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By solving the Bogoliubov-de Gennes equations with coupling-constant renormalization appro-
priate for a trapped system with a chemical potential difference, we show that the Chandrasekhar-
Clogston (CC) limit increases with decreasing the atom number and increasing the trap aspect ratio.
This finding reconciles the apparent discrepancy between the MIT and Rice experiments over the
CC limit and breakdown of local density approximation.
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Gaseous Fermi superfluids are endowed with new de-
grees of controllability over population difference and
trap anisotropy. Imbalanced superfluidity of 6Li has
been observed by the Rice [1] and MIT [2] groups, but
their results have shown marked differences over the
validity of local density approximation (LDA) and the
Chandrasekhar-Clogston (CC) limit – the upper bound
of imbalance parameter P ≡ (N↑−N↓)/(N↑+N↓) beyond
which superfluidity breaks down [3], where N↑ and N↓

are the numbers of majority and minority atoms. In the
MIT experiment the profiles of both majority and minor-
ity clouds obey LDA, while in the Rice experiment with
a very elongated trap and fewer atoms, LDA apparently
breaks down. The CC limit was observed at MIT but no
CC limit was found at Rice. A phenomenological surface
tension [4, 5] of the condensate was shown to reproduce
the deformation observed by the Rice group, but how to
reconcile the apparently contradicting experimental dif-
ferences without free parameters remains elusive. This
Letter resolves the problem by showing that Fermi su-
perfluidity is enhanced by the effect of confinement and
the trap anisotropy.

We consider a system of atoms with massm confined in
an axisymmetric harmonic potential with axial frequency
ωz and radial one ω⊥, and analyze superfluidity of this
system using the Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) equations
[7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12]. Sensarma et al. [10] studied the shape
of the atom cloud by changing N and P (≤ 0.4), and
argued that (N/λ)1/3 ≫ 1 (λ ≡ ω⊥/ωz) should be the
condition for the validity of LDA. For (N/λ)1/3 ∼ 10, the
cloud shape obtained in [10] looks quite similar to that
of the equipotential surface. However, the Rice group
experiment shows the breakdown of LDA for almost the
same value of (N/λ)1/3. Figure 1 summarizes the results
of our study and of the experiments, including the recent
ones by the Rice group [6] at λ = 3 and 12. Our results
are consistent with Ref. [10] as to whether significant
deformation occurs for N ∼ 103 at λ = 2 and 4, but
the density profiles are different presumably because we
incorporate the effect of the chemical potential difference
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FIG. 1: Range of validity of local density approximation
(LDA), where N is the total atom number and λ ≡ ω⊥/ωz

the trap aspect ratio. Circles (squares) show where the atomic
cloud deviates little (significantly) from equipotential sur-
faces. Filled symbols show the results of the present work,
while the large open symbols show the experimental results
by Rice (λ = 3, 12 [6], 50 [1]) and MIT (λ = 5) [2].

in our renormalization scheme.

The BdG equations for unequal chemical potentials
(µ↑, µ↓) read

(

Ĥ↑ + gn↓ ∆

∆∗ −Ĥ↓ − gn↑

)(

uq

vq

)

= ǫq

(

uq

vq

)

, (1)

where Ĥσ ≡ −∇
2/(2m)+V (r)−µσ (σ =↑, ↓) is the one-

body Hamiltonian, and the coupling constant g is given
in terms of s-wave scattering length a as g = 4π~2a/m.
In the following we take m = ~ = ω⊥ = 1, and choose
√

~/(mω⊥) = 1 as the unit length. The self-consistent
conditions give the density distributions and the s-wave
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FIG. 2: (Color online) Top panel shows the P dependence of
the ratio R of the axial to radial cloud widths at which the
atomic density equals 1/20 of its peak value. Lower panels
show the density difference between majority and minority
atoms plotted for λ = 5 (left) and 50 (right) with kFg = −6,
N = 2.0×103 , and varying imbalance parameter P . The trap
axis lies in the horizontal direction.

singlet pair amplitude as

n↑(r) =
∑

q

f (ǫq) |uq(r)|
2,

n↓(r) =
∑

q

(1− f (ǫq)) |vq(r)|
2, (2)

∆(r) = geff(r)
∑

q

f (ǫq)uq(r)v
∗
q (r),

where f(ǫ) ≡ (eβǫ + 1)−1 is the Fermi function with
β ≡ (kBT )

−1. To cope with the ultraviolet divergence
in ∆(r), we follow Bulgac and Yu [13] and treat the
contribution from states above the energy cutoff within
LDA. In Ref. [13], where µ = µ↑ = µ↓ is assumed,

the single-particle Green’s function G0
µ(R, r) with Ĥ0 =

−∇
2/(2m)+V −µ is used to remove the divergence. The

regular part G0,reg
µ of G0

µ is obtained by employing the
Thomas-Fermi approximation for the states above the
cutoff energy Ec, so that the effective coupling constant
is given in terms of k0F(r) ≡

√

2 (µ− V (r)) as

1

geff(r)
=

1

g
+

1

2π2

(

k0F(r)

2
ln

kC(r) + k0F(r)

kC(r)− k0F(r)
− kC(r)

)

.

(3)
Grasso and Urban [14] replaced k0F(r) with k̃F(r) ≡
√

2 (µ− V (r)−W (r)), where W (r) is the Hartree-Fock
mean-field energy gnσ(r), which is independent of σ =↑
, ↓ for µ↑ = µ↓, so that the convergence is achieved for
much smaller values of Ec. We adopt this method except

that we replace G0,reg
µ by

(

G0,reg
µ↑

+G0,reg
µ↓

)

/2 to main-

tain a given chemical potential difference. Consequently,
Eq. (3) is replaced by

1

geff(r)
=

1

g
+

1

2π2

(

∑

σ

k̃Fσ
4

ln
kC + k̃Fσ

kC − k̃Fσ
− kC

)

, (4)

where k̃F↑,↓(r) ≡
√

2 (µ↑,↓ − V (r)− gn↓,↑(r)). While
BdG theory was originally intended to describe the weak-
coupling BCS limit, it was demonstrated to describe
the BEC limit [15], and the BCS-BEC crossover re-
gion was also studied by this theory [16]. We therefore
expect that this theory is applicable, at least qualita-
tively, for the strongly interacting region with popula-
tion imbalance. We take kBT = 0.05 and kF(0)g = −6
with kF ≡ (kF↑ + kF↓) /2, use the Steffensen iteration
to solve Eqs. (1) and (2), and self-consistently deter-
mine g, n↑(r), n↓(r) and ∆(r) for each set of (µ↑, µ↓).
The number of atoms in the σ(=↑, ↓) state is defined as
Nσ ≡

∫

d3rnσ .
Figure 2 shows the main results of this Letter. For

λ = 5, the ratio of the axial to radial cloud widths re-
mains close to λ for both minority and majority atoms,
and the dip of the density difference rapidly dwindles
with increasing P . For λ = 50, the minority cloud shrinks
dramatically in the axial direction, and the density dif-
ference shows a dip at the center even for P = 0.95. To
investigate resilience of superfluidity against imbalance,
we calculate integrated pair amplitude ∆ ≡ |

∫

d3r∆(r)|
for λ = 50, and find that, as the cutoff energy Ec is
raised, ∆/N↓ approaches a nonzero value for P up to
0.95 (this number is limited by the limited number of
atoms N ≤ 3 × 103). We thus conclude that superfluid
survives for this extreme population imbalance.
Figure 3 shows typical distributions of n↑,↓, their dif-

ference and ∆ for P = 0.70. We rescale the calculated
distribution as r → λr so that the equipotential surface
becomes a circle. For λ = 5, the shape of the minor-
ity component and the density difference closely follow
the equipotential surface, as shown in the left column of
Fig. 2. For larger population imbalance, the pair am-
plitude decreases significantly. While a small, oscillating
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FIG. 3: (Color online) Majority and minority density distributions n↑,↓(z, r), their difference n↑(z, r) − n↓(z, r) and pair
amplitude ∆(z, r) plotted for λ = 5 (left) and λ = 50 (right) with kFg = −6 and N = 2.00×103 at P = 0.70. The distributions
and ∆ are displayed in color-coded gauges shown on the upper right and lower right, respectively. In each inset, the values for
r = 0 and z = 0 are plotted against z and λr, respectively.
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FIG. 4: (Color online) CC limit Pc is plotted against the
total number of trapped atoms N . Here, Pc is obtained as
the value of P where the extrapolated plot of ∆̃ crosses zero.

pair amplitude is seen near the trap center, the density
difference peaks at r = 0. We therefore conclude that
LDA is essentially obeyed at λ = 5 as observed by the
MIT group. For λ = 50, while the density of the majority
component looks almost like a circle, the minority com-
ponent is shorter in the axial (z) rather than radial (r)
direction, implying the breakdown of LDA. The density
difference nearly vanishes where the minority population
is large, and two side peaks emerge at the axial edges of
the minority component. These features are similar to
those observed by the Rice group. We also note that as
|z| increases, the pair amplitude drops at |z| ∼ 40 within
|r| ∼ 2, and then ∆ shows small-amplitude damped os-
cillations.

With the same number of atoms, we have thus found
that LDA is obeyed at λ = 5 and not at λ = 50. The
breakdown of LDA is a finite-size effect, and it is en-

hanced for larger λ. Figure 4 shows the atom-number
dependence of the CC limit Pc for a spherical trap. We
find that with decreasing N , Pc increases toward unity.

Why is the finite-size effect enhanced for larger λ? If
the condensate shrinks axially, the area of the surface
between the condensate and the normal gas decreases.
The decrease in the surface energy is more significant
for larger λ, and outweighs an increase in the potential
energy due to the deformation of the clouds.

Looking at the density-difference distribution for λ =
50 plotted in Fig. 3, we find that the difference shows a
sudden increase in the z direction between |z| ∼ 25 and
|z| ∼ 40, up to |r| ∼ 1. Here, the pair amplitude shows a
sharp decay followed by damped oscillations. One possi-
bility to understand the oscillation of the pair amplitude
is to assume the Larkin-Ovchinnikov (LO) type pairing
[7, 12, 17] between majority and minority components
with Fermi momentum difference ±q ‖ ẑ. The LO state
favors a constant density difference perpendicular to ẑ

and thus a flat surface of the condensate, which mani-
fests itself in the right column of Fig. 2.

Such a flat surface is also favored in a pancake-type
(λ ≡ ωz/ω⊥ > 1) trap, as shown in Fig. 5 for λ = 5 and
P = 0.95. Compared with the majority component, the
minority component shrinks predominantly in the radial
direction. The pair amplitude shows oscillation in the
same direction. The LO-like oscillations thus appear in
the narrower rather than wider side of the atomic cloud.

To summarize, we have studied superfluidity of
population-imbalanced fermions trapped in an axisym-
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FIG. 5: (Color online) Same as in Fig. 3 for λ = 0.2, kFg =
−6 and N = 2.05× 103 at P = 0.95.

metric harmonic trap by means of the Bogoliubov-de
Gennes method. Our numerical results reproduce the
major differences of the experiments conducted at MIT
and Rice as to whether LDA breaks down and whether
the condensate disappears at a finite value of popula-
tion imbalance. The anomalous behavior observed by
the Rice group can be understood as superfluidity being
enhanced due to confinement and trap anisotropy. In the
case of a very elongated trap, energy cost due to surface
tension is caused mainly at two edges in the axial direc-
tion. Since this energy cost in surface tension is mitigated
by an increase in the trap aspect ratio, the CC limit is
enhanced accordingly. We have thus identified an inter-
esting interplay between the mesoscopic effect and the
trap anisotropy in enhancing the superfluidity of the sys-
tem. In particular, we can envisage a situation in which
for a given temperature and imbalanced populations the
system makes a transition from a normal to superfluid
phase as the trap aspect ratio is increased. Such an ef-
fect is unseen in superconductivity and merits further
experimental and theoretical study.
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