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Supposeoneengineersan arti�cialantiferrom agneton an array ofisolatedwells,and then increases

the tunneling between wellsslowly,willthe system �nally becom e an equilibrium antiferrom agnet?

Here,we show thatdue to the intrinsic non-adiabaticity at the start ofthis process,and thatthe

atom sin the initialstate in di�erentwells are com pletely uncorrelated,the �nalequilibrium state

willhavea tem peratureTf farabovetheNeeltem perature.Constructing otherstrongly correlated

states(with characteristic energy perparticleE
�
com parable to thehopping orthevirtualhopping

scale)with the sam e m ethod willsu�erthe sam e problem ,i.e.Tf > > E
�
.

At present,there are intense experim entale�orts to

m anufacturestronglycorrelatedstateswith cold atom sin

opticallattices.Thesuccessoftheseattem ptswillallow

onetostudy m any challengingm odelsin condensed m at-

terphysics.Thesee�orts,however,areexceedingly chal-

lenging. The reason isthatthe energy scalesassociated

with thesecorrelatedstatesareverysm all,corresponding

to tem peraturesaslow as10�12 K and beyond[1].Reach-

ing these unprecedentedly low tem peratures is a great

achievem entin itself.

W ith the problem ofcooling loom ing at the horizon,

otherideasofachieving strongly correlated statesin lat-

tice quantum gasesbegin to em erge. O ne popular idea

isto engineerthe desired m any-body state directly,do-

ing away with cooling com pletely.W ithin thisschem eis

also theidea ofconnecting up isolated clustersofatom s,

previously engineered into speci�c quantum states. The

hope is that by creating the right kind ofclusters,one

m ightachieve the desired equilibrium m any-body states

by connecting them up. For brevity,we shallreferred

thisschem eas\directconstruction m ethod".

Forexam ple,to m anufacturea resonantvalancebond

(RVB)liquid orRVB solid,one m ightstartwith an ar-

ray of isolated double wells, each of which contains a

singlet pair ofspin-1/2 ferm ions,as in the experim ent

ofS.Trotzky et.al.[2]O ne then adjuststhe barriersbe-

tween neighboring double wells so that at the end one

hasacubiclatticewith oneferm ion persite.Thehopeis

thatifthisprocessisslow enough,the initialstate m ay

evolve adiabatically into a RVB liquid or a RVB solid.

Another exam ple is to m anufacture an antiferrom agnet

using spin-1/2 ferm ionsin an opticallattice. O ne could

�rst engineer an \arti�cial" antiferrom agnet consisting

ofalternating up and down spinsin a cubicarray ofiso-

lated wells[3]. It is tem pting to think that by reducing

the barriersbetween wellssu�ciently slowly,the system

willturn into an equilibrium antiferrom agnetin a cubic

lattice. Afterall,the initialstate isalready an \antifer-

rom agnet" with essentially zero entropy.

The purpose ofthispaperisto pointoutan intrinsic

di�culty ofthisdirectconstruction schem e.W eshallsee

that the process ofconnecting up the isolated clusters

isintrinsically non-adiabatic.Thisnon-adiabaticity,and

thelackofcorrelationsbetween atom sin di�erentwellsin

theinitialstate,willlead to an energy di�erence� N E �

between theinitialand the�nalequilibrium state,where

N isthe num berofparticles,and E � isthe characteris-

tic energy per particlesofthe strongly correlated state.

This excess energy willlead particle 
uctuations atthe

surface,so m uch so thatthetem peratureTf oftheequi-

librium state isfarabovethe characteristicenergy scale

E �,m elting away the correlation one setoutto achieve.

In the caseofanti-ferrom agnet,E � isthe Neeltem pera-

ture TN ,and Tf > > TN . W hile ourproofdoesnotex-

cludethepossiblesuccessofotherengineeringschem es,it

illustratesthe kind ofproblem sthatm ustbe faced,and

the stringentconditions that m ust be satis�ed to reach

an equilibrium strongly correlated state.Asofnow,solv-

ing the problem ofcooling,(orm ore correctly,reducing

the entropy ofthe system ),rem ains essentialin achiev-

ing strongly correlated states of cold atom s in optical

lattices[4].

I.T he initialstate and the process ofequilibra-

tion: O ur initialstate is an arti�cialantiferrom agnet

on a cubic lattice ofisolated sites,

j	 oi=

0Y

r�LA

a
y

r"

0Y

s�LB

a
y

s#
j0i; (1)

where LA and LB are the two interpenetrating sub-

latticesofa cubic lattice. The superscript 0 m eansonly

siteswithin aradiusR from thecenterareoccupied.The

density pro�lethereforehasa sharp edge.

Theprocessofconnecting up the isolated sitescan be

described by thefollowing (tim edependent)ham iltonian

H J = Ĥ J(U )+ V̂ + �̂,where Ĥ J(U ) is a 3D Hubbard

m odeldescribing the internalenergy ofthe a two com -

ponentFerm igasin an opticallattice,

Ĥ J(U )= � J
X

hr;r0i;�

a
y
r�ar0� + U

X

r

nr"nr#; (2)
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and V̂ isthe potentialenergy ofa harm onictrap

V̂ =
X

r

Vr(!)̂nr; Vr(!)=
1

2
M !

2
r
2 (3)

Here, ay
r� is the creation operator of a ferm ion with

pseudo-spin�atsiterofacubicopticallattice,(�= ";#),

n̂r� = ay
r�ar� isthenum berofferm ionsatsiterwith spin

�,n̂ r = n̂r"+ n̂r#;U istheon-siterepulsion,J isthetun-

nelingintegralbetween nearbysites,and Vr =
1

2
M !2r2 is

an harm onic potentialwith frequency !. The tunneling

integralJ istim e dependent.Itgrowsfrom 0 to a �nite

value over a period oftim e as the lattice height is de-

creased from in�nity to a �nitevalue.J = 0 corresponds

to isolated clusters.

The term �̂ is the random perturbation due the en-

vironm ent. It can be caused by the tiny 
uctuations

in the laser �eld,or the noise in the current producing

the m agnetic trap,etc.Such perturbationsaretypically

sm all,and arecertainly m uch weakerthan,say potential

energy,i.e. ĥ�2i1=2 < < hV̂ i. However,they can cause

de-coherence in quantum evolution. Such de-coherence

e�ectare particularly im portantatthe beginning ofthe

connection process,asthe virtualhopping scaleJ2=U is

vanishingly sm alland willbe dom inated by any sm all

perturbation �̂. Because ofthe strong de-coherence at

the beginning,the system ata latertim e cannotbe de-

scribed assim ply a quantum m echanicalevolution ofini-

tialstate j	 oiunder Ĥ J
(U ).Rather,oneshould discuss

the propertiesofthe system in term sofdensity m atrix,

and how adensity m atrixassociated with theinitialstate

j	 oirelaxesto equilibrium .

Before proceeding, let us quantify the properties of

j	 oi.Thenum berdensity ofEq.(1)can be written as

n
(o)
r

= �(�o � Vr); �o � M !
2
R
2

o=2 (4)

where �o is the \initial" chem ical potential, related

to total particle num ber as N =
P

r
n
(o)
r , or N =

(2�=3)[� o=(M !2a2=2)]3=2,wherea isthelatticespacing.

To elim inate double occupancy,wealso have�o < U .

II.Form ulation ofthe problem : The evolution of

the density m atrix willbe controlled by :

(A ) J depends exponentially on the barrier height B ,

J / e�B . As B reduces from in�nity to a �nite value,

J rem ainsexceedingly sm allfora while.During thispe-

riod,thetunneling tim erem ainsso long thatthesystem

can not be in equilibrium and the process willnot be

adiabatic.[5]

(B )Equilibrium only setsin when J becom essu�ciently

large,which only occurs at a certain tim e � after the

in�nite barrierwaslowered.Because J ischanging ata

�nite rate during this period,energy is being deposited

into thesystem .Thedeterm ination ofthisadded energy

isa com plicated problem .

(C )In practice,thetim e� to reach equilibrium m ustbe

shorterthan the lifetim e ofthe sam ple,which islim ited

by threebody collisionsand otherfactors.Thisim poses

a lowerbound on the sweptrate ofJ,and forcesone to

facethe problem m entioned in (B ).

W hile both (A ) and (B ) are intrinsic, (C ) com es

aboutbecause ofthe speci�c type ofatom s(i.e. the al-

kalis)used in currentexperim ents.To sim plify m atters,

letusassum e thatwe have atom swith in�nite lifetim e,

and conductthe following thoughtexperim ent:

(i)W elowerthebarrierbetween wellsfrom in�nity to a

very largebut�nitevalueJ overa tim e intervalto.The

tunneling param eter J is su�ciently sm allso that the

tunnelingtim e�h=J ism uch longerthattheswitchingtim

to,i.e. to < < �h=J. O n the otherhand,J issu�ciently

large so thateven the sm allestenergy param eterofthe

system ,J2=U ,willfrom now on dom inatesoverthenoise

term �̂,i.e. J 2=U > > 
. W e therefore have following

sequenceoftim e scales[5],

�o < < �h=J < < �h=(J2=U )< < �h=
: (5)

(ii) Afterthat,we waitforthe system to reach equilib-

rium .Duetothelow tunnelingrate,thisprocesswilltake

a very long tim e.However,sincetheatom shavein�nite

lifetim e,equilibrium willsetin eventually.W hatwe are

interested in arethetem peratureT and theentropy S of

the �nalequilibrium state.

Sinceprocess(i)takesplacem uch fasterthan thetun-

neling tim e,thequantum stateattheend ofthisprocess

becom esj	 ii= j	 oi+ O (�),where�= 
to=�h < < 1,(see

eq.(5)). As a result,the internalenergy and potential

energy are E int
i = hĤ J(U )i	 i

and Vi = hV̂ i	 i
are given

by thevalueofj	 oitothezeroth orderin �,i.e.thetotal

energy atthe end ofprocess(i)is(ororderO (�)),

E i = E
int
i + Vi =

X

r

Vr(!)n
(o)
r

E
int
i = 0: (6)

Next,wenotethatenergy isconserved in process(ii).

W e then haveE i = E f,i.e.E
int
f

+ V
f
= E int

i + Vi,or

Vf � Vi =
X

r

Vr(!)(nr � n
(o)
r
)= E

int
i � E

int
f ; (7)

where nr and E int
f

are the density and internalenergy

ofthe �nalequilibrium state,which arefunctionsofthe

�naltem peratureT.Eq.(7)showsthattheenergy di�er-

ence between the initialstate and the �nalequilibrium

statewilllead to particleexcitation atthesurface,which

isthe origin ofentropy production. Eq.(7)allowsusto

determ ine T ofthe �nalstate once the tem perature de-

pendences ofE int and nr are known. Finally,we note

thatforhigh barriersand no doubleoccupancy,wehave

J
2
=U < < J < < �o < U: (8)

III.T he energy ofthe �nalequilibrium state :

W e shallassum e the �naltem perature T islessthan U ,

forotherwisethesystem willnotbem agneticallyordered.
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Forlarge barrierheights,U > > J,the term J in eq.(2)

can betreated asa perturbation.To thezero orderin J,

wehave

nr(T)=
2e(��V r)=T + 2e[2(��V r)�U ]=T

1+ 2e(��V r)=T + e[2(��V r)�U ]=T
; (9)

where � is chem icalpotential of the �nal equilibrium

state,determ ined by N =
P

r
nr.Sincethechem icalpo-

tentialofinitialstatesatis�es�o < U ,weexpect�< U ,

i.e.double occupancy rem ained disfavored.In thiscase,

(which weshallverify later),we have

nr(T)�
1

1

2
e(Vr��)=T + 1

; N =
X

r

nr: (10)

Eq.(10) is essentially a step function with size R and a

step width �R,where

�� M !
2
R
2
=2; �R = T=(M !

2
R): (11)

The system can then be divided into following regions:

Region1 : r< R � �R=2; n r = 1 (12)

Region2 : R � �R=2< r< 1 ; 0 < n r < 1 (13)

LetE 1 and E 2 be the totalinternalenergy in region 1

and 2,and �N bethenum berparticlesin region-2.The

internalenergy E int
f

ofthe �nalstateis

E
int
f = E 1 + E 2; E 1 = �(T)(N � �N ); E 2 = �2�N ;

(14)

where�(T)istheenergyperparticleofabulkequilibrium

anti-ferrom agnetattem peratureT,and �2 istheaverage

energy perparticleinside the m obilelayer.

To �nd theenergies�and �2,wenotethatin thelim it

ofU > > J,theHubbard ham iltonian Ĥ
J
(U )(isreduced

to the tJ m odel Ĥ tJ = T̂ + Ĥ J [6],which is a sum of

a Heisenberg interaction Ĥ J = 1

2
J
P

hr;r0iSr � Sr0,J =

J2=U ,and a correlated hopping term T̂ = � Jay
r;�ar0�,

where Sr isthe psuedo-spin 1/2 operatorofthe ferm ion

at site r, and a
y
r� is a \correlated" creation operator

within the spaceofno double occupancy.

In region-1,thesystem hasoneferm ion persite.Hence

T̂ = 0,and Ĥ tJ reduces to the 3D anti-ferrom agnetic

Heisenberg ham iltonian Ĥ J . According to the latest

estim ate[7],the Neeltem perature isTN = 
J with 
 =

0:944.O n dim ensionalgrounds,�(T)= � [�(T=T N )]TN ,

where � is dim ensionless function ofT=T N . Standard

spin wavecalculation[8]and high tem perature seriesex-

pansion give:

�!
3:58


�2 (3=4)2TN =T
when

T ! 0;

T > > TN
: (15)

In region-2,them obilelayer,thesitesareeitherem pty

orsingly occupied. In thiscase,hT̂ i< 0. Furtherm ore,

duetoshortrangeanti-ferrom agneticorder,wealsohave

hĤ Ji < 0. Hence,we have �2 < 0. In addition,since

hĤ Ji � (J2=U )x,and hT̂ i � J(1 � x),where x is the

average num ber offerm ion per site in region-2. Hence

we have j�2j=J � (1 � x)+ (J=U )x � 1. Com bining

eq.(7)and (14),wehave

X

r

Vr(!)(nr � n
(o)
r
)= �T N (N � �N )+ j� 2j�N : (16)

Since TN � J2=U < < J,and j�2j=J � 1,we have the

following condition on thetem peratureofthe�nalstate,

JN >
X

r

Vr(!)(nr � n
(o)
r
)> �T N (N � �N ): (17)

Notethatn
r
also satis�es

N =
X

r

nr =
X

r

n
(o)
r
: (18)

IV .T he tem perature ofthe �nalstate: Eq.(18)

and eq.(16)determ ineT and �ofthe�nalstatein term s

ofthechem icalpotential�o oftheinitialstate,should the

tem perature dependence of� and �2 are known. Since

eq.(10)reducestoastep function �(�� V r)asT ! 0,one

can apply Som m erfeld expansion to evaluatethesum sin

eq.(18)and eq.(16).W e obtain (seeAppendix)

�= � o

 

1� B
T

�o
�
A

2

�
T

�o

� 2
!

; (19)

X

r

Vr(!)(nr � n
(o)
r
)= N

�
3A

2

� �
T 2

�o

�

(20)

where B = 0:69 and A = 1:64.If�N < < N ,(which we

verify later),Eq.(20)and (17)im ply that

J >

�
3A

2

� �
T 2

�o

�

> �T N : (21)

From the tem perature dependence of� in eq.(15),and

the relationsin eq.(8),Eq.(21)can be written as

1 > >

�
J

�o

� 1=2

>
T

�o
>

�
TN

�o

� 1=2

;

�
TN

�o

� 1=3

: (22)

where the (TN =�o)
1=2 and (TN =�o)

1=3 dependence cor-

respond to the low and high tem perature behaviorof�,

and we have om itted proportionalconstants oforder1.

Thelastinequality ofEq.(22)showsthat

T >

"

TN

�
�o

TN

� 1=2

or TN

�
�o

TN

� 2=3
#

> > TN (23)

The last inequality follows from Eq.(8) and the fact

that TN = 0:944(J2=U )[8], which im plies �o=TN �

�o=(J
2=U )> > 1.The�nalequilibrium stateistherefore
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notspin ordered.Itisa param agnetic(ratherthan anti-

ferrom agnet)with entropy per particle � ln2 or larger.

From Eq.(22),the assum ptions� < U and �N < < N ,

from which Eq.(21)isderived,arealso easily veri�ed[9].

V . T he condition for \direct construction" to

w ork: From ouranalysis,oneseesthatthesevereheat-

ing shown above is caused by the energy di�erence be-

tween the initialstate and the �nalequilibrium state,

which isoforderN TN .Thisexcessenergy producespar-

ticle excitationsatthe surface,which generatesentropy.

Thisenergy di�erenceisinherentin the directconstruc-

tion schem e.The very factthatone startswith isolated

clustersm eansallthecorrelationsbetween clustersin the

�nalequilibrium stateareallm issing in theinitialstate,

which producesan energy di�erence proportionalto the

num berofclusters,which isoforderN .

O ne m ight think that ifthe traps are tighten im m e-

diately after the barriersbetween neighboring wells are

lowered,one willreduce particle 
uctuation and hence

the �naltem perature. M athem atically,itm eanschang-

ingEq.(7)to
P

r
(Vr(!

0)nr� Vr(!)n
(o)
r )= � E int

f
,!0> !,

which willcertainly change ourconclusions. This,how-

ever,does not work because tightening the trap in the

non-adiabaticregim ewillsim ply changethe initialstate

to a new onethatseesa tighterharm onictrap.In others

words,Eq.(7)willbecom e
P

r
Vr(!

0)(nr� n
(o)
r )= � E int

f
,

ratherthan theexpression m entioned above.W earethen

back to the previous situation,(i.e. Eq.(7) with ! re-

placed by !0),from which the severeheating follows.

W hile our discussions are for antiferrom agnets, our

considerations also apply to sim ilar schem es for other

strongly correlated statescharacterized by an energy per

particle E �,which is the energy (or tem perature) scale

below which the strong correlations between particles

em erge. Since the energy ofparticle 
uctuation at the

surface is � (T 2=�)N ,in order for �naltem perature T

to be lessthan E �,T = �E �;� < 1,oneneeds

E int
i � E int

f

N
�
�2E �2

�
= E

�

�
�2E �

�

�

(24)

Since�> > E � in m ostcases,thiscondition isvery strin-

gentindeed.

A ppendix: D erivation ofEq.(19)and (20)De�n-

ing E � Vr = M !2r2=2,we have
P

r
=

R1

�1
dED (E),

whereD (E)= a�3 dr=dE = C
p
E forE > 0and D (E)= 0

forE � 0,C � �=(M ! 2a2=2)3=2 and a isthelatticespac-

ing.Eq.(18)and (16)can be written as

N =

Z 1

�1

dED (E)n(E)=

Z �o

�1

dED (E)= (2=3)�oD (�o)

(25)

Vf � Vi =

Z 1

�1

dED (E)En(E)�

Z �o

�1

dED (E)E (26)

where Vf � Vi =
P

r
Vr(!)(nr � n

(o)
r ), and n(E) =

(1
2
e(E��)=T + 1)�1 . Since n(E) is close to but not ex-

actly theFerm ifunction,weneed to generalizetheusual

Som m erfeld expansion.Forany function H (E),we have

Z 1

�1

dEH (E)n(E)=

Z E
�

�1

dEH (E)+ H
0(E�)T 2

A + O (T 3)

(27)

whereE� isde�ned as

E� =

Z 1

�1

E

�

�
@n

@E

�

dE = �+ B T (28)

with B =
R1

�1

E��

T

�
� @n

@E

�
dE=

R1

�1

xe
x
=2

(1
2
ex + 1)

2 dx = 0:69,

and A =
R1

�1

(E�E
�
)
2

2T 2

�
� @n

@E

�
dE =

R1

�1

(x�B )
2
e
x
=4

(1
2
ex + 1)

2 dx =

1:64.Applying Eq.(27)to Eq.(25),wehave

(E� � �o)D (E
�)+ D

0(E�)T 2
A = 0: (29)

Togetherwith Eq.(28),wehave

E� = �o � A
D 0(E�)

D (E�)
T
2 = �+ B T: (30)

This gives eq.(19) upon iteration. Likewise,we obtain

from Eq.(26)and (27)

Vf � Vi =

Z E
�

�o

D (E)E + [D (E�)E�]0T 2
A: (31)

Using Eq.(29), (25), and (30), we have Vf � Vi =

D (E�)T 2A = (3=2)AN (T 2=�o)+ O (T 3=�2o), which is

Eq.(20).
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