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Abstract We investigate within density functional theory variougygical prop-
erties of the zero-temperature unitary Fermi gas whichcatly depend on the
presence of a dispersive gradient term in the equation td. dtirst, we consider
the unitary Fermi superfluid gas confined to a semi-infinitmdim and calculate
analytically its density profile and surface tension. Thenstudy the quadrupole
modes of the superfluid system under harmonic confinemenngjral reliable
analytical formula for the oscillation frequency, whictduees to the familiar
Thomas-Fermi one in the limit of a large number of atoms. Iginave discuss
the formation and propagation of dispersive shock wavelsdrcollision between
two resonant fermionic clouds, and compare our findings keitent experimental
results.

PACS numbers: 05.30.Fk, 03.75.Ss, 67.85.-d

1 Introduction

In the last years the crossover from the weakly paired Bard&moper-Schrieffer
(BCS) state to the Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) of mi@eclimers with
ultra-cold two-hyperfine-components Fermi vapors atonssbeen investigated
by several experimental and theoretical grdup&/hen the densities of the two
spin components are equal, and when the gas is dilute sohatnge of the
inter-atomic potential is much smaller than the interdgéatdistance, then the in-
teraction effects are described by only one parameter:#eve scattering length,
whose sign determines the character of the gas. Fano-Rdstésonances can be
used to change the value and the sign of the scattering lesigtpbly by tuning
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an external magnetic field. At resonance the scatteringhedigerges so that the
gas displays a very peculiar character, being at the sangediiote and strongly
interacting. In this regime all scales associated withradgons disappear from
the problem and the energy of the system is expected to beiapal to that of
a non interacting fermions system. This is called the upitagime®2.

Recently it has been remark&that the superfluid unitary Fermi gas, char-
acterized by a divergent s-wave scattering lefgtian be efficiently described at
zero temperature by phenomenological density functidredtty. Indeed, different
theoretical groups have proposed various density funatsofror example Bulgac
and Yu have introduced a superfluid density functional based Bogoliubov-
de Gennes approach to superfluid fermishsPapenbrock and Bhattacharyya
have instead proposed a Kohn-Sham density functional withff@ctive mass to
take into account nonlocality effects. Here we adopt irdstba extended Thomas-
Fermi functional of the unitary Fermi gas that we have prepgdew years agh
The total energy in the extended Thomas-Fermi functionatains a term pro-
portional to the kinetic energy of a uniform non interactgas of fermions with
number densityi(r), plus a gradient correction of the forih?/(8m)(0n/n)?,
originally introduced by von Weizsacker to treat surfaffeats in nuclef, and
then extensively applied to study electr8nshowing good agreement with Kohn-
Sham calculations. In the context of the BCS-BEC crossakierpresence of the
gradient term (and its actual weight) is a debated i$42:&%:12.13.14.15.16The main
advantage of using such a functional is that, as it depenigsoona single func-
tion of the coordinates, i.e. the order parameter, can be tosgtudy systems with
quite large number of particlé$. Other functionals, which are based instead on
single-particle orbitals, require self-consistent cldtions with a numerical load
rapidly increasing withN.

In the last years we have successfully applied our extendemn@s-Fermi
density functional and its time-dependent verS§ido investigate density pro-
files®17, collective excitation¥’, Josephson effett and shock wave€:20 of the
unitary Fermi gas. In addition, the collective modes of cemsity functional have
been used to study the low-temperature thermodynamicseofutiitary Fermi
gas (superfluid fraction, first sound and second sotinaind also the viscosity-
entrozgy ratio of the unitary Fermi gas from zero-tempemtlementary excita-
tions==.

For the superfluid unitary Fermi gas one expects the coexistef dispersive
and dissipative terms in the equation of s€t&:2223 However, at zero tempera-
ture only dispersive term survi¥&2% In this paper we investigate various physical
guantities of the unitary Fermi gas, which depend on thegmess of a dispersive
gradient term in the zero-temperature equation of statiddfist part we investi-
gate static properties like density profiles and surfacsiten In the second part
we study dynamical properties like collective oscillasaend dispersive shock
waves due to the collision between two fermionic clouds.



2 Extended Thomas-Fermi density functional

The energy density of a uniform Fermi gas at unitarity degemd the constant
densityn as follows!
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where& ~ 0.4 is a universal parameter of the Fermi §al the presence of an
external trapping potentidl (r) the Hohenberg-Kohn theorefhensures that the
ground-state local density(r) of the system can be obtained by minimizing the
energy functional

E[n] = F[n] + /U(r) n(r) dr 2)

whereF[n| is a (generally unknown) energy functional of the internaérgy,
which is independent dd (r). In our extended Thomas-Fermi approach we choose

Fln| = / &(n,0n) dr @3)
where the local energy densi#(n, On) is given by

&(n,0n) = &ynis(n) + A iz M

8m n )

In this expression, which is the equation of state (inteemedrgy density) of the
inhomogeneous system, the first term is the Thomas-Fekmitéirm describing
the uniform system, while the second term is the von Welzségradient correc-
tion’. We have obtained the valde~ 0.25 by fitting accurate Monte Carlo results
for the energy of fermions confined in a spherical harmorap tlose to unitary
conditions:2°,

3 Semi-infinite domain: density profile and surface tension

We put in evidence the effects of the gradient term of our iflefisnctional by
considering the external potential

_ | 4o for z<0

U(r){ 0 forz>0 ®)
acting on the Fermi superfluid. This implies that the supitftiensityn(r ) must
go to zero at the boundag= 0, while it becomes a constam:_#( )% far

2mu

&ne
from the boundary. Since in the present calculations we &ctremical potential
U rather than the total number of fermiols it is useful to introduce the zero-
temperature grand potential energy functional of the upi@rmi gas

Q= / [©(n,0n) + U (r)n(r) — fin(r)] dr 6)



It is convenient to introduce the characteristic lengthhef $ystem

VATE
= ™

and to rewrite the density in terms of a function of the adisiemal variable] =

z/lsas
VA =V H(E) =VAT@) (8)
The grand-potential{6) then becomes:

__ [L/ls
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wheref’({) =df/d{. Ais the area in théx,y) plane and_ is the length in the
direction. The functiorf ({) minimizing the grand-potential obeys the equation:

— ")+ 1(Q)"P=1() (10)

with the boundary condition§(0) = f’(+0) =0 and f(+w)=1. The first
integral of the system is

3 10/3

o' (@ (11)
By using the appropriate boundary conditions we fihe- % andf’(0) = \/g It
is then straightforward to get the integral equation

¢ /f(Z) df
0 /%_~_%f10/3_f2

which gives implicitly the profile functiorf ({).

In Fig.[d we plot the scaled density profif¢{) obtained from the numerical
integration (solid line) of Eq[{12), together with the ftion f({) = tanh(\/gZ)
(dot-dashed line), which provides an excellent overalrapimation to it.

In the limitL/ls — +o0 the grand potential enerdy /A is divergent due to the
asymptotic energy

12)
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wheref({) =1 andf’({) = 0. The surface tension is defined as
_ (2 Qay)
o= A (14)

in the limitL/ls — +oo, i.e.
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Fig. 1 Scaled density profilef({) of the unitary Fermi gas in the semi-infinite domain.
Solid line: numerical integration of EJ.{112). Dot-dashetti analytical interpolatiorf ({) =

tanh(\/gZ).

Eqg. (1) withK = 1/5, andd{ = df /f'({), helps us to rewrite the formula of the
surface tension as

2
o=I /\Er_14/3(3n2)1/3§—m (16)

wherel =2 [y /2 + 2103 f2df = 0.82.
In Fig.[2 we plot the surface tensian as a function of the von Weizsacker
gradient coefficiend settingé = 0.41:. By usingA = 1/4, which is a reasonable

estimat&3 consistent with Monte Carlo resuft®, one findso = O.8Or?’*/3§1
This value is of the same order of magnitude of previous rsmopic determina-
tions of the surface tensianbased on different theoretical approacHe®:2%and
different boundary conditions at the interface.

4 Extended superfluid hydrodynamics

Let us now consider dynamical properties of the unitary Feyas. The starting
point are the zero-temperature equations of superfluidduysramicg?, given by

an

E+D-(nv) =0 a7)
ov m & &
m—+005 +%—D~W+U(r)]=0 (18)
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Fig. 2 Surface tensiow as a function of the von Weizsacker gradient coefficlent is in units
of i*/3R?/(2m).

where wheren(r,t) is the time-dependent scalar density field aridt) is the
time-dependent vector velocity field. In the case of theargiEermi gas the local
energy density’ can be written by using Ed.](4). X = 0, then Eqs[{17) an@ (1L8)
reproduce by construction the familiar equations of supierthydrodynamics.

For a fermionic superfluid the velocity is irrotational,.iléAv = 0, and the
circulation is quantized, i.e.

i
%v~dr:mrrl (19)

wherel is an integer quantum number. This means that the velocity diethe
unitary Fermi gas can be written as

v(r,t) = %De(r,t) (20)

where@(r,t) is the phase of the Cooper pdi. Egs. [17) and(18) can be inter-
preted as the Euler-Lagrange equations of the followingadtnctional

2

A:/{gén—i-BH—rn(De)zn+<§’(n,Dn)+U(r)n d3r dt (21)

which depends on the local densitfr,t) and the phasé(r,t). In the next sec-
tion we use this action functiondl (21) to investigate zenmperature collective
oscillations of the unitary Fermi gas trapped by an extgoo&éntial.
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Fig. 3 Quadrupole frequenc®, of the unitary Fermi gas witlN atoms under harmonic con-
finement of frequency. Three different values of the gradient coefficiantFor A = 0 (TF

limit): Q, = +/2w. Filled squares are the numerical results, while the cuavesbtained with
the analytical formula, Eq{30).

5 Quadrupole oscillations
In the case of spherically-symmetric harmonic confinemient,

1
u(r)= Ema)zr2 , (22)
we have numerically studiéd the collective modes of the unitary Fermi gas for
different numbemN of atoms by means of Eq4. (17) ard](18). As predicted by
Y. Castir?l, the frequency?y of the monopole mode (breathing mode) and the
frequencyQ; dipole mode (center of mass oscillation) do not depentlon

Qp=2w and Q=w (23)

We have found’ instead that the frequena®, of the quadrupolel (= 2) mode
depends o\ and on the choice of the gradient coefficidntin particular, in
Refl’ we have calculate®, for increasing values dfl up toN = 100.

In this paper we extend our previous calculations by taking account much
larger values oN. To excite the quadrupole mode, we solve numerically EGS. (1
and [I8) with the initial condition

n(r,t=0) = ngs(r), (24)

V(r,t=0) = %D[e(zzz_xz_yz)} : (25)



wherengs(r) is the ground-state density profile anc small parameter. The re-
sults are shown in Figl 3 where we plot the quadrupole frequ&a as a function
of the numbeN of atoms for three values of the gradient coefficignt

The numerical results of the figure can quite well be captungd time-
dependent Gaussian variational appre3ckive set

N 2 2 2
_ —(C+y?) /0, (1)? o7/ 0s(t)
n(x,y,zt) = 725, (020, e 10" @ (26)

and
Q(X,y,Z,t) :BL(t)(XZ"i_yz)"i_BZ(t)zz (27)
whereao (1), g;(t), B (t), and,(t) are the time-dependent variational parame-

ters. Inserting these quantities into the action functi@®), after integration over
space variables we find

A=N [L(01(1), (1), B (1), ult)) (28)

where the effective Lagrangidnis given by

ho. 1. R 1
L= 5 (80?4 302 ) + 5 (0282 + 30765
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with g = (3/5)%2(3m2)%/3& /i From this effective Lagrangian we calculate ana-
lytically the small oscillations around the equilibriumndiguration, following the
procedure described in Ré%. In this way we get the following formula for the
frequency of the quadrupole mode:

: (30)

In the limit N — o it gives the Thomas-Fermi restiliQ = /2w, while in the
limit N — 0 it gives Q = 2w, which is the quadrupole oscillation frequency of
non-interacting atom's The curves reported in Figl 3 show that this analytical
formula reproduces remarkably well the numerical resdiied squares). This
fact suggests the possibility of using EQ.]1(30) to deterntiveevalue ofA from
experimental measurements©j.



6 Collision of resonant Fermi clouds

We use here the generalized superfluid hydrodynamics emqsato obtain the
long-time dynamics of the collision between two initialgparated Fermi clouds,
simulating the experiments of R&%. The details of our calculations can be found
in Ref.2%, Here we summarize the main results of our study. In our sitions
we tried to reproduce as closely as possible the experitnemmaditions of Ref33
which we summarize briefly in the following. A 50:50 mixturéthe two lowest
hyperfine states &iLi (for a total of N = 2 x 10° atoms) is confined by an axially
symmetric cigar-shaped laser trap, elongated along thész-Ehe resulting trap-
ping potential idJ (r,2) = 0.5m[w?r? + w?Z?], wherer? = x? +y2, @y = 21 x 437
Hz andw, = 21mx 27.7 Hz. The trapped Fermi cloud is initially bisected by a blue-
detuned beam which provides a repulsive knife-shaped paterhis potential is
then suddenly removed, allowing for the two separated dirtise cloud to col-
lide with each other. The system is then let to evolve for @gikold timet after
which the trap in the radial direction is removed. The sysieailowed to evolve
for another 15 ms during which the gas expands in the r-direction (durhig t
extra expansion time, the confining trap frequency alongthegis is changed to
w; = 211 x 20.4 Hz), and finally a (destructive) image of the cloud is takEme
process is repeated from the beginning for another differ@oe for the hold time
t. The main effect observed in the experim&ris the presence of shock waves,
i.e. of regions characterized by large density gradientsheé colliding clouds.
The experimental results are shown in the right part of Bigs4 sequence of
one-dimensional profiles obtained by averaging along amestrerse direction the
observed cloud density at different times.

We simulated the whole procedure by using the Runge-Kuilde@rth-order
method*:3%to propagate in time the solutions of the following non-in&chrodinger
equation (NLSE)

0 R h? ’ h2 02|
Ty | _ _ /3 4/3 _ _
i P20 (1) + 2 (323w 4 (1-40) 7 }
(31)
which is strictly equivalerft®° to Eqgs. [IV) and{18), witk (n,0n) given by Eq.
), and
W(r,t)=+/n(r,t) Y (32)

Since the confining potential used in the experiments isr&baped, we have
exploited the resulting cylindrical symmetry of the systeyrepresenting the so-
lution of our NLSE on a 2-dimensiont,z) grid. During the time evolution of
our system, when the two clouds start to overlap, many rippleose wavelength
is comparable to the interparticle distance are producékemegion of overlap-
ping densities. In order to properly compare our resulth tie experimental data
of resonant fermion¥, which are characterized by a finite spatial resolution, we
smooth the calculated profiles at each tinfsy local averaging the density within
a space window of5 um centered around the calculated point.

The results of our simulations, for the whole time duratibthe experiments,
and after the smoothing procedure is applied to the (y-gestadensity profile at
each time, are shown in the left part of Figj. 4 (see also®Rgfplotted along the
long trap axis, for the same time frames as in the experinfemharkably, there
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Fig. 4 1D density profiles at different timesshowing the collision of two strongly interact-
ing Fermi clouds. Left part: our calculatio®s Right part: experimental data from R&%. The
normalized density is in units of 18/um per particle.

is a striking correspondence between the experimentalatetahe results of our
simulation. At variance with the current interpretatiortioé experiments, where
the role of viscosity is emphasiz&t we obtained a quantitative agreement with
the experimental observation of the dynamics of the clodtiseans within our
superfluid effective hydrodynamics approach, where dgnsitiations during the
collision are controlled by a purely dispersive quantundgrat term.

We find that changind from the optimal value\ = 1/4 has profound con-
sequencies on the long-time evolution of the colliding deuproviding density
profiles which are completely different from the experinaiones. This is shown
in Fig[H, where the simulated density profile after 3 ms icwdalted using two
different values folA. Such a strong dependence drof the time evolution of a
Fermi cloud made of a large number of atoms is at first sighgrging, because
the gradient term should become less and less importantingteasingN. We
believe that such dependence is due to the presence of staves\fi.e. regions
charza(\)cterized by large density gradients) in the collidilayids, as discussed in
Ref 2.
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Fig. 5 Calculated density profiles after 3 ms. The solid line shdvesresults obtained using
A =0.25, i.e. the same value used to compute the sequence sholéafttpart of Fig.h. The
dotted line shows instead the result obtained ugdirg0.1.

7 Conclusions

In the first part of the paper we have calculated the densitfilprand surface
tensiong of the superfluid unitary Fermi gas in a semi-infinite domaynuls-
ing the extended Thomas-Fermi density functional, wheeestirface effects are
modelled by the the von Weizsacker gradient term. Indeetiave found that

is proportional tov/A, whereA is the phenomenological coefficient of the von
Weizsacker term. In the second part of the paper we havstigated dispersive
dynamical effect which crucially depend on the presence gfaalient term in
the equation of state of the unitary Fermi gas. In particuia have studied the
guadrupole modes of the superfluid system under harmonitineoment, find-
ing a reliable analytical formula for the oscillation freency, which reduces to
the familiar Thomas-Fermi one in the limit of a large numbeamms. Finally,
we have numerically studied the long-time dynamics of sheakes in the ul-
tracold unitary Fermi gas. Two main results emerge from alcuations: a) at
zero temperature the simplest regularization processeosltock is purely dis-
persive, mediated by the quantum gradient term, which isobtige ingredient in
our DF approach; b) the quantum gradient term plays an irapbrble not only
in determining the static density profile of small systembere surface effects
are important, but also in the fast dynamics of large systerere large density
gradients may arise.
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