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Birefringent break up of Dirac fermionsin a square optical lattice
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We generalize a proposal by Sgrenseal. [Phys. Rev. Lett.94, 086803 (2005)] for creating an artificial
magnetic field in a cold atom system on a square optical éattithis leads us to an effective lattice model
with tunable spatially periodic modulation of the artificaagnetic field and the hopping amplitude. When
there is an average flux of half a flux quantum per plaquettespieetrum of low-energy excitations can be
described by massless Dirac fermions in which the usuallyoljodegenerate Dirac cones split into cones with
different “speeds of light” which can be tuned to give a sin@lirac cone and a flat band. These gapless
birefringent Dirac fermions arise because of broken clsiyahmetry in the kinetic energy term of the effective
low energy Hamiltonian. We characterize the effects of aasiperturbations to the low-energy spectrum,
including staggered potentials, interactions, and domailhtopological defects.

PACS numbers: 71.10.Fd, 37.10.Jk, 05.30.Fk, 71.10.Pm

With the discovery of graphenE| [1] and topological insu-was presented in the context of the Bose-Hubbard model, but
lators Ei] there has been much recent interest in systems iignores interactions and is not specific to bosons. We con-
which low energy excitations can be described using Dirasider a model of spinless fermions (corresponding to onéy on
fermions. A parallel area of interest has been the explmmati available hyperfine state for cold atoms) with Hamiltonian
of the possibility of generating artificial magnetic fields f
cold atoms confined in an optical lattice. Neutral bosonld co

atoms cannot couple to a magnetic field directly, so there hav H=-J Z(ézéj + é}éi), (1)
been numerous proposaﬁls[ﬂ%—6] of approachesto couple atoms (4,9)

to an artificial magnetic field, several of which have been im-

plemented experimentall&l [El, 8]. whereél and¢; are fermionic creation and annihilation oper-

The problem of the spectrum of quantum particles in a uni&t0rs respectively at site i; = ¢/¢; is the number operator,
form magnetic field on a lattice has the well-known Hofstadte @nd the notation(i, j) indicates that we restrict the sum in
spectrum[[0]. Our modification of the proposal by Sgrenserthe hopping term to nearest neighbours only. There can be
et al. ﬂa] leads to an effective Hamiltonian with a tunable N© Hubbard-like interaction for spinless fermions, andsin
Hofstadter-like spectrum that arises from the combinatibn N€arest neighbour interactions in an optical lattice sysiee
hopping and an artificial magnetic field with a non-zero av-Weak, we postpone our discussion of interactions.
erage that are both periodically modulated in thand the y In Ref. [6], two steps are required to generate an artificial
directions. The presence of spatial periodicity in dmapli- ~ Magnetic field. First, a time-varying quadrupolar potdntia
tude as well as the phase of the hopping is the key differencé’ (t) = Vgp sin(wt)2y is applied to the system, and second,
between the model we consider here and previous work oH'e hopping is modulated as a function of time. During the
the spectrum of particles in the presence of magnetic fieldgourse of one oscillation of the quadrupolar potential,-hop
that are periodic in both the andy directions [1D]. This Ping in thez direction is turned for a very short period of

difference facilitates the unusual Dirac-like spectrumttive ~ time 7 < to = - at imest = nto, wheren is an integer,
discuss in this Letter. and hopping in the direction is turned on for time around

ft = (n + %) to. Due to the periodic oscillation in the Hamil-

In our effective model, when there is an average of half, . . X .
a flux quantum per plaquette, and at half-filling, the low en_toman, the time evolution operator after periods may be
’ ! written asU (t = mty) = U(t = to)™.

ergy degrees of freedom can be described by a Dirac Hamilto-
nian with the unusual property that chiral symmetry is broke
in the kinetic energy rather than via mass terms. This has
the consequence that the doubly degenerate Dirac cone for
massless fermions splits into two cones with tunable distin
slopes, analagous to a situation in which there are two speed
of light for fermionic excitations, similar to birefringea of

light in crystals such as calcite. We discuss the meaning of
broken chiral symmetry in our effective model and exploee th
effects of various perturbations, such as staggered palgnt
domain walls, and interactions between fermions.

The approach to obtain an artifical magnetic field for coldF!G. 1: Time dependence of the hopping and the quadrupotanpo
atoms in an optical lattice suggested by Sgrereseat. [Ia] tial during the course of one period of the quadrupolar pgaaen

=2n
(V)
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Our modification to the proposal in Ref) [6] is that when 8
hopping is turned on in the-direction at timet = ntg, hop-
ping is also turned on in thg-direction with an amplitude
0 < g < 1 relative to the hopping in the-direction. At time 4
t = (n+ ) to, hopping is turned on in thg direction, and
hopping in ther-direction is turned on with amplitudérela-
tive to the hopping in the-direction as illustrated in Fif] 1.

The operators for hopping in the and y directions,

are I, = -JY,, (clﬂycwy + h.c.) and T, = |
~T Yy (é;yHéI,erh.c.) respectively, and we may e
write the time evolution operator as '
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Ut =mto) = [o= 5 (TtTi) miasi =i (41+13)
RPN it [ - m
x e~ 2miadf o= 37 (To+BTy) , (2) FIG. 2: Spectrum as a function efwhen3 = 1 obtained by exact
diagonalization on a 9797 site lattice: there is no artificial mag-
netic field, yet due to the periodic hopping, the spectrumduase

wherea = V,,/mhw and we have set the lattice constantto’ >"~ "=™ Y&
similarities with the Hofstadter spectrum.

unity. To lowest order i/ 7 /% we can write this in the form
_ it
U=e 7, consider and previous work on quantum particles in a peri-
odic magnetic field on a lattice — there is spatial periogioft
1/« in the amplitude of the hopping as well as in the magnetic
_ 2miaw) A 5 field. For finite3 the spectrum (illustrated fgt = 1 in Fig.[2)
Hox = o { {(1 FOETE) GG + h'C'} as a function ofx is reminiscent of the Hofstadter spectrum.
omioa AT . Whena = 1/2 there is an average of half a flux quantum
+ {(5 t+e may) Cog1,yCoy T h-C-} } ) per plaquette, and the theory is time reversal symmetric as
fermions cannot detect the sign of the flix/[11]. The effetiv
with Jo = 77 /to. A more conventional way to write this Hamiltonian Eq.[(B) simplifies to a tight binding model with

where the effective Hamiltonian is

z,y

Hamiltonian is in the form four sites in the unit cell as shown in Fig. 3 a).
j
. . . - . B _l D
from which we may identify the amplitude of the hopping: 17— 7
3 J
totty = Joy/1+ B2 +2Bcos(2may), (5)
J,
teyir = Joy/1+ B2 + 2B cos(2max), (6) A c
and the artificial magnetic field
2 FIG. 3: a) Unit cell of tight binding model with hopping paraters
B, = 2rah B + Beos2maz) indicated. b) Dirac cones corresponding/fto and.J_ bands.
e 1+ 82 4 28 cos(2max)

__1 sz B cos(2may) } o Labelling the four sites in the unit cell as B, C, andD,
1+ 2 + 2B cos(2may) and Fourier transforming in space, we may rewrite the effec-

This field is the sum of a spatially uniform piece with mag- tive Hamiltonian in the following form:

nitude@ and a piece that is spatially periodic in both the )

z andy directions. If3 = 0, the hopping amplitude igy H= Zwk Bk — Heltw, (®)
and the field is uniform with strengt?—ll@, corresponding to k

a flux of agg per plaquette (whergy is the flux quantum) as \yith

found in Ref. I[]S] and there is a Hofstadter spectrunt ¥ 1,

then B, = 0, but the hopping parameters are still spatially 0 Jycosk, Jicosk, 0
periodic. At/ intermediate between 0 and 1, both the hop-_, Jicosky 0 0 —J_cosk,
ping and the magnetic field are spatially periodicziandy. My =2 Jy cosk, 0 0 J_cosky ’

This illustrates the essential difference between the inede 0 —J_cosky J_cosky 0
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where Jy = Jy(1 £ B) and (in row vector form), = Similarly, v3° translates the plaquette one lattice cell along the
(cak, CBEs COk,y CDK)- We find that the dispersion is 2- and one lattice cell along thg direction. Whens = 0,
the elements of the chiral group are symmetrie&/pf
Ep = +J11/cos? kg + cos? ki, Whenp3 # 0, they? and~® terms inH,, break the chiral
‘ symmetry and shifts along either tlreor y-directions do not
and we note that wheg = 1, J_ = 0, so there will be a leaveH, invariant. This manifest chiral symmetry breaking
flat band at = 0 and a dispersing band associated with IS inherently different from the conventional notion of spo
We can also see that in the vicinity of the poifis, . =  faneous chiral symmetry breaking in field theoretical medel
(+£,41), the spectrum is linear which is the signature of mass generatior [15].
An additional discrete symmetry of thé, (that arises from
E, = +J. \/m’ ) the hopping structure i;) that holds even whefi # 0 is
b3 2.5 2.3 1.5
whereq = k — (ig,ig), and there are cones with two L 2 (7 YAy ) B (7 Rt e )7

different slopes, corresponding tb. respectively as illus- which corresponds to a reflection about the diagohsl in
trated in Fig[B b). Whe = 0, the two slopes are identical, the unit cell, withcy — ca, cg — ¢, cc — cg andep —
whereas as — 1, the.J_ band becomes flat, and tiig band ~ —c,. The action of” on Hj, is to exchangé, andk,,.

remains as a cone. Several authors recently consideriegt latt  Fermion birefringence: As illustrated in Fig.[B b) the
models for cold atoms that are equivalent to the- 1 limit  dispersion Eq.[19) admits massless fermions with two dif-
of our model, in which there are three bands, one flat, and onerent “speeds of light” controlled bys. The eigenvec-
Dirac like [12/18]. Wher3 # 1, the underlying Dirac struc- tors (written as row vectors) for the positive and negative

ture of the problem is exposed, allowing us to understared thienergy ./, bands arel, = \/Li (1,—sinf, — cosf,0) and
unusual dispersion from a symmetry point of viélvl[m]. T, = % (1,sin6, cos,0); whilst the eigenvectors for the

To start in this direction, we expand around the Dirac points )
and represent the low energy theory (withmeasured with . bands are¥s; = % (0, cosd, _.Slne’ 1) and ¥, =
respect tdK) —5 (0,—cosf,sinf, 1), where we writek, = kcos¢ and
ky = ksinf. The linear combination$; + ¥, andW¥; + ¥,
Hy =2Jo [("°7v" +iB7*) ko + (7°9° +iB~°) ky], (10)  have non-zero amplitude only ohand D sites respectively.
Any other state will break up into fast/{) and slow (_)
where we use a non-standard representation of the gamma nfarmjonic excitations, analogous to fast and slow modes in a
trices in whichh® = 03 ® 03, 7' =ios ® I, 7* = io3 ® 03, birefringent medium.

v = —io1 ®012, land275 = 3—70717273 = —i03 ® 01. Staggered potentials: Staggered on-site potentials are a nat-
The matricesy”, ~°, 7~ and~* satisfy the Clifford algebra  yral perturbation td}, in the context of cold atoms on an op-
YEAY + 4y = 29" with Minkowski metricg!”. tical lattice. We can write the most general form of such a

The dimension of the minimal representation of the Clif- potential as
ford algebra in 2+1 dimensions is 2, allowing for thex 2

Pauli matrices as a choice for the. A non-minimal x 4 A =9l [Aoky + A° + As(in'y? +iv°°)
representation as we have used above leads to a freedom in k
the choice of the,® matrix, i.e. a matrix with(y°)” = I, +A3(iv' Y — iv*y®) ] U, (12)

that anticommutes with! and~?2. Candidates for" are then
{7%7%97%,7%9%, v'+?}. The matricegy”, 7%9%,7%9°} form
a triplet andy'~?2 forms a singlet with respect to the SU(2)
“chiral”-symmetry group with generators;y?, 57°, £4*°}
(wherey3® = ~34%). Each different choice of, corresponds
to a different Iabe_lling of the four sites in the unit gell.é'hl- E, =+ /A% 4T3k, (13)
ements of the chiral group generate transformations betwee
each labelling. For example, the generatortranslates the Whengs = 1 there are flat bands & = +A thatintersect the
plaquette indices to the labelling of the neighboring ¢a&tti .J, bands only atk., k,) = (0,0). The birefringence prop-
cell along they-direction, whilst? translates the plaquette erty discussed above is unaffected by theterm. We com-
indices to the neighbouring cell in thedirection. bineiy!y? andiy2+® into a Lorentz invariant term,) and
a Lorentz violating termA3). There are two cases in which
we have obtained simple analytic solutions for the spectrum

where we may sef\; = 0 since this just corresponds to a
uniform shift of the chemical potential. Th¥, term violates
chiral symmetry in the usual way but is Lorentz invariant and
hence introduces a gap in the dispersion of the fermions

€A ¢B €A cc case ):A; # 0, Ay # 0, Ag = 0, for which
eEV| B =i A e | B =i | P

co —cp |’ cc cA Ay + \/(Al + Ag)? +4J2 k2

CD —CC CD CB Ek =

(11) —8p (A1 = Ag)2 442k



and case INA; # 0, Ay, =0, Az # 0, for which

Ay + \/(Al — Ag)? +4J2k2 + 4J2 )2
A+ \/(A1 + Ag)? +AT2E2 +4T2K2

By,
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For small values of3, when H;,; is added to Eq[{3) there
is @ mapping between the weak interaction strength regime
considered above to the strong interaction strength linait t
preserves the property of birefringence:

Ex(B, Vo) = BEL(B1, B V0). (17)

In case |) the dispersion remains isotropic in momentumespac

and there are flat bands whén= 1, whereas in case Il), the
dispersion becomes anisotropic, with the anisotropy guaekr

This arises from the appearance of the chiral symmetry gen-
erators;y® and~® in the kinetic energy and their duality with

by 3 through.J... In both cases, there is a shift in the spectrumi_orenz group generatord~*, v°+2. Upon choosing a differ-

and there will be at least one set of massive modes (howeveit representation of Clifford algebra elements, one arstr
in both cases there can be a set of massless modes whose disim 401 5 43, 4942 5 ~5.

persion is given by the upper half of a coneNf = £A, 3
andAQ = :|:A273).
Interactions. as we consider spinless fermions, there will

be no on-site Hubbard interaction, so we consider nearesty,, , A, (x)

neighbour interactions of the extended Hubbard type (fta co
atoms in an optical lattice these will generally be weak):

Hin = Vignin;.
(i5)

(14)

Setting all of theV;; = Vp, we can write the interaction
Hamiltonian in terms of spinors as

Hiny = 11(05 S [@ry er)? = (rtbn)?]

k

(15)

with ¢, = ¥ 140, The identity and)” that appear in the ker-
nels of the quartic interaction terms are the only elemehts
the Clifford algebra that either commute or anticommutdawit

all of the elements of the Lorentz group and the chiral group,

ensuring that the interactions remain invariant under any r
tation of the lattice by the Lorentz group or relabelling loé t
plaguette indices by the chiral group. At the mean field level
the (y))? term breaks the chiral symmetry by introducing an
effective mass termng°, and the(y)y%+)? term renormal-
izes the chemical potential ¢, and is otherwise uninterest-
ing. In the limit of weak interactions, the mean field interac
tion Hamiltonian is:

HMF —

int

Z W} [(01s +m0o7°) + (may®yt + maryy?
p

+maiy + msiv®)] Vi, (16)

whered = (na) + (ng) + (nc) + (np), and the order
parameter for staggered charge density wave ordgr=
(na) — (np) — (n¢)+ (np) arise from the Hartree term. The
remaining massesni, ms, ms andms arise from the Fock
term — if these are dropped afd= 0, we recover the mean-
field approximation of the Gross-Neveu model [16]. Similarl

(0]

Topological defects: broken chiral symmetry a5 #
0 implies that there cannot be vortices, but domain walls
of the form A;(x)7° where lim, o, Aq(x) A and
—A can occur. If3 = 0 then the form
of the solutions with energl¢| < A is well known. When
8 # 0 we can find zero energy bound states with different
spatial extents for the + and - solutions:

Yy (@) = e+ Jo dshaledy

)

1[17(17) — et IS dSAl(S)u,,

whereu; = (1,0,4,0),u— = (0,—i,0,1),andky = 1/2.J.

In this Letter we have demonstrated a model whose low
energy excitations are birefringent fermions that arisenfr
broken chiral symmetry. We discuss the low energy proper-
ties of the model and illustrate the meaning of broken chiral
symmetry in our model. We argue that such a model could be
realised by cold atoms in an optical lattice. This might net b
the only route — as noted in a similar context in Ref! [11] an-
other approach might be through an appropriately engideere
semiconductor heterostructure.

An important feature of the birefringent fermion dispersio
that we find here is that the slopes of theand.J_ bands can

be controlled by the parametgr In particular wherg = 1,
there can be flat bands in the spectrum and these flat bands
are robust to the addition of a staggered potemigd® and
weak nearest neighbour Hubbard interactions at the Hartree
level. Flat bands such as Landau levels can lead to interest-
ing correlated phases when interactions beyond mean field ar
taken into accounEi?]. This suggests that future avenures f
research on this model could include the study of such corre-
lated phases wheh # 0, and the generalization of the model

to fermions with spin. Including spin would allow for on-sit
Hubbard interactions, which would be considerably compli-
cate matters and require techniques similar to those tivat ha
been used to study high temperature supercondu@rs [18].

The authors acknowledge very helpful discussions with
Igor Herbut and Bitan Roy. We acknowledge support from
NSERC and the use of Westgrid computing facilities.

to aA~° staggered potential, the Hartree term leads to mas-

sive excitations, but does not destroy fermion birefrirggen
The detailed study of interactions whén=£ 0 is a topic for
future investigation.
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