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Pairing states of a polarized Fermi gastrapped in a one-dimensional optical lattice
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We study the properties of a one-dimensional (1D) gas ofifarstrapped in a lattice by means of the density
matrix renormalization group method, focusing on the cdsgnequal spin populations, and strong attractive
interaction. In the low density regime, the system phapewsges into a well defined superconducting core
and a fully polarized metallic cloud surrounding it. We aghat the superconducting phase corresponds to
a 1D analog of the Fulde-Ferrell-Larkin-Ovchinnikov (FFLSate, with a quasi-condensate of tightly bound
bosonic pairs with a finite center-of-mass momentum thdesdaearly with the magnetization. In the large
density limit, the system allows for four phases: in the cave either find a Fock state of localized pairs or
a metallic shell with free spin-down fermions moving in ayuilled background of spin-up fermions. As the
magnetization increases, the Fock state disappears toggve for a metallic phase, with a partially polarized
superconducting FFLO shell and a fully polarized metallaaid surrounding the core.

PACS numbers: 03.75.Ss, 03.75.Mn, 03.75.Hh, 71.10.Pra07#d

Ultracold atoms in optical lattices can be used to studylarized) Fermi surfacé.However, the instability against an
models of strongly correlated fermions in clean and colgdol FFLO state may be enhanced in low dimensions, rendering
experimental conditions. In particular, cold gases prexdd  this state more robust.
optimal playground to study the crossover between a Bardeen The uniform 1D polarized Fermi gas has been stud-
Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) superfluid, with extended Coopelied by means of bosonization and renormalization group
pairs, and a Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC), composed téchniques? providing evidence for the existence of an FFLO
molecules of tightly bound paifsAs cold atom gases can state. The case of fermions confined to a 1D trap has
also be realized in optical lattices, dimensional crossefe  been analyzed using modified versions of the Gaudin-Yang
fects can be accessédn particular, 1D optical lattices can Hamiltoniani*® a minimal integrable model of fermions in
be prepared by strongly ramping up the amplitudes of twahe continuum interacting via a contact potential. A two-
out of three counterpropagating light waveshis, combined  shell structure has been predictéd! with a partially polar-
with the possibility of tuning the interactions, allows fine  ized phase of the FFLO type in the center of the trap, and
realization of the fermionic 1D Hubbard model, with, in either fully paired or fully polarized wings, depending tret
experiments, two hyperfine states interacting via an onsitsetrength of the magnetic field or, equivalently, the totabma
potential® In the case of a spin imbalanced fermion mix- netization.
ture, magnetized superconducting states are expectel, suc In this work we investigate the FFLO state in a Hubbard
as, e.g., a superfluid-normal mixtdrer the one predicted by chain, thus accouting for the optical lattice:

Fulde and Ferrelland Larkin and Ovchinniké(FFLO state)

over four decades ago. The FFLO sfatecharacterized by = t L

pairing across a spin-split Fermi surface, with the resglti H= -1 Z (chi““ + h'c') + UZ"”””

Cooper pairs having a finite center-of-mass momentum, pro-

i=1,0 i=1

portional to the spin polarization, and consequently, ail-0s L 9
latory phase in the superconducting correlation functikg. + VZ@ = L/2)%n;, 1)
experimental observation has eluded condensed matter phys =1

cistuntil very recently, when it was detected in heavy-fierm ..« .1 reates a fermion with spir =1,/ at site!
system$ Its realization in cold atom systems has acquired Cﬁ“ o n e + ol is the local de,nsityt is th('e
= CyyCloy Mg = Ny i

particular relevance for the field of high- superconductiv- %o ~ . o .
ity. Moreo and Scalapirfohave recently pointed out that, by hopping parameter, andl is the onsite interaction energy,

exploiting a particle-hole transformatidfiits presence in the Which in this work is negative. We define = ia, wherea
b gap s P is the lattice spacing, set to unity. We add a harmonic con-

gt?ipitg%ﬁglsee Ii-lnuilzsb ?ergurlr:i)vdee(l:g?]i/elr?g:{ the existence of aﬁning potential parameterized by a co_nstc’wht The Hub- _
bard model withi” = 0 has been extensively studied, and its
Experiments on 3D traps!? suggest the existence of properties are well documented in the literattfr@he low-
phase-separated shells, with a superfluid core, and a paenergy properties of the Hamiltonianl (1) with < 0 are
tially polarized normal cloud, and a future charactermatf  those of a Luther-Emery liquit?. At small attractive interac-
the superconducting phases may establish whether the FFLibns, fermions form Cooper-pair-like bound states witpias
phase is present or not. Theoretical work indicates that thgap, reminiscent of the superconducting gap in conventiona
FFLO phase is stable in a narrow window around the (unpoBSC superconductors. In the case of strong interactioes, th
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FIG. 2: (color online) (a) Pair momentum distribution fuinct for
FIG. 1: (color online) Results for the 1D attractive Hubbarddel N = 40 fermions with NPai* — >, nk*. The dotted lines show

(U = —8t, L = 80), with N = 40 fermions confined by a parabolic results for the sum in Eq[¥2) restricted to the center of thag.t
potential with strengti” = 0.002¢, for different magnetizations: (b) Spatial decay of pair correlations (squares). Dashe IFit to
(a) Density profile, (b) magnetization profile, (c) chargetuations,  7nP** o cos (k |l — m|)/|l — m|* (compare Rel. 13). Data shown
and (d) spin fluctuations. for L = 100, N = 80, V = 0.0005¢, S* = 8, corresponding to the
same effective densityr = Nv/V. (c) Momentumku,ay, at which
the distribution shown in (a) is peaked, vs. magnetizaticth® core

pairs become tightly bound with their extension of the orderder/ Ler (Leit 7 40, see text).

of the lattice spacing only, effectively behaving as haodec

bosons, while the spin degree of freedom moves to high ener- For this purpose, it is illustrating to analyze the natut p

gres. Supergonductmg correlatlon_s then.decay algetiaica excitations of the system in terms of a bosonic description
The parabolic trap adds an extra ingredient that leads to the

emergence of non-uniform states, and the inclusion of a Iat\-NIth creation and annlh_llatlpn_operatdjfs: CZTCZT andb; = .

tice may produce a richer phase diagram. It has been showfi+ it In thg Iovv.-der-13|ty limit, |nfjeed, the pairs behave in

for instance, that this allows for the possibility of engine  900d approximation like bosons s_mibé, bij=1-2n;~1,

ing states of hard-core bosons such as pure Fock states tHatt we will use it generically, as it provides an intuitiveepi

cannot be found in the continuu At the same time, the ture. We further define the pair one-particle density matrix

physics of the system without a lattice can be recovered ifOPDM) asp;; = (blb;).

the low density limit. While recent studies have addreskedt  In Fig.[2, we show the pair momentum distribution function

unpolarized situatiort?, this article’s chief case is thgolar-  (MDF)

ized one. Note that the corresponding situation with repulsive air _

interactions has been studied in, e.g., Ref. 22. nk™ = (1/L) > exgik(l — m)] pum - (2)
We use the density matrix renormalization group (DMRG) im

method?® to obtain the ground State properties of this model in|n the unp0|arized case, we see a Sharp peak centered at mo-
finite systems, for different numbers of partic®s= N+ +  mentumk = 0, as observed for quasi-condensates of hard-
Ny, and values of the total magnetizatiSh = (N+ —N,)/2.  core boson&? As the magnetization increases, the distribu-
In our calculations we choose = 80, U = —8t, andV = tjon exhibits two maxima, centered at mometit@,,,... Note
0.002t, unless otherwise stated. In the following we deSCFithat by restricting the summation overm to the core part
two typical situations i_n the low and large density regimes,qf the systems, the featuresmﬁair become more prominent
which illustrate the main features of the problem. (dotted lines in Fig2). From Figl2 (c), we see that mo-
We start by looking at the low density case with= 40  mentumk,,., is proportional to the magnetization in the core
particles. In Fid.lL we show the local densty;) and the spin  S.¢, that is obtained by integratingS?) over the effective
projection(S?) along with the fluctuations of both quantities. size of the region occupied by the FFLO state, fromFig.1 (a).
We define the charge fluctuations{@sn;)?) = (n?) — (n;)?, Our results reproduce precisely the behavior expectedéor t
and similar for the spin fluctuation($5.57)?). FFLO state, in which the pairs possess a finite center-obmas
The system exhibits a nearly half-filled density profile in momentumk = kpy — kg, (Wherekp, is the Fermi vec-
the center with a sharp edge, and oscillations accompanig@r of the spine fermions), which is predicted to grow as
by large fluctuations. As the magnetization grows, the cére ok = m(ny — ny)/L = 2x5%/L. In Fig[2 (b) we show the
the system becomes partially polarized, displaying change spatial decay of the pair correlations, consistent withwagye
spin oscillations, surrounded by fully polarized cloudstwi law decay of the formm; " o cos(kmax|l — m|)/|l —m|®, as
spin t-fermions only. We can clearly identify two well de- predicted in Rel. 13.
fined phases: the fully polarized metallic wings, surrongdi The bosonic quasi-condensate can be studied by means
a polarized state in the core that we wish to characterize inf Penrose and Onsager’s description of the superfluid or-
more detail in the following. der paramete¥ The natural orbitals (NOY, of the system
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FIG. 3: (color online) Natural orbital, of the pair OPDM forN =
40 confined fermions and different magnetizations. The inketvs

the OPDM's eigenvalues., FIG. 4: (color online) Same parameters as in[Fig.1, Hut= 80

fermions. (a) Density profile, (b) magnetization profile) ¢barge
fluctuations, and (d) spin fluctuations.

will simply be the single particle eigenstates — in the bason
sense — of the pair OPDM, and the corresponding eigenvathe band insulating behavior in the center of the trap. The
ues\, represent their occupations. The NO with the largesfock state survives small values$f but disappears rapidly,
eigenvalue,yy, is the single-particle state in which quasi- and the local magnetization becomes almost uniform, roughl
condensation takes place. The lowest NO and the eigenvaluegual to the average total magnetizatio$i;) ~ S*/N. The
of the OPDM are presented in the main panel and the insdtuctuations are most prominent in the intermediate regsn b
of Fig.[3, respectively. The distribution of eigenvalueslgu tween the wings and the core, and after reaching a maximum
itatively resembles the results for a trapped gas of hard-co there, they decrease again to values similar to those axerv
bosong? In the unpolarized case we observe a macroscopiin the center.
occupation of the lowest eigenstate, corresponding tothe o  More details are revealed in Fidgd. 5(a) and (b), where we
der parameter. The effect of increasing the magnetizagitmi plot the densitiegn;,) for S* = 2 ands, respectively. Ob-
decrease the occupation of the bosonic condensate, regderiviously, the wings are fully polarized, and thespins fill the
the profile of\, vs « less pronounced. The lowest NO, rep- core of the trap with a plateau of density;+) = 1. The Fock
resenting the bosonic order parameter, resembles thetylensitate survives af* = 2 and we find a distributiortn;| ) that
profile in the unpolarized case, see Hiy. 1(a). As the magresembles the one of trapped spinless ferm#8ri&g. [5(c)
netization increases, it develops sharp oscillationsgie@  shows the MDF calculated in shells centered in the middle of
ment with the results for the MDF. As observed in Ref. 9, wethe trap, by restricting the sum in Eql (2). As we cross the
see that the unpaired fermions accumulate in the nodes of thiifferent phases surrounding the core, the distributiarives
order parameter, effectively forming magnetic domain svall from the bulk result with two peaks to a featureless uniform
The single-particle wave function is well confined to theecor profile describing localized pairs. This shows that in the-ce
of the system, an indication of the phase separation betweeral region, only the -fermions exhibit any dynamics.
the FFLO state in the center and the fully polarized metallic These results establish the existence of three distinct
WingS. This Observation, i.e., the confinement of the NO to %hases: first, there is a meta”ici fu”y p0|arized phase at
window of lengthL.s ~ L/2 further corroborates the use of the wings, behaving like a partially-filled band of spinless
the effective quantitief.¢ andSZ; in the inset of FiglR(b).  fermions and second, a partially polarized phase in theecent
We now turn our focus to the dense limit, by looking at athatis a metal of freely moving-fermions in a uniform back-
system withN = 80 particles. The results for the local den- ground off-fermions, with an effective site energyet/. An
sity and magnetization are shown in Fig. 4, along with theirintermediate, third shell separates the two, with feattitas
fluctuations. In the unpolarized caSé = 0, a plateau at den- resemble those observed in the FFLO state in the low den-
sity (n;) = 2 appears in the center, surrounded by an extendesity regime. Notice that a fourth phase, the Fock state in the
region with oscillations aroungh,;) = 1. The state in the cen- center, survives at small values of the magnetization,reefo
ter is a pure Fock state of localized pairs, without cohezenc giving way to the metallic core.
and decoupled from the rest of the system. As a consequence,In order to shed light on the nature of this intermediate
the charge and spin fluctuations in the center of the trap arphase, we analyze the pair OPDM'’s spectrum and NOs. In
totally suppressed, which are signatures of a band insulatd=ig.[3(d), we plot the first three NOs that do not correspond to
with localized bound pairs, and both finite charge and spirocalized bound states. These NOs are precisely situatbd in
gaps. The fluctuations increase abruptly at the boundaty witregion where the intermediate phase is found. We have also
the partially-filled, unpolarized region. As the total matin  calculated the MDF by restricting the summation in 4. (2) to
zation increases, pairs are broken and the polarized fegmnio only this region of the lattice (and the reflected sector @n th
move toward the edges, effectively suppressing the gaps amapposite side). This restricted MDF exhibits finite ceraér-
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of density and magnetization considered (not shown he), w
have only seen a fully polarized phase surrounding the core.
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087, In conclusion, we have numerically studied the attractive
067 Hubbard model in a parabolic trapping potential, in différe

0.4 density and magnetization regimes. In the unpolarized,limi

02 the system tends to be superconducting, but when the den-
- sity increases, an insulating Fock state of localized fairas

=2 L
v 0.6

Site Site in the center of the trap, displacing the superconductiaigst
(c) S=8 A 5 ook 1, toward the boundaries. When the spin population is imbal-
N oour | <o o'.m} Jos anced, two different limits are realized: At low densities w
S a0 e — ave found a structure with two regions, a well defined su-
2 ‘ T h found a struct th t Il defined
£ oon fulln, indexa %= perconducting inner core, and fully polarized metallic g8n
S T/ - 19<,m<60 | - gzg?gg 04 that effectively behave as a 1D gas of non-interacting spsl
o el |' e =29'30°2 fermions. As the density increases, four phases emerge as a
oob——L—L & — = S " unction of S*: a Fock state in the center of the trap is grad-
! ! ! ' . funct fS*: a Fock state in th ter of the t d
momentum k site i ually replaced by fred-fermions moving in a fully filledt

background. A superconducting shell separates it from the
FIG. 5. (color online) (a),(b) Particle density fén.-), o =T,1,  fully polarized wings. At finite magnetizations, the super-
for N = 80 fermions, ands® = 2,8, respectively. The double .qnqycting state becomes partially polarized, and can be de
occupancy(d:) = (niyn:y) is also included. () Pair momentum iy a5 a FFLO state with an oscillating order parameter
distribution function measured in concentric shells ofatént radii, - . . .
for % = 8. (d) First three NOs of the pair OPDM that are not just and tightly bound pairs with a finite center-of-m_ass momen-
localized states. The inset shows the eigenvalues of the&FIDM. tum. In thg mean-field theor.y, the FFLO phase is r(-?‘garded to

be stable in a very narrow window around the Fermi surface,

but we find that the presence of the trap helps to stabilizg it b

mass momenta that coincide with those observed inFFig. 5(d)hase-separating the system.
in the full n)™", evidencing the FFLO phase. We thank A. Moreo, D.J. Scalapino, and M. Troyer for
Our results in the dilute limit are in general agreement withhelpful discussions, and S. Trebst for a critical readinthef
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paired state in the wings. According to the analysis of R&f. 1 oretical Physics at UCSB, where the idea for this work was
17, this phase should be stable if the magnetic field is smalleconceived, and The Aspen Center for Physics for their hos-
than half the binding energy of the bosonic pairs. This sthoul pitality. F.H.-M.s work is supported in part by NSF grant
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