� 4��h
2
as=m ,

is�rstorderin as,itwould appearat�rstglancethatthe result(17)should be straightforward to derive.However,

the �rst order,or m ean �eld shift,in the particle energies has no e�ect on the transition tem perature,since it is

independent ofm om entum and thus com pensated by a shiftin the chem icalpotential. In second and higher order

in thedim ensionlessexpansion param eteras=�,each and every term in theperturbation expansion involvesintegrals

thatdivergein theinfrared,im plying thatto �nd a �niteansweronehasto sum an in�nitesetofterm s.Theproblem

isa truecriticalphenom enon,com pletely outsidethe rangeofG ross-Pitaevskiim ean �eld.

Successfulapproachesto the problem havebeen three-fold.The �rstisvia num ericalsim ulation of�nite system s,

includingpath integralM onte-Carlocalculations[42,43],and m orerecentcalculationsof�4 �eld theory on thelattice,

extrapolated to the continuum lim it [44,45]. The second hasbeen through analysisofthe scaling structure ofthe

perturbation expansion in �nite tem perature�eld theory [40].A third approach hasbeen by m eansoftherenorm al-

ization group,carried outfora �eld theory with N com ponents(com pared to the two com ponentscorresponding to

therealand im aginary partsoftheorderparam eter	)in [46];in thelim itwherethenum berofcom ponentsgoesto

1 the exactresultforthe shiftin the transition tem perature isc = 8�=3�(3=2)4=3 = 2:33. In a trapped Bose gas,

the�nitelevelspacing regulatestheinfrared divergences;Tc decreasesbecausetheinterparticleinteractionslowerthe

density. W ith interaction e�ects,ascalculated by Arnold and Tom �âsik [47],the relative shiftis� 3:4as=�,where �

m easuresthe interparticlespacing in the centerofthe trap.

Interestingly,the various calculations ofc in a hom ogeneous gas di�er noticeably,ranging from 0:34� 0:06 [42]

to ’ 1.3 [44,45]),to 2:33� 0:25 [43]. The discrepancy hasa physicalorigin,nam ely thatthe expansion expansion

of�T c=T
0
c in powers ofas=� has a highly non-analytic structure. In fact,the series cannot be analytic,since an

in�nite hom ogeneoussystem ofbosonswith negative as isunstable againstcollapse.W ere the seriesanalytic about

zero scattering length,itwould haveto hold forsu�ciently sm allja sj,whetheras ispositiveornegative.Rather,the

seriesisasym ptoticforpositivesm allas.Asshown in [48],to nextleading orderthe serieshasthe form

�T c

T 0
c

= c(asn
1=3)+ d(asn

1=3)2 ln(asn
1=3)+ O

�

((asn
1=3)2

�

; (18)

with d positive.The logarithm icterm introducesrapid variation of�T c=T
0
c with as.In the lim itoflargeN ,

�T c

Tc
=

8�

3�(3=2)

as

�

�

1+ 16N
as

�2�
ln
N as

�2�
+ O

�
N as

�2�

��

; (19)

where � � 1=� isthe e�ective ultravioletcuto� in a calculation within classical�eld theory nearT c.The coe�cient

ofthe logarithm ic term has been calculated exactly by Arnold et al. [49],who �nd d ’ 19.7518;the logarithm ic

term in Eq.(19) for N = 2 and � �
p
2�=� is in reasonable agreem ent with this exact result. The logarithm ic

term reduces the shift by about a factor oftwo for asn
1=3 � 10� 2 and by a factor oforder six for asn

1=3 � 10� 2,

thereby substantially im proving theagreem entwith thecalculationsofRef.[42],forwhich thelowestdata pointwas

atasn
1=3 � 10� 2. Q uite generally,the logarithm ic correctionsplay an im portantrole in com parison ofthe various

num ericalcalculations.
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IV . FESH B A C H R ESO N A N C ES A N D U N IV ER SA LIT Y

O neenorm ousadvantageenjoyed byexperim entalistsworkingwith trapped atom icsystem sistheability tovarythe

param etersofthesystem overrangesinconceivablein othersystem s.O necan readily controlthetypeofatom s,their

num berand density,and the shape ofthe trap. O pticallatticesperm itone to study system sin varying dim ensions

and con�nem ent. Perhapsthe m ostspectacularfreedom ofthese system sis the ability to controlthe strength and

sign ofthe interactionsbetween the particles,via Feshbach resonances.

             open channel         closed channel         open channel          

m                           m+dm

FIG .3: Two atom s in the initial(open) channel,with totalm agnetic m om ent �,scattering through an interm ediate state

(closed channel)with totalm agnetic m om ent� + ��.W hen the energiesofthe interm ediate and initialstatesare tuned via a

m agnetic �eld,the scattering hasa Feshbach resonance.

In the scattering oftwo atom s,totalangularm om entum isconserved.However,the atom s,through the hyper�ne

interaction,can scatterinto interm ediatestates(Fig.3)in which oneorboth atom sarein di�erenthyper�nestates.

Sincethem agneticm om entoftheatom icstatesisdeterm ined by thevalenceelectron con�guration,thenetm agnetic

m om ent,� + ��,in the interm ediate states can be di�erentfrom thatofthe initialstate,�. Thusin the presence

ofa m agnetic �eld,B ,the relative energiesofthe initial(0) and interm ediate (i)states willbe shifted by ��B . If

the interm ediate and initiallevels cross at a m agnetic �eld,B res,the two particle scattering am plitude willhave

a resonance,known as a Feshbach resonance,there. The process in Fig.3 gives a contribution to the scattering

am plitude

�as �
jM j2

E 0(B )� Ei(B )
; (20)

so thatas nearresonancehasthe form ,

as(B )= ab

�

1�
�

B � Bres

�

; (21)

asshown schem atically in Fig.4,wherethebackground scattering length ab isthevalueofthescattering length away

from resonance.

Note that notonly does the scattering am plitude diverge atthe resonance,it changessign acrossthe resonance.

Thusforthe caseillustrated in Fig.4 (for� > 0,asoccursin both stable ferm ion alkalis, 6Liand 40K )the e�ective

interaction between the atom s changes from repulsive for B < B res to attractive for B > B res. To understand

the basic physicsa useful�rstpicture isto think in term softhe particlesinteracting via an attractive shortranged

potentialwith an s-wavebound statenearzeroenergy.Ifthebound stateisjustbelow zero,then thes-wavescattering

length ispositive,so thatparticlesatlow energy feela residualrepulsion.Thissituation correspondsto theregion in

Fig.4 to the leftofthe resonance.Decreasing the depth ofthe potentialisequivalentto m oving to the rightin this

�gure.Asthe potentialbecom eslessdeep and the bound state approacheszero energy,the scattering length grows,

and �nally asthebound statem ovesinto thecontinuum ,thescattering length becom esnegative,and particlesin the

continuum attract.

Earlyexperim entsem ployedtheFeshbachresonancein bosonic85Rb,atB= 155G ,tostudy,e.g.,how acloud initially

with a positive scattering length undergoes collapse as the interaction is suddenly m ade attractive [50]. Currently,

Feshbach resonances are being em ployed to bring Ferm isystem s into the strongly interacting regim e,where one

can induce BCS pairing,as wellas study the crossover from a Bose condensate oftwo-ferm ion m olecules to BCS

superuidity.

A . P hysics at resonance

Away from a Feshbach resonance,the interparticlespacing isgenerally largecom pared with the scattering length,

i.e.,na3s � 1,wheren isthedensity,so thatthesystem scan betreated asweakly interacting.Furtherm ore,therange
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Scattering length

Magnetic field

B
res

Repulsive

 (BEC side)

Attract ive

 (BCS side)

FIG .4:Scattering length vs.m agnetic �eld in neighborhood ofa Feshbach resonance atm agnetic �eld B res.

ofthe actualinteratom ic potentialsissm allcom pared with eitheras orn
� 1=3,so thatone hasa clean separation of

length scales.In the neighborhood ofa Feshbach resonance,however,the scattering length becom eslargecom pared

with the interparticle spacing,as � n� 1=3,and the system entersa strongly interacting unitarity regim e. Here the

scattering length isan irrelevantparam eter,asisthem icroscopicscaleoftheinteratom icpotential.Thetwo-particle

s-wavecrosssection isunitarity lim ited by 8�=k2,where k isthe relative m om entum ofthe colliding pair.Thusthe

only relevantlength scale in the problem isthe interparticle spacing,and the structure ofthe system should exhibit

universality.

In particular,in a system ofbosonsorferm ions,the ground state energy perparticle m usthavethe form ,E =N �

n2=3=m ;one can write,

E =N =
3

5
E
0

f(1+ �); (22)

where in a Ferm igas the free particle Ferm ienergy,E 0
f equals k2f=2m ,with kf the Ferm im om entum ,and � is a

universalparam eter(dependentonly on statistics)and non-trivialto calculate.Viaa�xed nodeM onteCarlom ethod,

Carlson etal.[51]derive� = � 0:56,whileusingalowestorderconstrained variationalcalculation,Heiselberg[52]�nds

� = � 0:33.These results,and notably the sign of�,are in reasonableagreem entwith experim entaldeterm inations

ofthe energy via studying theexpansion ofa cloud released from the trap,e.g.,[53,54].

The expansion ofa cloud in the resonantregim e exhibitselliptic ow [5],quite sim ilarto thatobserved in ultra-

relativisticheavy ion collisions.Indeed strongly coupled quark-gluon plasm asand strongly coupled atom icferm ionic

cloudssharethe featurethatboth appearto be very nearly perfectuids[55].

V . FER M IO N PA IR IN G

S-wavepairing in a ferm ion system ,e.g.,electrons,ornucleons,norm ally takesplacebetween particlesofopposite

spin. However,m agnetic trapsperm itone to trap only the low-�eld seeking states. Furtherm ore,the tem peratures

one can reach are generally too large a fraction ofthe Ferm item perature for BCS pairing to take place without

enhancing theinteraction strength.Thusthestrategy to achievepairingin a m agnetictrap isto populateequally two

hyper�neatom icstates,and by m eansofa Feshbach resonance,strengthen theinteraction between them [56].(Note

thatowing to thePauliprinciple,interactionswithin a given hyper�nelevelarevery sm all,sincetheinteractionsare

very shortranged.)
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In the regim eto the rightofthe resonancein Fig 4,wherethe interactionsbetween particlesin thecontinuum are

attractive,oneexpectsferm ionsin the two hyper�nelevelsto pair,with a transition tem perature

Tc � Tfe
� 1=kf jasj; (23)

with Tf is the Ferm item perature. As one m oves towards the resonance,Tc grows. To the left ofthe resonance,

pairs ofatom s can fallinto a weakly bound state,form ing m olecules; in this regim e,one expects the system to

consistofa Bose-Einstein condensate ofthese m olecules. In fact,asone goesthrough the resonance starting from

the right,the Cooperpairsin the BCS state decreasein size,and go continuously into the Bose-Einstein condensate

ofm olecules.Bose-Einstein condensation ofdi-ferm ion m oleculesand BCS pairing aretwo endsofa continuum with

no phase transition en route [57,58,59]. The trapped atom ic system sgive one the �rstopportunity to study this

BEC-BCS crossoverexperim entally.The situation isrem arkably sim ilarto thatdiscussed in colorsuperconductivity

ofa quark-gluon plasm a,wherethecolor-avor-locked stategoescontinuously,with decreasing baryon density,into a

gasofnucleons[60].The precise analogue would be the crossoverin color-SU(2)from paired quarksathigh density

to Bose-condensed m esonsatlowerdensity [61].

Experim entsto producepaired ferm ionsproceed by coolingagasofferm ionsin thehigh m agnetic�eld state,where

theinteractionsareweakly attractive,butthetem peratureistoohigh to haveBCS pairing.By ram pingthem agnetic

�eld adiabatically to below the resonance one can slide the ferm ions into the weakly bound state there,producing

a gas oflong-lived Bose-condensed m olecules [62,63,64,65,66]. Such coherent m olecule production is reversible,

with no entropy generation.The system passesin factthrough the strongly coupled BCS regim e to the rightofthe

resonance.To detectthisstate,Regaletal.[6]atJILA (starting with 40K gasatinitialtem perature,T=Tf � 0:08)

stopped theadiabaticram p justtotherightoftheresonance;they then carried outarapid ram p acrosstheresonance,

which e�ectively projectsthe ferm ionsonto m olecules.By m easuring the m om entum distribution ofthese m olecules

they then inferthe existence ofa ferm ion condensate in the state to the rightofthe resonance. Sim ilarproduction

ofpaired ferm ionshasbeen carried outatDuke[7],M IT [8],and Innsbruck [9].Theoreticalpredictionsofthe phase

diagram nearthe BEC-BCS transition [67]agreewith m easurem ents.

A . D irect m easurem ents ofpairing

A very im portant issue is how to detect pairing and superuidity directly in ultracold Ferm igases. It should

be stressed that these are distinct questions,since one can have pairing offerm ions into m olecules that are not

condensed. Direct m easurem ents ofsuperuid behavior include production ofstable vortices,or other persistent

currentphenom ena,the Josephson e�ect,and reduction ofm om entsofinertia,asin superuid helium IIand nuclei

with nucleon pairing.Such experim entshaveyetto be carried out.

e e

ωhf

δ

γ

(a) Stokes (b) antiStokes

FIG .5:(a)Stokesand (b)anti-Stokesscattering oflightbetween two hyper�nestates,asa signalofBCS pairing between the

states.

Pairing can detected by m easurem ent,in principle,ofthe energy gap,�,entering the quasiparticleenergy,

E =
p
(� � �)2 + � 2; (24)

where� istheenergy in theabsenceofpairing and � isherethechem icalpotential.Forexam ple,Chin etal.[9],have

trapped 6Liabove a Feshbach resonance atm agnetic �eld � 830G ,with equalpopulationsofatom sin the nuclear



10

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2

T/T
c

S
(T

)/
S

(T
c
)

0 0.5 1
0

1

2

3

4

5

6
x 10

3

T/T
c

∆(
T

)/
ε F

Superfluid
Normal State

FIG .6: Scattered light intensity as a function oftem perature showing the Hebel-Slichter enhancem ent below Tc. The inset

showsthe BCS gap �(T).
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FIG .7: Cross section for scattering ofneutrinos from superuid nuclear m atter,in units ofthe norm alstate cross section,

showing the Hebel-Slichterenhancem entbelow Tc.Iam very gratefulto Sanjay Reddy forthis�gure.

spin statesm I = � 1 and 0.Atsu�ciently low tem peraturestheatom sin thetwo statesshould bes-wavepaired.By

rfthey excite an atom from m I = 0 to 2,and �nd a peak in the spectrum athigherenergy than would be seen for

unpaired atom s;theextra energy isinterpreted asthatrequired,� 2�,forbreaking a Cooperpair.A second m ethod

ofdetecting pairing isthrough m easurem entofthe speci�c heat,which showsa depression atlow tem peraturesdue

to the �nite gap in single particle excitation spectrum [68]. The theoreticalinterpretation ofthese m easurem entsis

given in [69].Changesin collectivem odespectra havealso been interpreted asevidencefortheonsetofsuperuidity

[7,70].

Arguably the m ost crucialtest originally ofthe BCS theory ofsuperconductivity was the Hebel-Slichter e�ect

which dem onstrated a large enhancem entofthe nuclearspin relaxation rate,due to coupling to paired electrons,at

tem peraturesjustbelow thesuperconductingtransition tem perature,Tc [71].Thepeak occursin thespin-ip spin-ip

correlation function (the nuclearaxialcurrent{axialcurrentcorrelation function).The analogouse�ectin pairing of

ferm ionsbetween two hyper�ne levels(denoted here by j"iand j#i)can be seen via laserexcitation from j"ito a
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high-lyinglevel,jei,o�-resonance,which then de-excitestoj#i,with em ission ofaphoton.Thetwopossibleprocesses

are illustrated in Fig.5. In the �rst (a) the energy ofthe em itted photon is less than that ofthe incident (Stokes

scattering)and in the second (b)the em itted photon hashigherenergy (anti-Stokes). Figure 6 showsthe expected

enhancem ent in the rates at tem perature for a weakly coupled paired system just below the superuid transition;

the enhancem entisa very clearsignalofthe onsetofpairing.Interestingly,the sam e e�ectoccursin the scattering

ofneutrinosfrom superuid nuclearand colorsuperconducting m atter,Fig.7,which involvesthe analogousnuclear

axialcurrentcorrelation function [73].
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