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Abstract.

We propose a phenomenological approach for the equatiotatef sf a unitary Fermi gas. The
universal equation of state is parametrised in terms of FBimac integrals. This reproduces the
experimental data over the accessible range of fugacitynanchalised temperature, but cannot
describe the superfluid phase transition found in the MITeeixpent [4]. The most sensitive data
for compressibility and specific heat at phase transition bawever, be fitted by introducing into
the grand partition function a pair of complex conjugateogdying in the complex fugacity plane
slightly off the real axis.
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1. Introduction

Recently, the thermodynamics of a unitary gas of fermiotooe has been in the focus of
experimental investigations! [1-4]. In a unitary gas, theriatomic interaction between
neutral fermionic atoms is adjusted using the Feshbacmaese|[5], so that the scatter-
ing length goes tatoo. Such a gas has properties that are universal or scale indepe
[6]. The experimental confirmation of the universal naturthe equation of state (EOS)
of a gas of neutral fermionic atoms has therefore given figgletus to its theoretical
understanding [7, 8]. In a recent paper [9], an ansatz fogthad potential of a spin bal-
anced two-component fermion gas was introduced througtied @kpansion in powers of
the fugacity variable. This ansatz for the interaction part of the virial coeffitgecould
fit the experimental data up to about= 7, surprising in view of the fact that it was meant
to be a high temperature expansion for smalFor z > 7, i.e., at low temperatures, the
virial expansion was found to become unphysical.

In this paper we propose a novel phenomenological appraadedcribe the EOS,
that agrees with experimental data all the way to very lowpteratures and reproduces
some of the zero temperature properties quantitativelflowing Sommerfeld|[10], it
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would seem that at low temperatures whex- 1, z = In z iS a more suitable expansion
parameter. Since a unitary gas introduces no extra lengtbsthan already present in
the ideal gas, we go one step further and express the graedt@bin terms of a simple
combination of two Fermi-Dirac integrals [11]. This allowsto fit the experimental data
quite accurately, and at the same time to reproduce theat@eeond virial coefficient at
smallz, i.e., for high temperatures.

Furthermore, experimentally, a phase transition to stip&fity is observed around
T/Tr ~ 0.16, evidenced by peaks in the heat capacity and compresgifit To re-
produce these features in our model, we introduce a phenaogioal term in the grand
partition function, which in the zero-width limit yields angularity in the free energy and
hence describes a phase transition.

In Sec. Il, we first introduce our new phenomenological anaatl show that it repro-
duces the universal functidriz), which is the ratio of pressures of the spin-balanced two-
component unitary gas and free Fermi gas, over a large rdreggoerimentally available
fugacitiesz. In Sec. lll, we compute all the thermodynamic quantitiesabich experi-
mental data are available and show that our phenomenolagisatz indeed incorporates
the essential features of the data.

2. Thephenomenological equation of state

The grand potentidl of the unitary gas is related to the grand partition functiohy the
thermodynamical relation

Q=-PV=—kpThZ, (1)

whereP andV are pressure and volume, respectivélyis the temperature, arics the
Boltzmann constant. The grand partition function is defingd

Z(B,2) =Y Zn(B)2N,  B=1/ksT, 2)
N=0

whereZy (8) is the canonicaN particle partition function. Note that in the above series,
the dependences ghandz are mixed. However, for the ideal free Fermi g&shas the
form

1/2

: 3)

27rh25)

2 (5, 2) = 33 2fald), A= (Zn

in which thez dependence has separated out and is entirely coming thtbadtnction
f5/2(2) which is one of the Fermi-Dirac integrals defined [11] as

1y gy
fol) = I'(v) /0 1+ ely—2) " “)

For a unitary gas, a similar separation of variabfeand > also takes place[6]. We
therefore define a universal functidi» (z) by
mZ(8,2) = (V/A®) Fp(z). 5)
In terms of this function, we define the universal thermodgitdunctioni(z) by
QO _ P _ Frl)

" T P T )

x =1In(z), (6)
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wheref)r and Pr are the grand potential and pressure of the untrapped iéealil§as,
respectively. Note that in this quantity the dependencesoiperature and length scales
drops out, so that it is universal and scale independeng{sed.]).

The all-important functiorFp (x) encodes the thermodynamic properties of the unitary
gas of fermionic atoms. We make the important assumptian®hé&z) can be written as
a linear superposition of Fermi-Dirac integrals since #nsures universality. Thus we
introduce the functio’» (x) through the following phenomenological ansatz:

Fp(z) = 2[fs5)2(x) + 4(f5/2(x) — f3/2(2))] + g(x), (7)

where the factor 2 in front accounts for spin degeneracys @&hsatz is further guided by
the following considerations:

1. The functionh(z) obeys universality, i.e., it depends only on the fugaeity=
exp(z), but not on any length scale or other system variable.

2. The leading ternys »(x) in Eq. (7) is simply that of the free non-interacting Fermi
gas given in Eq[{(3).

3. The second termi( f5,2(x) — f3/2(x)) describes the contribution from the interac-
tions. By definition this term does not contribute to the dinterm inz in the high temper-
ature expansion dfp () (cf. [11]). Furthermore, the linear superposition of FeiDiiac
integrals is determined to yield the exact interaction pathe second virial coefficient
Absy [12] in the high temperature limit. This choice, howeveredmot yield the correct
third virial coefficient that is known to great accuracy, tioe estimated fourth virial co-
efficient [13, 14]. Nevertheless, the high temperature ertigs that we obtain still give
excellent agreement with experimental results. On therdthed, the zero temperature
properties are entirely determined by the functfgp (=). The overall factor 5 of;5 5 ()
allows for a good description also of the zero temperatuopgnties of the unitary gas
(see the detailed discussion to Kify. 2 below).

4. The functiong(z) in Eq. (@), which is implicitly a function of the fugacity =
exp(x), is introduced in order to describe the phase transitiohitha been observed in
the experimental datal[4]. For this purpose, we write thadzartition functionz in the
complexz plane as

(V/2%)
22[(1 Z><1 Zﬂ , 8
Ze + 1€ Ze — 1€

with realz, ande, whereZ describes the system without phase transitionz At z, + ie,
this function goes to zero, causing a logarithmic singtyani the free energy in the limit
e — 0. The power(V/\?) of the zeros is required to preserve the universality @f).
For the functiory(z), which is found through Eqd](7) arid (5), this yields

(2e — 2)? + €2
22 + €2

y2 2. (9)

Ze

o=

The last term in Eq[{9) is introduced such théat) gives no contribution to the first-order
virial coefficient in the high temperature (i.e., sma)lexpansion off»(x). The choice
of z. ande is guided by a fit to the experimental data on compressilality specific heat:
while z. is given by the critical temperature of the phase transjtiaa governed by the
width of the transition region.

We find thatz. = 13.5 ande = 6.3 give the best fits to the MIT data for compressibility
and specific heat, seen in Fig. 3 below. While the fdrin (9)(af) works well through-
out the phase transition region and all the way to smdile., to high temperatures), it



Murthy MV N, et. al.

becomes unphysical in the zefolimit where we are forced to use the ansafz (7) with
g=0.

< MIT experiment x

h(x)

Figurel. (Colour online) The functiork(z) for the untrapped unitary Fermi gas as a
function ofx = In(z). The crosses represent the experimental MIT data bet<al

[4]. Our result including the fuly(z) in (@) is shown by the (red) solid line. The result
obtained by puttingy(z) = 0 is shown by the (blue) dashed line. We also show the
results for the virial ansatz|[9] by the (magenta) dotted.lin

In Fig.[d we compare our numerical results with the experialetata of the MIT
group [4] for the universal functioh(z) given in Eq.[(6). The solid line corresponds to
the full expressior[{7) foFp(x), while the dotted line is obtained usingz) = 0. We
see that the our phenomenological ansatz closely folloesl#ta up tac ~ 2.5, while
the high temperature virial ansatz introduced.in [9] failsaim earlier. For large;, the
results obtained with(z) = 0 and withg(z) given in [9) lie on either side of the data, the
solid line showing thay(z) becomes unphysical far > 3. In all calculations presented
henceforth, we have put it to zero for> z,,,, = 27, corresponding t@,,,, = 3.3 and
a temperaturd’,,;,, = 0.1 T, below which there are essentially no data points found in
the figures below.

3. Thermodynamical properties

Encouraged by the good agreement over a large rangefof our universal function
h(z), we now consider the calculation of basic thermodynamienkables. Following
Ku et al. [4], we write for the normalised pressure

__ P 5T Fp(x) 5 E

P= R T 2Ty Fih(x) 3NEp’

where P and E' are pressure and energy, respectively, of the interactisg §he quan-
tities used for the normalisation in the denominators alaweeall evaluated for the non-

(10)
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interacting gas?, is the pressure at zero temperatdrg the Fermi temperature, arfde
the Fermi energy; the latter two are relatedlBy = kgTr. The prime here and below
denotes derivative with respect:to The normalised temperature is given by

T kT 4
Tr Er [3m2Fp(x)]2/3 (11)
The entropy, also related to pressure, is given by
S TF ~ 12 5FP (m)
Nkg T (p EF) () ) (12)

The chemical potentigk, normalised with respect to the non-interacting Fermi gper
Er,is given by

1 - TS

- . 13

Er ' TeNkg (13)
Analogously, the normalised compressibility is given by

2Tr F}
L) ) (CON (14)
Ko 3T Fp(x)

The specific heat at constant volume is given by

Nkp 4 Fu(z) 4Fp(z) 2T k)

We note that both compressibility and specific heat depertti®@second derivatives of
the functionFp ().

We now present numerical results for the thermodynamic tifiesfor which experi-
mental data are available. Since no ready-to-use numeduatihes for the Fermi-Dirac
integralsf, (x) could be found, we have calculated them by numerical integraf Eq.
(4). This is easily possible to any desired accuracyfor 1. Forv < 1 we employed
the formulal[11]f,_1(z) = f/(x) and used numerical differentiation to obtgif(x).

In Fig.[2 we compare our results of normalised pressure (&myopy (middle), and
chemical potential (bottom) with the MIT data. Our ansatgaii#es all these data quite
well all the way down to the critical temperatufé = 0.16 7. At high temperatures
the results are comparable to, if not better than, the véneatz discussed in Ref! [9].
Departures are noticed around critical temperafiyréenlarged in the inserts). Like in
Fig.[d, the results with and without includiggz) lie on opposite sides of the data below
T.; the solid lines do reproduce the kink seen in the chemicami@l atT” = T..

We stress again that in Ed. (7) witliz) = 0, only the contributior2 x 5f5 /() is
relevant for reproducing the resultsGt= 0. For the energy per particle @ = 0 it
yieldsE/N = (3/5)Er, whereEy if the Fermi energy of the interacting gas. Further, it
is easily deduced that/Ep = ¢ = (1/5)%/3 = 0.342, which is slightly less than the
experimentally determined value 0.36 of the MIT experinjdhtWe emphasise that our
fit of h(x) (see Fid.R) is particularly sensitive to the linear comboraof f5,, and f5/,
used in our ansatk](7), which was primarily chosen to yieleesonable high temperature
limit. Any different choice of parameters, or any admixtoefe=ermi-Dirac integrals,,
with other orders, could not simultaneously yield both these desirable laagel zero-
temperature limits.
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In Fig.[3 we show the results of our calculation for compteifisy (top) and specific
heat (bottom) as functions of temperature. The resonamt ¢éx) in Fp(z) here gives
an excellent description of the experimental peaks seentim duantities. Again, it has
to be cut afl’ < T,,;» = 0.1 T, and the result obtained wigf{z) = 0 yields the correct
limits %(7'=0) = 1/¢ andC'y (T'=0) = 0. In Fig.[4 we finally plot compressibility versus
normalised pressure like it was done in Ref. [4]. Note hergdrticular, the excellent
agreement with the data up to the highest available pressure

4. Summary and conclusions

To summarise, we have introduced a phenomenological am&¥ (), given by Eq.[(¥)
that yields the universal equation of stdté (6) of a unitarynfion gas.Fp(z) depends
solely on the fugacity (or onz = In z) and hence is scale independent. It consists of two
Fermi-Diracintegralsfs () andfs (), and a resonantterg{z) that correspondsto a
pair of zeros of the grand partition function in the compigane, suitable for describing
the phase transition observed in the experiments. The esomant Fermi-Dirac part of
Fp(x) is constructed to yield a reasonable high temperature bynimposing the value
Aby = 1/+/2 of the second virial coefficient [12]; it contains otherwise adjustable
parameter. As a bonus, it also yields zero temperatureslithdt fit the data. The only
two parameters, ande, appearing in Eq[{9) for the resonant tegfm), have been fitted

to the critical temperaturé, = 0.16 Tr and the width of the phase transition found
in the MIT data for specific heat and compressibility (see. B)g The functiong(z)
diverges forz — oo, i.e., forT — 0. It was therefore put to zero far > 2,4, = 27
corresponding td" < T, = 0.1 Tr. However, the available data seen in the Figures
[@-[ are lying afl’ > T,,:», so that we can claim to describe all these data with our full
ansatz[([7). The only sizeable deviation is found in Eig. 1tfer quantityh(z) which
appears to have been measured even bélgy,, and for which our results including
g(x) take off already abové,,;,. Nevertheless, we can claim that our ansatz, in spite
of its simplicity, describes the overall experimental dstaprisingly well. To construct

it, we have mainly used the universal properties of a gas isrnity, as well as crucial
experimental observations.

Itis also tempting to extend the above analysis for trappedibnic atoms at unitarity.
Following the arguements given above we may Wﬁfém”) (x) in the form

FR" P (z) = 2[fa(x) + 4(fa(2) — f3(2))] + 9“7 (x), (16)

which is similar in form to the ansatz given[ih 7, with the Feintegrals of the gas re-
placed by the appropriate Fermi integrals for the trap. &nfitst part there are no new
parameters and the second virial coefficient is reproduceéctly. This form also deter-
mines the zero temperature properties of trapped fermgystem at unitarity. However,
in the absence of data on compressibility and specific héahidt possible to determine
the second term(z)(*"%?) and thus the full form of the thermodynamic potential. Never
theless, the form suggested above may be useful in analffengsults for the trap also
in future.

It would be interesting to see if oufp(x) can be obtained from a microscopic model.
We have not succeeded with this, but it is hoped that our arsalyill trigger future
investigations in this direction.
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Figure2. (Colour online) Normalised pressure (top), entropy (medidind chemical
potential (bottom) of the unitary Fermi gas as a functionesfperature. The crosses
denote the experimental MIT data [4]. Dashed (blue) andiqoéd) lines are as in
Fig.[. The inserts give enlarged pictures of the low-terapee domain including the

temperature T/f

phase transition region.
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Figure3. (Colour online) Normalised compressibility (top) and dfieteat (bottom)
of the unitary Fermi gas as functions of temperature (csoasd lines as in the previous
figures).




10

Murthy MV N, et. al.

4.0 -
* MIT experiment

35
3.0
25
2.0

15

compressibilityx/kg

1.0

0.5

00 05 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
pressure P/

Figure 4. (Colour online) Normalised compressibility versus norised pressure
(crosses and lines as in the previous figures).
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