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Suppose one engineers an arti cialantiferrom agnet on an array of isolated w ells, and then increases

the tunneling between wells slow Iy, w ill the system

nally becom e an equilibrium antiferrom agnet?

Here, we show that due to the intrinsic non-adiabaticity at the start of this process, and that the
atom s in the initial state in di erent wells are com pletely uncorrelated, the nalequilbbrium state
w illhave a tem perature Tr far above the N eel tem perature. C onstructing other strongly correlated
states (w ith characteristic energy per particle E com parable to the hopping or the virtualhopping
scale) with the sam e m ethod will su er the sam e problem , ie. T >> E

At present, there are Intense experim ental e orts to
m anufacture strongly correlated statesw ith cold atom sin
optical Jattices. T he success of these attem pts w ill allow
one to study m any challengingm odels in condensed m at—
ter physics. These e orts, how ever, are exceedingly chal-
lenging. T he reason is that the energy scales associated
w ith these correlated states are very am all, corresponding
to tem peratures as low as 10 2 K and beyond[l]. R each-
Ing these unprecedentedly low tem peratures is a great
achievem ent in itself.

W ith the problem of cooling loom ing at the horizon,
other ideas of achieving strongly correlated states In lat—
tice quantum gases begin to em erge. O ne popular idea
is to engineer the desired m any-body state directly, do—
ing away w ith cooling com pletely. W ithin this schem e is
also the idea of connecting up isolated clusters of atom s,
previously engineered into speci ¢ quantum states. The
hope is that by creating the right kind of clusters, one
m ight achieve the desired equilbbrium m any-body states
by connecting them up. For breviy, we shall referred
this schem e as \direct construction m ethod" .

For exam ple, to m anufacture a resonant valance bond
RVB) liquid or RVB solid, one m ight start wih an ar-
ray of isolated double wells, each of which contains a
singlet pair of soin-1/2 fem ions, as in the experin ent
of S. Trotzky etal.lZ] O ne then adjists the barriers be-
tween neighboring doubl wells so that at the end one
has a cubic lattice w ith one ferm ion per site. T he hope is
that if this process is slow enough, the initial state 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 ions in an optical lattice. O ne could

rst engineer an \arti cial" antiferrom agnet consisting
of altemating up and down spins in a cubic array of iso—
bted wells[3]. Ik is tem pting to think that by reducing
the barriersbetween wells su ciently slow ly, the system
w il tum into an equilibrium antiferrom agnet in a cubic
lattice. A fter all, the initial state is already an \antifer-
rom agnet" w ith essentially zero entropy.

T he purpose of this paper is to point out an intrinsic
di culty ofthis direct construction schem e. W e shall see

that the process of connecting up the isolated clusters
is Intrinsically non-adiabatic. T his non-adiabaticity, and
the lJack of correlationsbetween atom sin di erentwellsin
the initial state, will lead to an energy di erence N E
between the niialand the nalequilbrium state, where
N is the num ber of particles, and E is the characteris-
tic energy per particles of the strongly correlated state.
T his excess energy will lead particle uctuations at the
surface, so m uch so that the tem perature T¢ ofthe equi-
Ibrum state is far above the characteristic energy scale
E ,meling away the correlation one set out to achieve.
In the case of anti-ferrom agnet, E  is the N eel tem pera—
ture Ty , and T¢ >> Ty . W hik our proof does not ex—
clude the possible sucoess ofother engineering schem es, it
ilustrates the kind of problem s that m ust be faced, and
the stringent conditions that m ust be satis ed to reach
an equilibrium strongly correlated state. A s ofnow , sokv—
Ing the problem of cooling, (or m ore correctly, reducing
the entropy of the system ), ram ains essential in achiev—
iIng strongly correlated states of cold atom s in optical
latticesH].

I.The initial state and the process of equilibra—
tion: Our initial state is an arti cial antiferrom agnet
on a cubic Jattice of isolated sites,

Y0 Y0
j oi= al, al, Pi; @)

r Lp s Lg

where Ly and Ly are the two interpenetrating sub-—
lattices of a cubic lattice. T he superscript ® m eans only
sitesw thin a radiusR from the center are occupied. T he
density pro l therefore has a sharp edge.

T he process of connecting up the isolated sites can be
described by the ollow ing (tin e dependent) ham itonian
Hy = H;U)+ V + ", where H; U) isa 3D Hubbard
m odel describing the Intemal energy of the a two com —
ponent Ferm igas in an optical lattice,
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and V isthe potential energy of a ham onic trap
PR 1
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Here, al is the creation operator of a ferm ion with
pseudo-spin  at site r ofa cubic optical lattice, ( = ";#),
N, = a’ a, isthenumberoffermm ionsat site rw ith spin

0 = Apn+ Npe; U isthe on-site repulsion, J isthe tun—
neling integralbetw een nearby sites, and V. = M !?r? is
an ham onic potential w ith frequency ! . T he tunneling
Integral J is tim e dependent. Tt grows from 0 to a nie
valie over a period of tim e as the lattice height is de—
creased from In nity toa nievalie. J = 0 corresponds
to isolated clusters.

The tem * 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 perturbations are typically
an all, and are certainly m uch weaker than, say potential
energy, ie. h'2i'™2 << W i. However, they can cause
de-ooherence in quantum evolution. Such de-coherence
e ect are particularly im portant at the beghning of the
connection process, as the virtualhopping scale J2=U is
vanishingly am all and will be dom inated by any small
perturbation ”. Because of the strong de-coherence at
the beginning, the system at a later tim e cannot be de-
scribed as sin ply a quantum m echanicalevolution of ini-
tial state j ,iunder PfJ (U ). Rather, one should discuss
the properties of the system iIn tem s of density m atrix,
and how a density m atrix associated w ith the initialstate
J o1 relaxes to equilbrium .

Before proceeding, ket us quantify the properties of
j oi. The num ber density of Eq.[I) can be w ritten as
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where , is the \mit@al" chem jcalEpotenU'al, related
to total particle number as N = rnr(o), or N =
@ =3)[ o=M !2%a?=2)F?, where a is the lattice spacing.
To elim inate double occupancy, we also have < U.
II. Form ulation of the problem : The evolution of
the density m atrix w illbe controlled by :
(A') J depends exponentially on the barrier height B,
J/ e® . AsB reduces from in niy to a nite value,
J ram ains exceedingly an all for a while. D uring this pe-
riod, the tunneling tim e ram ains so long that the system
can not be In equilbrium and the process w ill not be
adiabatic.[5]
(B ) Equilbbrium only setsin when J becom es su ciently
large, which only occurs at a certain tine  after the
In nie barrier was lowered. Because J is changing at a
nite rate during this period, energy is being deposited
Into the system . T he determm ination of this added energy
is a com plicated problem .
(C) In practice, thetine to reach equilbrium mustbe
shorter than the lifetim e of the sam ple, which is lim ited

by three body collisions and other factors. T his In poses
a lower bound on the swept rate of J, and forces one to
face the problem mentioned in B ).

W hile both () and (B) are intrinsic, (C) comes
about because of the speci ¢ type of atom s (ie. the al-
kalis) used In current experim ents. To sin plify m atters,
Jet us assum e that we have atom s with in nite lifetin e,
and conduct the ollow Ing thought experim ent:

(1)) W e lower the barrierbetween wells from in niy to a
very largebut nite valie J overa tim e intervalt,. The
tunneling param eter J is su ciently sm all so that the
tunneling tim e h=J ism uch longer that the sw itching tin
ty, le. tb << h=J. On the other hand, J is su ciently
large so that even the am allest energy param eter of the
system , J?=U ,willfrom now on dom inates over the noise
term ", ie. J2=U >> . W e therefre have Hllow ing
sequence of tim e scales[E],

o << h=J << h=(J%=U)<< h=: ©)

(i) A fter that, we wait for the system to reach equilb—
rium . D ueto the low tunneling rate, thisprocessw illtake
a very long tin e. H owever, since the atom shave in nie
lifstim e, equilbrium will set In eventually. W hat we are
Interested in are the tem perature T and the entropy S of
the nalequilbrium state.

Sihce process (i) takesplacem uch faster than the tun—
neling tin e, the quantum state at the end of this process
becomesj ji= j i+ O (), where = t,=h<< 1, (see
eq.[H)). As a result, the intemal energy and potential
energy areE "t = 1, U)i , and Vi = Wi , are given
by the value of j ,1ito the zeroth orderin , ie. thetotal
energy at the end ofprocess (i) is (or oxder O ( )),
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N ext, we note that energy is conserved in process (ii) .
W e then haveE;= E¢,ie. EX"+ V., = EP'+ v, or
X
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where n, and E P°* are the density and intemal energy
ofthe nalequilbrium state, which are functions of the
naltem perature T . Eq.(7) show sthat the energy di er—
ence between the initial state and the nal equilbriim
state w i1l lead to particle excitation at the surface, which
is the origin of entropy production. Eq.[Z) allow s us to
determ ne T of the nal state once the tem perature de—
pendences of E nt and n, are known. Finall, we note
that for high barriers and no doubl occupancy, we have

J?=U << J<< o< U: ®)

III. The energy of the nalequilibbrium state :
W e shall assum e the naltem perature T is lessthan U,
forotherw ise the system w illnotbem agnetically ordered.



For large barrier heights, U >> J, the temn J 1 eq.[2)
can be treated as a perturbation. To the zero order in J,
we have

2el V=T 4 pgR( Vi) UFT
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where is chem ical poterEl,tjal of the nal equilbrium
state, determ ined by N = . Nr. Since the chem icalpo-
tentialof nitial state satis es < U,weexpect < U,
ie. doubl occupancy rem ained disfavored. In this case,
(Wwhich we shall verify later), we have
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Eq.[I0) is essentially a step fiinction with size R and a
step width R, where

M ! 2R2=2; =T=M ! °R): (11)

The system can then be divided into follow ing regions:

Regionl : r< R R=2; n,=1 12)

Region?2 : R R=2<r<1;0<n,<1 (@3)
Let E1 and E, be the total intemal energy in region 1
and 2,and N be the num ber particles in region2. The
intemalenergy E " ofthe nalstate is
EFf=E1+Ey; BE1= ()N N); E,= "3 N;

14)
where (T) istheenergy perparticlke ofa buk equilbbriim
anti-ferrom agnet at tem perature T, and 7 is the average
energy per particle inside the m obik layer.

To nd theenergies and ;,wenote that in the lim it
ofU >> J, the Hubbard ham ittonian ' (U) ( is reduced
to the tJ modeletJ =1+ HAJ [6%, which isa sum of
a Heisenbery interaction Hy = 1J S, T =
J?=U, and a correlted hopping tem T =  J&Y,
where S, is the psuedo-spin 1/2 operator of the ferm ion
at site r, and @l is a \correlated" creation operator
w ithin the space of no double occupancy.

In region-1, the system hasone ferm ion persite. Hence
T = 0, and HAtJ reduces to the 3D antiferrom agnetic
H eisenberg ham ittonian HAJ . According to the latest
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estin atell], the Neeltam perature s Ty = J wih =
0:944. On dim ensionalgrounds, (T) = [ (T=Ty )Ty,
where is din ensionless finction of T=T y . Standard

soin wave calculation [8] and high tem perature series ex—
pansion give:
358 T! 0;
2 (3=4)°Ty =T when T>> Ty @5)
In region-2, them obik layer, the sites are either em pty
or singly occupied. In this case, Hf i< 0. Furthem ore,
due to short range anti-ferrom agnetic order, we also have

;i< 0. Hence, we have 3 < 0. In addition, since
;i  (@?=U)x,and ifi J(@ x), where x is the
average num ber of ferm lon per site in region2. Hence
we have j,FJ 1l x)+ @=U)x 1. Combining
eq.[d) and [14), we have
X
Ve, nf)=
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Since Ty J?=U << J,and j2FJ 1, we have the

follow ing condition on the tem perature ofthe nalstate,
X
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Note that n, also satis es
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IV . The tem perature of the nal state: Eq.[18)
and eq.[18) detem ine T and ofthe nalstate in tem s
ofthe chem icalpotential , ofthe initialstate, should the
tem perature dependence of and 7, are known. Since
eq.[I0) reducesto a step function ( V. )asT ! 0,one
can apply Somm erfeld expansion to evaluate the sum s In
eq.[18) and eq.[18). W e cbtain (see A ppendix)
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whereB = 069andA = 164.If N << N, Which we
verify later), Eq.20) and [[7) in ply that

J> — — > Ty: 21)

From the tem perature dependence of in eq.(I3), and
the relations in eq.[8), Eq.[2Il) can be w ritten as
1=2 1=2 1=3
J T T T
1>> — > = > N PRELE : (22)
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where the (Ty = o)'™2 and (Ty = o)'~> dependence cor-
respond to the low and high tem perature behavior of ,
and we have om itted proportional constants of order 1.

T he last nequality ofEq.[22) show s that
1=2 o3t

T> Ty —2 or Ty —

N N

>> Ty 23)

The last inequality Pllows from Eq.[8) and the fact
that Ty = 0:944J%=U)[E], which Inplies =Ty
o=(J%=U)>> 1.The nalequilbbriim state istherefore



not spin ordered. It is a param agnetic (rather than anti-
ferrom agnet) w ith entropy per particle  In2 or larger.
From Eq.[22), the assumptions < U and N << N,

from which Eq.[2]]) is derived, are also easily veri ed[9].

V . The condition for \direct construction" to
work: From ouranalysis, one seesthat the severe heat-
Ing shown above is caused by the energy di erence be-
tween the initial state and the nal equilbriim state,
which isoforderN Ty . T his excess energy produces par—-
ticle excitations at the surface, which generates entropy.
T his energy di erence is inherent in the direct construc—
tion schem e. The very fact that one starts w ith isolated
clustersm eans all the correlationsbetw een clusters in the

nalequilbrium state are allm issing iIn the initial state,
which produces an energy di erence proportional to the
num ber of clusters, which is oforderN .

O ne m ight think that if the traps are tighten inme-
diately after the barriers between neighboring wells are
Iowered, one will reduce particle uctuation and hence
the naltem %erature. M athem atically, i m eans chang—
ngEq.Dto ¥ (!1On, V.()n”)= EPL 10> 1,
which will certainly change our conclusions. This, how —
ever, does not work because tightening the trap In the
non-adiabatic regim e w ill sin ply change the Iniial state
to a new one that sees a tighter ham onic trap. In others
words, Eq.[d) willbecome V. (!9 @, n = E Dt
rather than the expression m entioned above. W e are then
back to the previous situation, (ie. Eq.[l) with ! re
placed by !9, from which the severe heating llow s.

W hil our discussions are for antiferrom agnets, our
considerations also apply to sin ilar schem es for other
strongly correlated states characterized 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 of particle uctuation at the
surface s (T%= )N, T order or nal tem perature T
tobelssthanE ,T= E ; < 1,oneneeds
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Sihce >> E inmostcases, thiscondition is very strin—
gent indeed.

A ppendix: D erivation oqu.@) ang 20) De n-
ngE V. =M !?P=2, wehave =  dED E),
whereD E)= a >dr=dE = C E orE > 0OandD E) = 0
HrE  0,C =M ! 2a?=2)>"? and a is the lattice spac—
ing. Eq.[I8) and [I8) can be w ritten as
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where Ve Vi = V:()@: n”), and nE) =

Ge® T + 1) !. Sice nE) is close to but not ex-
actly the Ferm ifiinction, we need to generalize the usual

Somm erfeld expansion. For any function H E), we have
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where E isde ned as
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1:64. Applying Eq.27) to Eq.[28), we have
ik JD E )+ D% )T?A = 0: 29)
Together w ith Eq.[28), we have
D°E ) _,
E = o A T“= + BT: 30)
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This gives eq.[I9) upon ieration. Likew ise, we obtain
from Eq.[28) and 27)
Z E

DEE+ D E)E PT?A: 31)
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Using Eq.29, B5), and B0), we have V¢ V; =
D E )T°A = (3=2)AN (T%= ,)+ O (T3= 2), which is
Eq.[20).
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