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Non-divergent pseudo-potential treatment of spin-polarzed fermions under 1D and 3D harmonic
confinement

K. Kanjilal and D. Blumé
1Department of Physics, Washington State University, FailnWA 99164-2814

Atom-atom scattering of bosonic one-dimensional (1D) a&dms been modeled successfully using a zero-
range delta-function potential, while that of bosonic 3Dnas has been modeled successfully using Fermi-
Huang'’s regularized-wave pseudo-potential. Here, we derive the eigenenedji¢éwo spin-polarized 1D
fermions under external harmonic confinement interactimgugh a zero-range potential, which only acts on
odd-parity wave functions, analytically. We also presedivargent-free zero-range potential treatment of two
spin-polarized 3D fermions under harmonic confinement. 3@udo-potential treatments are verified through
numerical calculations for short-range model potentials.

PACS numbers: 34.50.-s,34.10.+x

I. INTRODUCTION two atoms), our zero-rangewave potential contains deriva-
tive operators. Furthermore, it contains, following idsag-

Recently, atom-atom scattering has received renewed irgested by Huang and Yang in 19%71[11], a so-called regular-

terest since the properties of ultracold atomic (bosonic ofzation operator, which eliminates divergencies at 0 that

fermionic) gases depend predominantly on a single atomWOUId arise otherwise. We show that our pseudo-potential

atom scattering parameter [1]. This is thevave scattering |mpos|es aRb?”p%ar_y (r:](_)ngition don the V(\;"?“.'e function &t0 |
lengthas for a three-dimensional (3D) Bose gas [2] (or for a (see also RefL[18]); this boundary condition serves as an al

3D Fermi gas consisting of atoms with “spin-up” and “spin- t_ernative rep_resentation_of theewave pseudo-potep_tial._Ea_\r-
down”), and thep-wave scattering volumé, [3, 2] for a 3D lier studies, in contrast, impose a boundary Cor_1d|t|o_n #efin
spin-polarized Fermi gas. For a 1D or quasi-1D gas, it is’ corresponcimg fo an|te-ra_ngepseudo-potenhal W't"M.’O .
the 1D scattering lengthip [5, 6], which characterizes the parameterdlLd, [20]. The yalld|ty qf our psegdo-potent!al IS
even-parity and odd-parity spatial wave function applieab demonstrated by comparing the elgenen_erg|es_determme_d an
bosons and to spin-polarized fermions, respectively. Inyna alytically for two particles under harmonic confinementtwit

instances, atom-atom scattering processes can be conthgnie those (_jetermined numerically for shape-dependent atom-at
modeled through a shape-independent pseudo-poteni#dl [7, potentials.

whose coupling strength is chosen such that it reproduees th

scattering properties of the full shape-dependent 3D or 1D

atom-atom potential.

Fermi-Huang’s regularized pseudo-potential [9] 10, 11]
supports a single bound state for positagand no bound
state for negatives. It has been used frequently to describe pue to significant advancements in trapping and cool-
3D s-wave Scattering between two bosons or two fel’miOﬂSng' to date cold atomic gases cannot 0n|y be trapped in
with different generalized spin. Bus@t al. [17], e.g., de- 3D geometries but also in quasi-2D and quasi-1D geome-
rive the eigenenergies for two atoms under harmonic contries [21[2P[ 23]. In the quasi-1D regime, the transverse mo
finement interacting through Fermi Huang's pseudo-podénti tion is “frozen out” so that the behaviors of atomic gases are
analytically. Using an energy-dependent scattering kengtdominated by the longitudinal motion. Quasi-1D gases can
as(E), their results can be applied successfully to situationsience often be treated within a 1D model, where the atoms
where as is large and positive, i.e., near a Feshbach resoare restricted to a line. To model 1D atom-atom interac-
nancel[13, 14, 15]. Building on these results, Baetal.[1€]  tions, for which the spatial wave function hasen parity
use a simple two-atom model to explain many aspects Ofjelta-function contact interactions have been used sseces
an experiment that produces molecules from a sea of coljjly. In contrast to the 3Ds-wave delta-function potential,
atoms using magnetic field ramps|[17]. In addition to theseyhich requires a regularization, the 1D delta-functioruie
two-body applications, Fermi-Huang's 3Bwave pseudo- potential is non-divergenk [24]. To treat spin-polarized 1
potential plays a key role in developing (effective) mamdy  fermions, a pseudo-potential that acts on spatial wave-func
theories. tions withodd parityis needed. Here, we use such a pseudo-

This paper determines the eigenspectrum of two spinpotential to determine the eigenenergies of two spin-jzsdr
polarized 3D fermions interacting through a regularized 1D fermions under harmonic confinement analytically. Com-
wave zero-range potential, parameterized througihgle pa-  parison with eigenenergies determined numerically fopsha
rameter i.e., the p-wave scattering volum¥p, under har- dependent 1D atom-atom potentials illustrates the agglica
monic confinement analytically. Since wave functions withity of our 1D pseudo-potential. Our results confirm the Fermi
relative angular momentuhgreater than zero have vanishing Bose duality [[25] 26, 27, 28, 29] in 1D for two atoms under
amplitude ar = 0 (wherer denotes the distance between theharmonic confinement.
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Il. TWO INTERACTING 1D PARTICLES UNDER For |E;p| — « (and correspondingly negatigg,), Eq. [B)
HARMONIC CONFINEMENT reduces to lowest order to
. , . h?
Consider two 1D atoms with massand coordinatez and Elb=—5"73 (6)
2, respectively, under external harmonic confinement, 2u(a;p)

1 which coincides with the exact binding energy of the pseudo-
Virap(21,22) = 5”1’35(2%4'2%)’ (1) potentialvpgeudc(z) without confining potential. In EqL16),

N : .
wherew, denotes the angular frequency. After separating théip denotes the 1D even-parity scattering length,

center of mass and the relative motion, the Schrédinger-equa

+
tion for the relative degree of freedomwherez =z — z, ajp = lim _M @)
k—0 k ’
reads
H1oWip(2) = E1oWin(2), (2)  whichis related to the 1D coupling constayjt, through
where 1
p = ———. (8)
H h? d? V@) 10‘)522 @) 910
=———+V(2)+ = .
1P 2udZz le In Eq. {@), k denotes the relative 1D wave vectdt,=

V2uEs¢/h, and Esc the 1D scattering energy. The phase
shift 8], is obtained by matching the free-space scattering
solution for positivez to sin(kz+ ;). The dashed line in
Fig.O(a) shows the binding energy of the even-parity pseudo
potential without confinement, EQ(6), while the dash-gldtt

Here,V(z) denotes the 1D atom-atom interaction potential,
anduthe reduced masp,= m/2.

SectioI[A reviews the pseudo-potential treatment of two
1D particles with even-parity eigenstates, i.e., two bgson
or two fermions with opposite spin, under harmonic con-. ) .
finement. SectiofLIIB determines the relative eigenenergiel'nfnsgggzgzetgﬁﬁinlsglgei?n(gr)gﬁgexwégz%fe?]r(:l?:c_
E,p for two spin-polarized 1D fermions interacting through jons Uit (2) can be determined analytigz;llly resulting in the
a momentum-dependent zero-range potential under harmon}i@ 'tﬁD' derivati '

tlogarithmic derivative

confinement analytically. Secti¢n1l C benchmarks our trea

ment of the momentum-dependent zero-range potential by i (2)
comparing with numerical results obtained for a short-eang ~dz _ % 9)
model potential. Wip(2) az’

z—0t

This boundary condition is an alternative representatfdhe

A. Review of pseudo-potential treatment: Even parity even-parity pseudo potentw c(z)
- - seudo </

The relative eigenenergie;, corresponding to states
Wlth even parity (in the followmg refgrred to as even-parit B. Analytical pseudo-potential treatment: Odd parity
eigenenergies) of two 1D particles interacting through the

zero-range pseudo-potenhqgeud((z), where Following the derivation of the even-parity eigenenergies

by Buschet al. [12], we now derive an analogous expres-

+ _ + x(1)
Viseudd?) = w10 (2), (4) sion for the odd-parity eigenenergieg, using the zero-range
have been determined by Busehal. [[14]: pseudo-potentiat 442,
E;r 3 “d d-
o or(—g 43 - -
e T 2o 2 (5) Vpseudd?) = hodip -3 (2 (10)
az M(—22 4+ 1)
2hy 4

This pseudo-potential leads to discontinuous eigenfansti

In Eq @),6(1)(2) denotes the usual 1D delta function. The with continuous derivatives at= 0. We show that the Ioga-

transcendental equatio (5) allows the coupling stregggh ~ fithmic derivative ofy;;(2) is well-behaved foz — 0. In

for a given energ)EfD to be determined readily. Vice versa, Ed. Cm), the first derivative acts to the left and the second t

for a givengj,, the even-parity eigenenergi€s, can be the right,

determined semi-analytically. Figuk& 1(a) shows the tesul ° dat (0) dy (0

ing eigenenergieEfD of two 1D bosons or two 1D fermions / O (2Vpeeuad DX (2)dz= hwgypn @'(0) dx( ), (12)

with opposite spin as a function of the coupling strengjth. —o P dz  dz

As expected, for vanishing interaction strengtjy(= 0),

the relative energieE; coincide with the harmonic oscil-

lator eigenenergieBSSwith even parityESSC= (2n+ 3 )hwy, dx(0) [dX(Z)} (12)
z=0

with the short-hand notation

wheren=0,1,---. dz

dz
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SinceVee,4§2) acts only on wave functions with odd par- where thez— 0" limit is well-behaved. Equatioii{21) can be
ity (and not on those with even parity), we refeMg.,4§2) evaluated using the identity

as odd-parity pseudo-potential, howewr,, ,(2) itself has w | (1/2) (zz/az) 3 2

even parity. Similar pseudo-potentials have recently bésm n 2 —T(=WU ([ —v,=. = 22
( ) Y ? 2 Y ( )

used by others [28, 2B,130]. nzo, n—v 2’ a2

To start with, we expand theliscontinuousodd-parity

eigenfunctionyi,, (2) in continuouslD odd-parity harmonic and the known smalt behavior of the hypergeometric func-

oscillator eigenfunctiong(z), tionU ( '35 az) (31],
V(@ = icnw 2), (13) (L3 2
& Tt ‘2’ a2
. - -1
where thec, denote expansion coefficients, and 1 ( z >
- = +———=-1+0(2. (23
fcord \a) Tro—prg T @
. 2 V4 22 L(1/2 14
®n(2) = L(1/2) (0)v/Tta, ay exp “2a2) " a2 (14) Using Egs.[[2R) and123) in Eq{P1), evaluating the deneati
with respect t@, and then taking the— O™ limit, results in
wherea, = \/h/(1wy,). In Eq. (13), the /2 (Z/a2) denote El VT T(—v)
associated Laguerre polynomials and¢hé) are normalized =—— 3 o 1 (24)
to one, 910 rErv-s3)
0 5 Replacing the non-integer quantum numbgsee Eq. [20)]
/7 [n(2)|dz=1. (15)  byE;y/2%w, — 3/4, we obtain the transcendental equation
. . . . . E
T_he corresponding odd-parity harmonic oscillator eigemnen 9o r(— 2h1coz + 411)
gies are I —— (25)
z 2r( 2h(.oz +3 )

3
EC=(2n+= | A 16
" < n+ 2> © (16) which allows the 1D odd-parity eigenenergkeg, to be de-

termined for a given interaction strenggly,
Solid lines in Fig[L(b) show the 1D odd-parity eigenener-
giesE;y, Eq. [Z5), as a function of,,. Forg;p =0, the

wheren=0,1,---. Inserting expansiofi.(13) into E@ (2), mul-
tiplying from the left with @}, (2), and integrating ovez, re-

sults in eigenenergieE, coincide with the odd-parity harmonic os-
cr (Ey*°—Ejp) + cillator eigenenergies?sC, Eq. [I8); they increase for positive
da(0) [d [ = g;p (‘repulsive interactions”), and decrease for negatiyg
91 i, % () | d z Cnth(2) -0 (17)  (“attractive interactions”).
dz |dz\ & 250+ Expansion of Eq[{A5) to lowest order for large and negative

eigenenergy (implying positivg,y), |E;| — o, resultsin
The coefficientg,y are hence of the form "o b
hZ
dg;, (0) Ep=-5""—"—"3 (26)
Cy =A %, (18) 20(ayp)
En’ _ElD

where the 1D scattering leng#j, is defined analogously to
where the constark is independent off. Inserting this ex-  ajp, [With the superscript+” in Eq. (@) replaced by the su-
pression for the, into Eq. [IT) leads to perscript “-"]. The 1D scattering length; is related to the

1D coupling strengtlg,, through
d (2 S e 1 16
_— _— e . - _ - 2
G\ ZEr—Ep )], o wore 1o = Aipds. @7
The energy given by Eq{P6) coincides with the binding en-

ergy of the 1D pseudo-potentMl,,,4§2) without the confin-

- 3 ing potential. A dashed line in Fifl 1(b) sho&g,, Eq. [Z6),
Eip = (2V+ E) hooz, (20) while a dash-dotted line shows the expansion of EG. (25) in-
) ) cluding the next order term.
and use expression{14) for tig(2), Eq. [I) can be rewritten | addition to the eigenenergigs,, we calculate the eigen-

as functionsyyp,

1 [d 2\ & L2 (2/) a3 r 2 32
Flame R BT e weea Y Ze(F)u(3E). e

If we define a non-integer quantum numlehrough
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{ 6E lines show the eigenenergies obtained by solving the 1Dd8lahger
2 4F equation, Eq.[{2), for the Hamiltonian given in EQl (3) nuinally
=] ok using a short-range model potential, Eg](31), for a serfesadl
> —— depthsd. Symbols show the eigenenergies obtained for the pseudo-
3‘0 OF odd potentiaIV‘;seud((z), taking the energy-dependence of the 1D cou-
%” :421 3 parity. ‘ ‘ pling constan; into accountg; = g; (Esc) (see text).
-10 -5 0 5 10
coupling strength g7, /(az)3 by Eq. [3) withV (2) = V.,4¢2) [and vice versa, odd-parity

Figure 1: Solid lines in panel (a) show the relative everitpan- ~ €Nergiess;y can be ob+ta|ned by solving the 1D Schrddinger

ergiesEyp, [Eq. (B)] calculated using the pseudo-potentigly, 4 {2) equation withV (z) = V¢.,,¢2)]. Our analytical treatment of

as a function oty Solid lines in panel (b) show the relative odd- two 1!:) particles l_JnderexternaI cor_n‘lnement thus conﬁ_rms the

parity energied;, [Eq. (Z83)] calculated using the pseudo-potential ]ljerm|-Bo;sze_dgglltX_TO‘r)‘tBW(D)ng particles under harmonic con-

Vp’seudgz) as a function ofy;;. Horizontal solid lines indicate the inement[25, 26, 21, 28, 29].

harmonic oscillator eigenenergies [with even parity ingdda), and

with odd parity in panel (b)]. Horizontal dotted lines indte the

asymptotic value of the eigenenergEﬁD andE;, for gID — Fo0 C. Comparison with shape-dependent 1D atom-atom potential

andg;n — oo, respectively. Dashed lines show the binding ener-

gies Ejp, Eq. [B), in panel (a) ané,p, Eq. [28), in panel (b) of  To benchmark the applicability of the odd-parity pseudo-

the pseudo-potential, e q§2) andVee qd2), respectively, with- potentialV ., 442 to two 1D atoms under harmonic con-

out confinement. Dash-dotted lines show the expansion ofjq. finement, we solve the 1D Schrédinger equation, Elg. (2), for

[panel (a)] and EqLT25) [panel (b)] including the next ortiem. the Hamiltonian given by EqLX3) numerically for the shape-
dependent Morse potentidhorsd2),

Following steps similar to those outlined above, the Idari

mic derivative az — 0" reduces to Vinorsd2) = de (%) {e*“(zfz") - 2} : (31)
dyip(2)
& _ _a_§ (29) Our numerical calculations are performed for a fixed range
Yip(2) o O parameterz, z = 11.65a.u., and forn = 0.35a.u.; these

parameters roughly approximate the 3D;Rhplet poten-
Equation [[ZB) is an alternative representation of the 1D oddtial [32]. The angular trapping frequenay, is fixed at
parity pseudo-potential ..., 442) [28,129,30]. 10%a.u. (2v; = wy), and the atom mass at that of thé’Rb

The even-parity eigenenergi€s,, [Eq. )] and the odd- atom, implying an oscillator lengd, of 112.5a.u., and hence
parity eigenenergiek,, [Eq. (Z3)], as well as the logarith- a.fa|rly tightly trapped atom pair. _To investigate potelstia
mic derivatives [Eqs[{9) an{R9)] are identical if the chigp with different 1D scattering properties, we choose depth pa

constants o¥/*._ . (7) andV.___ .(2) are chosen as follows rametersl for which the 1D Morse potential supports between
pseud pseud " zero and two 1D odd-parity bound states. Solid lines in[Hig. 2

a2 show the resulting 1D odd-parity eigenenerdigg obtained
gT- (30) numerically as a function af. The corresponding eigenstates

1D have “gas-like character”, that is, these states wouldeeorr
This implies that even-parity energigg, can be obtained by spond to continuum states if the confining potential was ab-
solving the 1D Schrédinger equation, EQ. (2), Fip given  sent.

Oip=—



To compare the odd-parity eigenenergies obtained numer- A, Review of 3D pseudo-potential treatment:s-wave
ically for the Morse potentiaVmorsdz) with those obtained
for the_odd-parity pseudo-potentiad,e, 4¢z), we follow Using Fermi-Huang’s regularizesiwave ( = 0) pseudo-
Refs. [14,015]. We first perform scattering calculations forptentian/!=0 {r [8,a),
the 1D Morse potential (no confinement) as a function of the pseud
relative scattering enerdssc for various depthd, which pro- 2172 9
vide, for a giverd, the energy-dependent 1D scattering length v,';gudgr) =" ad® (F’)a—r, (36)
a;p (Esc), wherea, (Ese) = —tan(8;, (k) /k. Using the rela- H '
tion betw?en the 1D scattering lengtfy, and the 1D coupling where 53 (7) denotes the radial component of the 3D
strengthy; 5, Eq. [ZT), we then solve the transcendental equagnction,
tion (Z9) self-consistently fo,,.

Diamonds in FiglR2 show the resulting odd-parity eigenen- 53 (") = iéﬂ)(r)
ergiesE, for two 1D particles under harmonic confinement 42 ’

interacting through the odd-parity energy-dependentgseu . .
pOtemiaWEseud&Z) with gy = gy (Esc). Excellent agree- andas the 3Ds-wave scattering length, Buset al. [12] de-

ment between these eigenenergies and those obtained for tHY€ & transcendental equation for the relative 3D eigemene
Morse potential (solid lines) is visible for all well deptds ~ 91€SEsp,
We emphasize that this agreement depends crucially on the

(37)

E 1
usage ofenergy-dependeritD coupling constants. In sum- 8 _ r(_zrffno +3) (38)
mary, Fig.[2 illustrates that the odd-parity pseudo-paatnt ano —Zr(_zgiio N %).

Voseuad?) Provides a good description of the eigenstates of
two spin-polarized 1D fermions under harmonic confinement,, o ano

denotes the oscillator lengtlen, = /# .
for all interaction strengths, includirgy, — +oo. 9o / (Heho)

Solid lines in Fig[B(a) show the-wave energie€sp as a
function ofas. For large and negativiesp (and hence positive

I TWO INTERACTING 3D PARTICLES UNDER as), an expansion of Eq{B8) to lowest order results in

HARMONIC CONFINEMENT
Bsp=—5—"" (39)
Consider two 3D particles with massand coordinateg;

andrz, respectively, confined by the potentiaky(f,72), which corresponds to the binding energy3tS, ,47) without

1 5 0 the confining potential. A dashed line in FIg. 1 shows the
Virap(1,T2) = 5H%ho (Fi+r13), (32)  energy given by Eq[139), while a dash-dotted line shows the
) expansion of Eq[{38) including the next higher order term.
wherewn, denotes the angular trapping frequency of the har-  sjnce onlyswave wave functions have a non-vanishing
monic 3D confinement. The corresponding Schrodinger equagmplitude atr = 0, Fermi-Huang's regularized pseudo-
tion decouples into a center of mass part, whose solution cagotential leads exclusively ®wave scattering (no other par-

be readily written down, and into a relative part, tial waves are scattered). Equati@nl(38) hence appliesdo tw
_j0sc ultracold bosons under external confinement, for whichéigh
Hap = Hgp™+V (1), (33) even partial waves, such dsor g-waves, are negligible.
Here,F denotes the relative coordinate vector(Fs — 1), Recall that the irregular solution with= 0 diverges as
V(F) the atom-atom interaction potential, adg§°the 3D har-  r~1. The so-called regularization operat%r of the pseudo-
monic oscillator Hamiltonian, potentialV 3 44T). Eq. [3B), cures this divergence. The solu-
12 1 tionssp (F) of two particles under external confinement obey
H3SC= — Z_Drg + zuwﬁor? (34) the boundary condition
H
. . . . b

The corresponding Schrédinger equation for the relative-co 3 (rPsp(1)) _ 1 (40)
dinate reads rYsp(F) - as’

HapWap () = EspWYap(T). (39)  this boundary condition is an alternative representatibn o

SectiorIITA briefly reviews Fermi Huang's regularized Vll);gudt(?)'
wave pseudo-potential, while SectionTll B solves Eql (35) f
a regularizedp-wave zero-range potential analytically. To il-
lustrate the applicability of thig-wave pseudo-potential, Sec- B. Analytical 3D pseudo-potential treatment: p-wave
tion [[ITC] compares the resulting relative eigenenerdigs
for two particles under harmonic confinement with those ob- The importance of angle-dependgmwave interactions
tained numerically for a shape-dependent short-range modeas recently been demonstrated experimentally for twaspota
potential. sium atoms in the vicinity of a magnetic field-dependent



p-wave Feshbach resonancel[33]. Here, we ugevave m,
pseudo-potential to modédotropic atom-atom interactions;

treatment of anisotropic interactions is beyond the scdpe o HE5 @nim (7) = Ex Ghim (T) (46)
this paper.
We use the following>-wave pseudo-potentigfcl. (7). and
3
_ 192 EQC= (2n+| + —) htno, 47
Vi = 080 2 e " 2/ 0
where the coupling strengidn “summarizes” the scattering Wheren=0,1,---;1=0,1,---,n—1;andm =0,£1,--, +I.
properties of the original shape-dependent atom-atormeiate  The ¢him () can be written in spherical coordinates =
tion potential [34] 35], (r.9,0)],
2 _
g1= GT Vp- (42) Ohim (?) - \/ETRm(r) Y|m| ('Baq))a (48)
where theYy, (9,4¢) denote spherical harmonics and the
Here,V, denotes thg@-wave scattering volumei[4], Rni(r) are given by
i N3p(K))
Vo= lim——1 (43)

2!
ry= X
R0 \/(2| + 11 VLY 0)ag,
dp the p-wave phase shift, anll the relative 3D collision

[
wave vector. Similarly to the 1D odd-parity pseudo-potanti (_) exp(—i) L(+1/2) (r_) (49)
Voseuad2), the first gradientr with respect to the relative vec- o ’

tor T acts to the left, while the second one acts to the right,

with
% 1=1 35
/‘P (MVpseuad )X (F)AT = 24D =1.3-...- (2 +1). (50)
, 2
o1 [ [Cre (7)) 8% (F) | O 107 r2x (7 dF. (44) The normalizations oRy (r) andYim (9,4) are chosen as
20r2 !
D .
Just as the-wave pseudo-potentiMF'ggud((F’) does not cou- / n/anl (9,0)[% sinddddp = 1 (51)
ple to partial waves with #£ 0, the p-wave pseudo-potential o Jo
Vr'gelud(gf’) does not couple to partial waves withZ 1 [36].  gng
Pseudo-potentials of the forgy < 0,53 (F)J;~ have been © 1
used by a number of researchers befbre|[34| 35, 36, 37]; dis- / |Rai(r)|2 r2dr = e (52)
0 i

crepancies regarding the proper value of the coeffiaignt

however, exist (see, e.g.,2 Ref.[36]). Here, we introduee th ¢ \ye plug expansion{45) into the 3D Schrédinger equa-
regularization operato 2,12 [Eq. @1)], which eliminates tion, Eq. [35), for the Hamiltonian given by EG_{33) with
divergencies that would arise otherwise from the irregplar V(F) = V,'Eelu 447), multiply from the left withe?, (F) [with
wave solution (which diverges as?). A similar regular- | = 1], and integrate ovef, we obtain an expreslsion for the
ization operator has been proposed by Huang and Yang i@oeﬁiéients:/ '
1957 [11]; they, however, use it in conjunction with a cou- >
pling parametery; different from that given by Eql132). EOSC_ £ ) _
By comparing with numerical results for a shape-dependent Crv (Bt — Bep) =
model potential, we show that the pseudo-poteMigt. (T 2 i
describes the scattering behaviors of two sp?r?—églliacr(]gd 3D-91[0rRy, (0)] - lﬂr{l 0 <r2 > chRm(r)) H (53)
fermions properly (see Sdc. 11 C). n=0 r—0

To determine the relative eigenenergies of two spin-

. . : ) .where

polarized 3D fermions under harmonic confinement analyti-

20r2

cally, we expand the 3D wave functidnp (F) for fixed angu- O.R% (0) = [O-R* 54
lar momentuml = 1, in continuousharmonic oscillator eigen R (0) = [OrRu (M —o- (54)
functionshim (7), In deriving Eq. [GB), we use that
Wsp(F) = > Cam Ghim (F), (45) Or [Rut(r)Yim (9,9)] =
nm

_ - [OrRat (N)] Yim, (8,0) + R (1) [DrYim (9,9)] .~ (55)
where thecnm denote expansion coefficients. T () de-
pend on the principal quantum numlmethe angular momen- where the second term on the right-hand side goes to zero in
tum quantum numbdr, and the projection quantum number ther — 0 limit. Since the gradient§); in Eq. [83) act on



arguments that depend solely onwe can replace them by
érg (wheree;r denotes the unit vector in thredirection),

Cn/n-( (Er?/fc_ E3D) ==

[2 2 (rz icmm(r)ﬂ 69
n= r—0

Equation[(5b) implies that the coefficients,, are of the form

oRy (0
o or

OR*

n/l

(0)

Gy = A (57)

osc
En’ |

Esp’

whereA is a constant independent of Plugging Eq.[[57)
into Eq. [G®) results in an implicit expression for the 3Dene

giesEap,
w ORY(0
<I’22 Rgclric)Rnl(r)>‘|
o En—Feo r—0

To simplify the infinite sum ovem, we use expressiof{U9) for
theRq(r), and introduce a non-integer quantum number

_ 1

(58)

3
Esp = (2V+| + 5) hdno. (59)
Forl = 1, we obtain
3 2 o | (3/2) 2
s (o) )] -
3V Ao/ = r0
h
L(GO)
Using the identity
o | (3/2) (2 2
Ln
Z)M :r( V)U (_V7§a r2 )a (61)
& n—v 2 af,
the infinite sum in Eq{80) can be rewritten,
vt 2o ()0 (5 2))]
exp( — r’u V, =, — =
3vVe [20r3 2ano '27a,
—%62)
1

where ther — 0 limit is, as discussed above, due to the

regularization operator Of'seud((? well behaved. Expres-
sion [G2) can be evaluated using the known sméaléhavior

of the hypergeometric functidd (— ,g, _r22_) [31],
1 5 r2 r -3 1
n VY <_v’§’%) o (ﬁ) r-J)
r\ t(2v+3) F(-v)
_ (@) n oo o0 69
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If we insert expansior{63) into Eq{§62), evaluate the deriv
tives, and take the — 0 limit, we find

1 r(—v)
VAR =33

Using Egs.[[4R) and($9), we obtain our final expression for
the relative eigenenergi&sp for | =1,

h(*)ho aho
01

(64)

E; 1
Vo 72,7 4) (65)
&y BM(—m2-+3)

Solid lines in Fig[B(b) show the relative 3D eigenenergies
Esp, Eg. [6D), for two spin-polarized fermions under exter-
nal harmonic confinement interacting through the zero-@ang
pseudo- potentlar'seud((? ) as a function of the 3D scattering
volumeV,. For vanlshlng coupling strengtly (or equiva-
lently, for Vp = 0), Esp coincides with thd = 1 harmonic
oscillator eigenenergy. A¥, increases [decreaseglkp in-
creases [decreases].

Expansion of Eq[Td5) for a large and negative eigenenergy
(and hence negativ,), |Esp| — o, results in

h2
Esdb=——573 66
S T VAFIER (66)
which agrees with the binding energy\f.2 ,{7) without the

confinement potential. A dashed line in Hi§. 3(b) shows this
binding energy, while a dash-dotted line shows the expansio
of Eq. (8%) including the next higher order. Compared to the
eigenenergy of the system without confinement, EG. (66), the
lowest eigenenergy given by Eq.165) is downshifted. This
downshift is somewhat counterintuitive, and contrary te th
s-wave case.

In addition to the eigenergidsp of two atoms withl =1
under harmonic confinement, we determine the corresponding

r? 5 r2

eigenfunctiongsp (),
exp(— Zaﬁo) U (—v, > aho) (67)

which lead to the well-behaved boundary condition

r(—v) r

Wap (M) O (ara)2 30

ZGPnm)] 1
2@ |

This boundary condition is an alternative representatfdhe
pseudo- potentlar'seud((? and depends on only one param-
eter, that is, the scatterlng volurig. This is in contrast to
earlier work [19] 20], which treated a boundary conditian-si
ilar to Eq. [E8) but evaluated the left hand side at a finitei@al
of r, i.e., atr =re. The boundary condition containing the
finite parametere cannotbe mapped to a zero-range pseudo-
potential. References [38,139,40] discuss alternativevaler
tions and representations of boundary conditiomh (68).

(68)
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o 10 ' — Figure 4: Relative 3D eigenenergigsp with | = 1 for two spin-

£ 8E Jﬁ . polarized fermions under 3D harmonic confinement as a foncti
£ 6 E - B of the well depthd. Solid lines show the eigenenergies obtained
\g 4F /‘ ] by solving the 3D Schrddinger equation, Hgl(35), for the Ham
;S’ ok Vs 3 nian given in Eq.[[33) numerically for a short-range modetepe
. C tial, Eq. [31) withz replaced byr andz, replaced byrg, for a series
EO 0L E of well depthsd. ISymbols show the eigenenergies obtained for the

a2 BN 3 iapl=1 ;

qs::) :4:21 p-wave (b) pseudq-potentle\l’pseyd(g?), taking the energy-dependence of the 3D
3] : scattering volum#/,, into accountyp = Vp(Esc) (See text).

-1.0 -05 0.0 0.5 1.0
scattering volume Vp/(ano)3 _
_ S _ dependent free-space scattering voluvipéEsc), Vp(Esc) =
Figure 3: Solid I|ne|s Irll pa(;wel (a) shhow thed relatwen;?veo ener- —tan(ép(k))/k?’, for the 3D Morse potential (no confinement)
giesEsp [Eq. (38)] calculated using the pseudo-potentidad") 45 a function of the relative scattering enekgy for various

af] a fuhncnoln of the scattering Iengal?. S(igg)]“”els 'rl' pa;el () \well depthsd. We then solve the transcendental equaiiah (65)
show the relativep-wave energiessp [Eq. calculated using : . . - i
the pseudo-potentiMF'gelud(g?) as a function of the scattering volume Se:lt‘. COTSLStfm.Iy foiEsp. .D!Eamcf)ndf n ggjm ‘:’.h?w thedre

Vp. Horizontal solid lines indicate the harmonic oscillatayemen- ﬁu N9t = e%l_genenetr_glf 3Dt.or tvf\wlo hﬂﬁrelcles unaer
ergies [forl = 0 in panel (a), and for= 1 in panel (b)]. Horizontal darmoglc con Ingmen In Qra<1: 'ng r(;]us v Eene[rzgy-
dotted lines indicate the asymptotic eigenenergigs[for as — +w ependent pseu o-potenlv%geudc( ) with Vp = Vp(Esc). Ex-

in panel (a), and fow, — + in panel (b)]. Dashed lines show the Ccellent agreement between these eigenenergies and those ob
binding energies, EqCIBY) in panel (a) and Hgl (66) in pangldf  tained for the Morse potential (solid lines) is visible fdl a

the pseudo-potentiakz,'f0 §r) andVI L (1), respectively, with- ~ well depthsd. We emphasize that this agreement depends

seud pseud . .
out confinement. Dash-dotted lines show the expansion o@).  crucially on the usage afnergy-dependeB8D scattering vol-
[panel (a)] and Eq{85) [panel (b)] including the next ortegm. umes. Figurél4 illustrates that threwave pseudo-potential
Vl';elud((f’) describeg-wave scattering processes properly.

C. Comparison with shape-dependent 3D atom-atom potential
IV. SUMMARY

To benchmark oump-wave pseudo-potential treatment of
two spin-polarized 3D fermions under harmonic confinement, We determined the eigenspectrum for two 1D particles un-
we solve the 3D Schrédinger equation, EG.(35), for theder harmonic confinement interacting through a momentum-
Hamiltonian given by Eq.[(33) numerically for the shape-dependent zero-range potential. This pseudo-potential ac
dependent Morse potentihorsdr ), EQ. [31) withzreplaced only on states with odd-parity, and is hence applicable to
by r andz replaced byrg. As in Sec[I[T, our numerical the scattering between two spin-polarized 1D fermions. We
calculations are performed fop = 11.65a.u.,a0 = 0.35a.u., showed that a basis set expansion in continuous functions
Who = 107%a.U. (2Vho = W), andm = m(8’Rb). The well  can be used to determine the eigenenergies and discontinu-
depthd is chosen such that the 3D Morse potential support®us eigenfunctions of two 1D particles under harmonic con-
between zero and twlo= 1 bound states. Solid lines in FIg. 4 finement interacting through the odd-parity pseudo-paéent
show the resulting 3D eigenenerges with | = 1 obtained Voseuad?)- Our divergence-free treatment confirms the Fermi-
numerically as a function of the depth Bose duality in 1D for two particles.

To compare thé = 1 eigenenergies obtained numerically We also determined an implicit expression for the eigenen-
for the Morse potentialinorsdr) with those obtained for the ergiesEsp, Eq. [85), and eigenfunctionpsp(7), Eq. [&T),
p-wave pseudo-potentisf =1 {r), we follow the procedure of two spin-polarized 3D fermions under harmonic confine-

seud
outlined in Sec[dIT, that is, we first determine the energy-ment interacting through a momentum-dependent zero-range
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potential. Similar to studies of two atoms with= 0 13,14, applications in developing effective many-body theories f
15,116], our analytical expressions might be useful in underultracold spin-polarized Fermi gases. Such theories aiieh
standing the behavior of two confined spin-aligned fermjonsto carefully investigate how to implement renormalization
including physics near Feshbach resonances. gf&ave procedures needed in numerical calculations.
pseudo-potential used in our study contains derivative-ope Note added: After submission of this paper we became
ators as well as a regularization operator; the former is@@e aware of a related study by Stoekal., se¢ quant-ph/0405153,
to construct a true zero-range potential (siheel solutions  which derives Eq.[{85) starting with a pseudo-potential ex-
go to zero as approaches zero, see above) while the latter ipressed as the limit of &shell.

needed to eliminate divergencies of the irregylavave solu-

tion (which diverges as2). We showed that our zero-range

potentialvgggudc(?) imposes a boundary condition at= 0,

Eq. (68), which depends on a single atomic physics parame- Acknowledgments
ter, that is, the scattering volurivg. This boundary condition
is an alternative representation\qge}ud((?). This work was supported by the NSF under grant PHY-

Similarly to Fermi-Huang's regularized-wave pseudo- 0331529. Discussions with Dimitri Fedorov, Marvin Gi-
potential, thep-wave pseudo-potential used here might findrardeau and Brian Granger are gratefully acknowledged.
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