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Abstract. We present a quantum simulation scheme for the Abelian-Higgs lattice gauge
theory using ultracold bosonic atoms in optical lattices. The model contains both gauge
and Higgs scalar fields, and exhibits interesting phases related to confinement and the Higgs
mechanism. The model can be simulated by an atomic Hamiltonian, by first mapping the local
gauge symmetry to an internal symmetry of the atomic system, the conservation of hyperfine
angular momentum in atomic collisions. By including auxiliary bosons in the simulation, we
show how the Abelian-Higgs Hamiltonian emerges effectively. We analyze the accuracy of our
method in terms of different experimental parameters, as well as the effect of the finite number
of bosons on the quantum simulator. Finally, we propose possible experiments for studying
the ground state of the system in different regimes of the theory, and measuring interesting
high energy physics phenomena in real time.

1. Introduction

The study of natural systems governed by the laws of quantum mechanics is a complicated
task. Most of the usual theoretical and numerical techniques employed to tackle the behaviour
of quantum systems become rapidly overwhelmed once their size starts increasing. In
particular, the computational resources required to simulate a quantum mechanical system
using a classical computer scale exponentially with the number of its constituents. This
situation led Richard Feynman to think of the concept of a quantum simulator [1]. According
to his idea, such a device would be governed itself by the laws of quantum mechanics and,
exploiting this fact, could be used to study other quantum mechanical systems more efficiently.
Feynman’s idea was formalized as an algorithm that could be processed by an universal
quantum computer [2]. This is referred to as a digital quantum simulation, since it is based
on approximating the simulated system’s dynamics by applying a discrete set of operations
(quantum gates) on a highly-controllable quantum device. Quantum computers are very
interesting from a theoretical point of view, since, in principle, they could simulate any other
physical system using only polynomial resources, provided that certain locality conditions are
fulfilled [2]. From the experimental side, however—and in spite of the great advances over
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the last decades regarding the manipulation of microscopic quantum systems—a practical
implementation of a fully operational quantum computer is still a long-term goal.

Notwithstanding, having these controllable devices so well studied and reachable makes
quantum simulation a reality, by means of simpler quantum devices that can perform
calculations beyond the scope of classical machines. In particular, the so-called analog
quantum simulators, although much more limited than an universal simulator, can be used
to study a broad range of quantum systems within the reach of today’s technological progress
[3,4]. Analog simulators act by mapping the degrees of freedom of the simulated system to
those of the simulating one. The latter can be controlled in the laboratory and its dynamics
can be tailored (in particular, the corresponding Hamiltonian) to be equivalent to those of
the system we are trying to study. This allows us to obtain information about systems that
can not be accessed experimentally, by investigating others for which state preparation and
measurements are much easier tasks.

Among the relevant platforms that can serve as quantum simulators, both analog and
digital, many atomic and optical systems stand out due to their remarkable experimental
controllability. Some examples include ultracold atoms [5-9], trapped ions [10—14], photonic
systems [15] and Rydberg atoms [16]. Ultracold atoms in optical lattices, in particular,
present the possibility of recreating many different interactions—such as nearest-neighbor,
long-range forces, on-site interactions, etc—allowing for the simulation of both condensed
matter and high energy physics models. Solid-state systems, such as quantum dots [17-19]
or superconducting circuits [20,21], also show prominent results that make them interesting
candidates to perform quantum simulations.

Using these ideas, many condensed matter Hamiltonians have been considered for
quantum simulations, some of them even realized experimentally. Some examples include
spin systems [14,22-24], such as the Ising or Heisenberg models; the Bose-Hubbard model
[5,25]; the Tonks-Girardeau gas [26], or copper-oxide superconductors [18]. External gauge
potentials can be simulated as well, allowing for the study of the fractional quantum Hall
effect [27] and other topological phenomena [28—31].

Quantum simulations of high energy physics models, although more demanding than
their condensed matter counterparts, are also possible. Some examples include the simulation
of the Dirac [32-34] and Majorana equations [35], the Casimir force [36], the Schwinger
mechanism [37] or the oscillations of neutrinos [38, 39]. Simulations of quantum field
theories [40,41], gravitational theories [42] and black holes [43,44] have been proposed in
the last years, some of them realized experimentally as well [45].

Within high energy physics, gauge theories are particularly relevant, since they lie in
the core of the Standard Model of particle physics [46-49]: dynamical gauge degrees of
freedom are introduced in quantum field theories to explain the interactions between the basic
constituents of matter, such as quarks or electrons. Many techniques have been developed
to study such theories. Some of them rely on perturbative expansions around small coupling
constants. However, these methods lose their validity if one tries to apply them for the study
of non-perturbative phenomena, where the relevant coupling constant presents large values.
This is the case for the interaction strength between separated quarks, which grows with
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the distance between them (running coupling) [46,47]. At short distances, the interaction’s
coupling constant presents small values (asymptotic freedom) [50], and the perturbative
methods can be applied. At long distances, however, the growth in the interaction strength
gives rise to the confinement mechanism, implying that no free quarks can be found in nature,
a claim that is supported by the experiments [47]. To deal with this and other non-perturbative
phenomena, the lattice formulation of gauge theories was developed [51, 52], obtaining a
proper framework to perform numerical simulations on these theories—using Monte Carlo
methods, in particular [53].

These techniques provided a great advance in the understanding of particle physics
during the last decades. However, they present some limitations when they are applied to
certain cases. An example is the sign problem, which appears in regimes with a finite chemical
potential for fermionic particles [54], and becomes problematic for the studying of different
phases of QCD, such as the quark-gluon plasma or the color-superconducting phase [55]. The
analysis of real-time dynamics is also lacking, since Monte Carlo simulations only allow to
calculate Euclidean space-time correlation functions in imaginary time (after a Wick rotation).

In this context, two different approaches have been recently proposed to study lattice
gauge theories in regimes that can not be accessed using previous techniques. One involves
the application of methods based on tensor networks [56—69]. Another consists on performing
quantum simulations using low energy quantum systems. In contrast to the case of condensed
matter models, lattice gauge theories are more complicated to simulate using low energy
systems, such as ultracold atoms, since the gauge and Lorentz symmetries are not naturally
present in the latter. In addition, simulating both gauge and matter fields usually requires
the use of bosonic and fermionic atoms, which increases the experimental complexity. Any
attempt to simulate theses theories must take these facts into account [70,71].

Some examples of simulation proposals for gauge theories using ultracold atoms include
both the continuous [72] and lattice version of QED, focusing especially on the latter case.
In particular, analog simulations for cQED were proposed both in the absence [73, 74]
and presence of dynamical matter [75-78], where gauge invariance emerges as an effective
symmetry. Realizations of U(1) gauge theories with dynamical or background Higgs fields,
using effective gauge invariance, were discussed in [79-81]. In [70, 82, 83] the gauge
symmetry is obtained exactly by mapping it to an internal symmetry of the atomic system.
Other quantum systems that have been considered for quantum simulations of lattice gauge
theories are superconducting circuits [84, 85], trapped ions [86, 87] and Rydberg atoms
[16,88]. Discrete symmetry groups have been considered as well, both for analog [70,89,90]
and digital simulations [91,92], as well as non-abelian theories [93—100]. A general formalism
for digital simulations of lattice gauge theories with ultracold atoms can be found in [91].

Recently, the first experimental realization of a quantum simulation of a lattice gauge
theory was performed [101], where the real-time dynamics of the Schwinger model were
simulated on a few-qubit trapped-ion quantum computer. This experiment opened the door
for studying high energy physics beyond the capabilities of classical simulations.

The present work is devoted to the quantum simulation of the Abelian-Higgs lattice gauge
theory, which contains both gauge and Higgs scalar fields, using ultracold bosonic atoms
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confined in optical lattices. This will be done by mapping atomic symmetries to local gauge
invariance. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the Abelian-Higgs
model, which is used as toy model in high energy physics to study the Higgs mechanism.
This model admits a discretized description as a lattice gauge theory, whose phase diagram
shows, apart from the mentioned mechanism, a confinement phase for the scalar Higgs field.
We consider the Hamiltonian formulation of the model, more suited for quantum simulation
purposes. In Section 3, we introduce the necessary ingredients to simulate the Abelian-
Higgs Hamiltonian using ultracold atoms in optical lattices. First, the basic properties of
the simulating system are explained, starting with the second-quantized Hamiltonian that
describe an atomic system in the ultracold regime, as well as the most important experimental
techniques that are needed to control and manipulate it. Then, we show how the degrees
of freedom and interactions of the simulated model—and, in particular, the local gauge
symmetry—can be mapped onto the atomic system. With the help of auxiliary “hard-core”
bosons, we show how the complete Abelian-Higgs Hamiltonian emerges effectively up to
some small corrections. Finally, in Section 4, we introduce possible experiments to measure
interesting high energy physics phenomena, such as the dynamical breaking of electric flux
lines between scalar charges, effect that is related to confinement [102].

2. The Simulated Model

The spontaneous breaking of a symmetry refers to a situation characterized by a ground state
which is not invariant under the same set of transformations as the theory’s Lagrangian or
Hamiltonian. The Higgs mechanism [103—-106] describes this phenomenon in the presence of
a (local) gauge symmetry. It can be applied, for instance, to the SU(2) x U(1) gauge group,
associated to the electroweak interaction in the Standard Model of particle physics, explaining
how the corresponding gauge bosons, W* and Z, acquire a non-zero mass [107]. The basic
features of the mechanism can be studied, however, in a much simpler case, the Abelian-Higgs
model [46, 108], involving complex scalar fields coupled to abelian gauge fields (Appendix
A.l).

The Abelian-Higgs model can be formulated as a lattice gauge theory [109-115], this
is, as a field theory on a discretized space-time, invariant under U(1) local transformations.
The phase diagram of the theory shows very interesting phenomena, related to the Higgs
mechanism and the confinement phenomenon (Appendix A.2).

For quantum simulation purposes, it is more convenient to express the theory in a
Hamiltonian formulation. This makes the mapping between the simulating and the simulated
system—in this case, ultracold atoms in optical lattices—more straightforward, since the latter
is described usually in terms of a second-quantized many-body Hamiltonian. Here, we shall
introduce the Abelian-Higgs model directly in the Hamiltonian formulation. We obtained the
former by applying the transfer matrix method to the standard lattice gauge action used in the
high energy physics literature. The details of these calculations can be found in Appendix B.

The Abelian-Higgs theory involves two types of fields: gauge and Higgs fields. We will
formulate it on a d dimensional spatial square lattice, with continuous time, and will fix the
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lattice spacing a = 1.

The gauge fields reside on the links of the lattice. They are represented by the unitary
operators Uf:’,z = ¢ it residing on the links (joining the vertices n and n + &, with k a unit
vector in one of the d orthogonal directions). ¢ is an integer denoting the U(1) representation;
We will omit it from now on and focus on the case g = 1. On each link we introduce another
operator, En,k, with the commutation relations

[Enk’ n, k’] 6kk’6nn’U (1)

Un’k and Ulk are unitary operators acting as ladder operators with respect to £y, which has a
discrete spectrum,

Enilmyn, = mug|m)yy, moi €7Z. 2)

We will call the latter the electric field operator. The commutation relations (1) define how
the operators Un L and U; , acton the eigenstates of En’k,

Un,k |m>n,k = |m - 1>n,k ) Ul’k |m>n,k = |m + 1>n,k . (3)

The Higgs fields, ¢, = e, which reside on the vertices of the lattice, are unitary
operators as well. Their Hilbert spaces are very similar to these of the gauge fields; we define
the operator Qp—referred as the charge operator—obeying the commutation relations

A

[0, B11 =6, 081, 4)

having Q,, again, a discrete spectrum. @, and @, are unitary operators that act as raising and
lowering operators, respectively,

GulO)n =10 -1y, 1100, =10+ 1)y, 5

where |Q),, is an eigenstate of the charge operator Q.
All these ingredients appear in the Abelian-Higgs Hamiltonian,

2R? 2 —
| 6
NN (00 0 0 vhe ”
2 nk g2 ni  n+ik  n+k,i ’
nk 8 n,ik

where the sums in n and & run over the vertices and links of a spatial lattice in d dimensions,
and the coupling constants R and g are introduced to recover the continuous Abelian-Higgs
model in the limit @ — 0. The Hamiltonian (6) is composed of a non-interacting part with
local terms (charge and electric field) for the vertices and links of the lattice, and an interacting
part that includes a plaquette-type term (Fig. 1) that creates electric field excitations along the
four links of a plaquette, and nearest-neighbor vertex couplings, mediated by an excitation
on the link that joins them. The second row in equation (6) corresponds, in particular, to the
pure-gauge Kogut-Susskind Hamiltonian [116].
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n+i

Figure 1. The plaquette term contains the product of four gauge-field terms corresponding to
the four links of a plaquette.

In the Hamiltonian formulation of lattice gauge theories, the gauge is fixed in the
temporal direction, 6, = 0 (Appendix B). However, it is not fixed in the spatial directions.
Therefore, the Hamiltonian is still gauge invariant under a restricted subset of local
transformations applied to the vertices of the spatial lattice,

Vo = €. (N

In this formalism, the gauge transformations are generated, like any other continuous
symmetry, by operators Gy, that commute with the Hamiltonian of the theory,

[A,G.] =0, (8)

defined, in this case, locally for each vertex. In the case of the Abelian-Higgs Hamiltonian
(6), the generators G, are expressed as

Gn = Z (En,k - En—f(,k) - Qn . (9)
k
It is easy to check that such operator commutes with the Hamiltonian for every vertex n.
The eigenvalues of the operators G, are called static charges gy, taking, as well, integer
values. The Hilbert space H of the system is divided into sectors, each one associated to a
different static charge configuration,

H = P H(lgn)). (10)
{gn}
such that
G W (gah) = gn l0(gnD))» ¥ W(iga)) € H(ign)). (11)

Since the Hamiltonian commutes with the generators of the gauge transformations, the
dynamics can not mix different sectors. If the initial state belongs to a certain sector, the
system will remain in the same sector through its time evolution. The above equation is known
as the Gauss’s law, and it is crucial for the structure of the physical states of the system.

In general, the total Hilbert space of the system would be the product over the vertices
and links of the lattice of each infinite dimensional local Hilbert space. However, Gauss law
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Figure 2. The pure-gauge excitations on top of the empty state consist of closed electric flux
lines, created by the plaquette interaction term in the Hamiltonian (6). Since the plaquette
term is gauge-invariant, these states are gauge invariant as well. This is clear observing that
the Gauss law (9) is fulfilled on each vertex, forcing the closed loop structure. In the figure,
positive values of the electric field are represented with arrows pointing right or upwards.

(9) imposes a constraint on the allowed states where the Hamiltonian (6) acts. Let us first
consider the pure-gauge Kogut-Susskind Hamiltonian, for the case R = 0, within the zero-
static charge sector (¢, = 0 Vn). In the strong coupling limit (g > 1), the ground state of the
system is the empty state. This is, every link of the lattice is an eigenstate of the electric field
operator with eigenvalue equal to zero. As the value of the coupling constant g decreases, the
empty state is no longer the ground state of the system. The plaquette-interaction term can
create excitations composed of closed electric flux lines. The ground state, and the rest of
excited states, will be superposition of such loops, with an increasing number of them when
the energy of the system grows (Fig. 2).

Consider now a gauge-invariant sector with non-zero static charges in some vertices (Fig.
3). In this case, the empty state is not the ground state of the system even in the strong coupling
limit. The reason for this is that Gauss law (9) requires an electric flux line to exist between
every pair of static charges, being the ground state in the strong coupling limit characterized
by the shortest of those paths. If the value of the coupling constant g decreases, closed loops
will be formed all around the lattice, deforming the flux line between the static charges if they
share a common link with the latter (Fig. 3).

If matter is present in the theory, the flux lines will not only fluctuate but can even break.
For R # 0, the gauge-matter interaction term can create charge excitations in two nearest-
neighbor vertices. We can find, then, states characterized by separated pairs of dynamical
charges joined via fluctuating flux lines, which we will call mesons. The difference with
respect to the pure-gauge case is that, now, the flux lines can break, resulting in two new—and
shorter—meson-like states (Fig. 4). This phenomenon resembles the behaviour of QCD,
where, due to the confinement mechanism, the flux lines between a quark-antiquark pair can
break through the creation of a new pair from the vacuum (string breaking) [47].

Here, we have described some basic features of this lattice model. The complete phase
diagram of the theory is described in Appendix A.2 for different dimensions and different
representations of the symmetry group.
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Figure 3. Two separated static charges are joined, in the strong coupling limit, by an electric
flux line. If the coupling constant decreases, pure-gauge loops will appear. If some link in the
loop coincides with the electric flux line between the charges (in the opposite direction), it will
result in a deformation of the flux line.

Figure 4. If a meson-like excitation is created along the electric flux line of an existing mesonic
state, the latter can break, giving birth to two separated and smaller “mesons”.

3. Quantum Simulation

We shall now describe a quantum simulation scheme for the lattice Abelian-Higgs theory
using ultracold bosonic atoms trapped in optical lattices. The goal is to impose certain
conditions on this highly controllable atomic system, such that the Hamiltonian that describes
it maps, approximately, the Hamiltonian under study (6). Both the parameters appearing in the
latter, as well as the degree of approximation, can be controlled experimentally. This allows
to study, for instance, the ground state of this many-body quantum theory in the interacting
regime, which is a hard task to perform using standard analytical or numerical calculations.
The simulation proposal involves three main steps. First, starting from the most general
multi-species Hamiltonian that describes ultracold bosons, the experimental requirements that
are necessary for the simulation will be presented. After that, the transformations required for
mapping the degrees of freedom of the atomic system to those of the Abelian-Higgs theory
will be introduced. Finally, we will see how the desired Hamiltonian is effectively obtained,
apart from correction terms, after increasing one of the energy scales of the system compared
to the rest. Most of these corrections can be made as small as required by changing the
experimental parameters of the atomic system, keeping the freedom to move through the phase
space of the simulated theory, and by increasing the number of atoms used in the simulation.
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3.1. Ultracold Atoms in Optical Lattices

3.1.1. Atomic Hamiltonian Ultracold atomic gases consist of neutral atoms trapped and
cooled down to almost absolute zero temperature, where quantum effects play a significant
role. They represent one of the most relevant platforms for the study of collective quantum
phenomena in regimes that are either hard to access experimentally, or where numerical
simulations do not provide sufficiently good results. In particular, the so-called optical
lattices—structures made of counter-propagating lasers—can be prepared in a way that
emulates a periodic lattice structure with atoms bound to the vertices [5,7,9]. Within these
lattices, interactions among the atoms can be tuned in order to recreate Hamiltonian models
describing many-body systems, both in condensed matter and in high energy physics. In this
work, we will consider the most general multi-species bosonic Hamiltonian [9],

4 aBLT 7 aBSyLt £ &1
A=) > tfblbyg+ D, D Ui bbby b, . (12)

af ij i,k @,B,0,y

where the latin indices denote the different sites of an optical lattice, and the greek indices
represent different bosonic species (either different kinds of atoms or atoms with different
internal levels). The operators IAam and 133'0( are bosonic creation and annihilation operators,
respectively, fulfilling the commutation relations

[b,

L’

£t 1 _
bigl =600z (13)

: B0, . . . .
The parameters ¢, f and U:.’ﬁC 17 are constrained by conservation laws and their respective

symmetries, and can be fine-tuned using experimental techniques such as (optical) Feshbach
resonances [7,117-119]. The first term in (12) corresponds to a hopping process of individual

a
s

atoms along the lattice sites, while the second is a two-body collision process. For the latter,
the conservation of the total angular momentum F implies, in particular, that the following
condition must be fulfilled in each collision,

mp(@) +mp(B) = mp(6) + mp(y), (14)

where mp(a) represents the hyperfine angular momentum state for the atomic species a.

3.1.2. Experimental Requirements Our simulation proposal focuses on the 2+ 1 dimensional
case, which is the first “non-trivial” dimension, since it contains plaquette interactions. In
particular, we need two superimposed optical lattices to perform a lattice gauge theory
simulation, whose minima correspond to the vertices and links of the simulated lattice,
respectively (Fig. 5a). Filling and combining two such lattices is possible in the two-
dimensional case, however, it becomes more complicated in three dimensions. All the
theoretical calculations are valid, nevertheless, for d + 1 dimensions, with d > 2.

To simulate the complete Abelian-Higgs Hamiltonian (6) we need six different bosonic
species (Fig. 5c). Two of them, a and b, are placed on the links of the simulated lattice and
represent the gauge degrees of freedom. Another pair of bosons simulates the scalar fields on
the vertices (dynamical matter), one species on the odd vertices, ¢, and the other one on the
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Figure 5. (a) Two superimposed optical lattices, oriented with a 45° angle between their links,
are required to simulate both the matter and gauge degrees of freedom. The vertices of one
lattice (blue in the figure) represent the vertices of the simulated one, whereas the vertices of
the rotated lattice (green) correspond the the links of the latter. The “matter” lattice is filled
with four types of bosons (c), two species per site, alternating on even and odd vertices. Two
of these bosonic species represent dynamical matter (species ¢ and d), and the other two are
auxiliary bosons required for the simulation (species e and f). The “gauge” lattice, on the
other hand, is filled with two types of bosons on each site (species a and b), with no distinction
for even and odd links. The characteristics of these lattices must be configured such that
there is no interactions between bosons from different sites of the “gauge” lattice—using, for
example, deep potentials—but allowing for interactions between them and the bosons from the
nearest-neighbor vertices of the “matter” lattice. This is the case if the corresponding Wannier
functions have a non-vanishing intersection (b).

even ones, d. The last two species, e and f, are distributed, again, on odd and even vertices,
respectively, acting as auxiliary particles required to obtain the plaquette interactions in an
effective way, as we will see. Each pair of bosonic species corresponds to the same type of
atom, but their internal level differ in the value of the hyperfine angular momentum, mz. We
will denote both types of dynamical bosons with 7, and both auxiliary ones with y, in those
situations where a distinction between the hyperfine angular momentum level is not important.

Dyn.n  Aux.y
Odd c e
Even d f

3.2. Primitive Hamiltonian

For dimensions d + 1, with d > 1, the Hamiltonians that describe lattice gauge theories, such
as the Abelian-Higgs one (6), include plaquette-type interactions made out of the product of
four unitary operators (Fig. 1). Such four-body interactions are not found in the ultracold
atomic Hamiltonian. In order to simulate them, we have to obtain these type of terms
effectively [70,71], as we will explain in later sections.
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We shall call primitive Hamiltonian the one from which the desired Abelian-Higgs
Hamiltonian can be obtained effectively, acting only on a low-energy sector. It has the form

A= ﬂZNi{(ZVﬁ 1)+ EZ [)?1;03,;2?“+;< + h.c.]

N

n n
A ’ A ’ AT /\T A
+ u Z,:‘ Eﬁ’k + U Z Q2 +e Z [¢nUn,k¢n+i< + h.c.] .
n, n

nk

(15)

The first row contains the operators corresponding to auxiliary bosons living on the vertices
of the lattice. ¢ and ¢, are the bosonic creation and annihilation operators, respectively, and
NX = gi¢. is the corresponding number operator. The second row contains all the terms of
(6) except for the plaquette interaction. The primitive Hamiltonian is invariant as well under
U(1) local transformations applied on the vertices of the lattice.

We will now focus on bringing the atomic Hamiltonian to the primitive (intermediate)
form (15). Although only an approximate Hamiltonian can be obtained, the level of
approximation can be controlled by using a different number of atoms in the simulation.

3.3. Operator Transformations

The first step towards a quantum simulation is to construct a one-to-one mapping between the
degrees of freedom of both the simulating and the simulated systems. Here, this is achieved by
defining the operators that appear in the Abelian-Higgs Hamiltonian (6) in terms of bosonic
creation and annihilation operators corresponding to the different atomic species. For a finite
number of atoms trapped on the vertices and links of the optical lattice, the correspondence
is not exact, in the sense that the defined operators will act only on a truncated Hilbert
space. However, the approximation will improve when the number of atoms increases, as
the connection between both systems becomes exact in the infinite number of atoms limit.

On the vertices of the lattice (both even and odds), we introduce the operators Qn, @n and
&) using the second-quantized operators #j, and #;, for the dynamical bosons,

ﬁn = &n (NO,v + Q/\n)l/2 ’ TA]IT] = (NO,v + Q/\n)l/2 &jl (16)
and

On = flafln = Now (17)
where N, is the density of 17 bosons. With these relations, both the canonical commutation
relations for the bosonic operators and the commutation relations (4) are fulfilled. According
to this definition, the operator On is bounded from below by —Ny,,. For this reason, it is not
exactly equivalent to the dynamical charge operator that appears in (6), however, we can think
about it as the latter acting on a truncated Hilbert space—the one spanned by the basis |m) with
m € Z N [-Ny,, co)—where it is equivalent to the dynamical charge operator. For this reason,
we use the same notation for both, understanding, in the following, that we are referring to

the operator acting on the truncated space.
Another problem concerning the finiteness of N is that, by imposing the commutation
relations (4), 7, and ﬁjl cannot be unitary, which also means that they are not the exponential
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of a self-adjoint phase @n, ¢n = e . This is related to the quantum phase operator
problem [120—124], and lies in the fact that Q,, is bounded from below. A unitary operator is
well-defined only in the limit Ny, — oo, such that the charge operator is no longer bounded.

We are working with a large, but finite, number of atoms N, on each vertex. The reason
it is still fine, from a physical point of view, to use these definitions—although they are not
formally correct—is that in all the interaction terms of the Hamiltonian the bosonic operators
appear in pairs, corresponding to nearest-neighbor vertices, ﬁ;ﬁm/z' Therefore, only phase
differences between different vertices are relevant. The phase difference is a well-defined
quantity, since it is canonically conjugate to a number operator, N = N¢ — N, which is not
bounded from below.

The operators associated to the gauge fields, En,k and Un,k can be obtained from the
bosonic operators on the links if we first represent them in a similar way as the atomic
operators on the vertices,

. co (Noo 20 V2 s oo (Nog o~ V72
s = O3 (B b= OB 0) (19)

fra F1b :
where U;, and U}, are lowering operators, and

tp o Nor (19)

nk~ nk - 2

Nos s«
5 b
£ =b

Eﬁ,k = &;,k&n,k -
Again, if the commutation relations (1) are fulfilled, the canonical relations for the bosonic
operators will be satisfied.
The total number of bosons on each link, Ny, is a conserved quantity,
Nos = a4, , + bl b (20)

nk nk’

since, as we shall see, only products of bosonic operators of the form Ezj‘ an . and 132 (a o will
appear in the Hamiltonian. This implies that Efl == Efl = E, . We use latter as the electric
field operator on the link (n, k), which can be expressed also as

1 AL A
(4 &
Enk = 3 (a} @, — BL,by) - (21)

We construct the unitary operators acting on the links as

At fyat b
Un,k - Un,k Un,k ’ (22)
satisfying the correct commutation relations (1) with the electric field (21). Note that, in this
case, the operator E, is not bounded from below. Un!k and Ul’k are, therefore, well-defined
unitary operators, although they only act on a truncated Hilbert space that grows with Nj.

Finally, the product of two bosonic operators on the links can be written as

A7 ni (NosWNosg+2) A 4 172
ajl,kbn,k = Ul,k( Ol—il — Eni(Eng + 1)) ,
(23)
fha Noy(Nog+2) A~ A 1z
bn,kan,k = - n,k(En,k + 1) Un,k s

4
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where we used the property U f(E) = f(E + 1) U (see Appendix C). In the following, we will
assume this property—similarly for the operators on the vertices, ¢ f(Q) = f(Q + 1) ¢—to

deal with these non-commuting operators.
In order to simplify the notation, we define the non-unitary operators

1 1/2
¥, = (1 . —Qn) 3.
NO v

’ (24)
T =
(L[n,k =

172
p2 P Ayt
(Eqnx = En,k)) U

1o =
( No(No; +2)

which become the desired unitary ones, (25,2 and Uf,', in the limits Ny, — oo and Ny; — oo,
respectively. The connection with the atomic operators is summarized in the following

relations,

R At T

é‘)T — 77:1 il — an,kbn,k

! No,, m VNou(Noy +2)/4 25)

R 2t

A T ~ bn,kan,k

(Dn = P (L[n,k = .
No,y VNoi(Noy +2)/4

3.4. Gauge-Invariant Interactions

Local gauge invariance is not a fundamental symmetry in a system of ultracold atoms. It is
essential, however, for the description of the interactions present in high energy physics, as
we have seen. If one aims to correctly describe the latter, gauge symmetry must be imposed
on the simulating system. This can be done either in a digital [91] or in an analog simulation
framework. For the latter, there are two distinct ways to achieve this [71], one where gauge
invariance is obtained effectively, as an emerging, low energy symmetry [73, 74, 76], and
another where it is mapped, exactly, to a fundamental symmetry of the system—such as the
conservation of hyperfine angular momentum in atomic collisions. In this case, as opposed
to an effective gauge symmetry, gauge invariance is exact, making the simulation more robust
against experimental imperfections. Using the second approach, quantum simulations of both
abelian and non-abelian lattice gauge theories have been proposed [70, 93]. Here, we will
employ it to simulate the U(1) gauge invariance of the Abelian-Higgs model.

In order to obtain the correct “gauge-invariant” interactions, the hyperfine angular
momenta of the six bosonic species must fulfill certain conditions (Fig. 6),

mp(a) — mp(b) = mp(c) — mp(d) = mp(e) — mp(f) = Am. (26)

Since only collision processes that conserve the total angular momentum are allowed, this
condition selects the type of terms that appear in the atomic Hamiltonian. Consider, for
instance, the interactions between a dynamical boson on a vertex and a gauge boson on one
of its nearest-neighbor links. The conservation of hyperfine angular momentum allows both
species-changing collisions (Fig. 7a),

da" b e . +¢" b . a .d 27)

R R . ad . R
n nk nk n+k n+k n+kk n+kk n+2k’
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Figure 6. The hyperfine angular momenta of the six bosonic species must fulfilled certain
conditions, such that the conservation of this quantity during atomic collisions permits the
desire atomic interactions.

(a) @\/@ (b) @\/@

Figure 7. The conservation of the total hyperfine angular momentum in the atomic collisions
generates the desired gauge-invariant interactions between the dynamical (a) and auxiliary
matter (b) on the vertices of the lattice, and the gauge degrees of freedom on the links.

and non-species-changing ones,

B4 (ot A ot 2\ A4
d'd (a],a,,+bl b, ,)=dd N,

(28)

n
NP PC N PR YAt oA
¢ e (an,kan,k + bn’kbn,k) =¢ . Nyj.
The sum of these terms becomes a constant, proportional to the number of bosons, when
summed over all vertices, if the scattering lengths are properly tuned. The same kind of
processes appears for the interaction between gauge and auxiliary bosons (Fig. 7b).
The species-changing collisions can be seen to be equivalent to the matter-gauge

interactions in (6), after applying the canonical transformations

( H+IA( )_) é\_ﬁ]+n2(

n+k
Both ¢ and d operators can be denoted now by 7, and both e and f by y. Using the
transformations defined in the last section (25), the species-changing collisions for the

n+k

nik ) ‘ 29)

S
SO

dynamical bosons are just

n

1At AT 7 A ' & Yl
€ (nTa Lot h.c.) =€ ((I)T ll,kq)nHAc + h.c.) , (30)

where a new coupling constant has been defined,

Nos(Noy +2
¢ :e(')NO’M/%. 31)
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For the auxiliary bosons, the species-changing collisions transform to

& ()27&*’ b, R * h.c.) - e()gj;m oo h.c.), 32)

nk" n+k

2
€ = gy 2illor +2) 0”(N4°” *2) (33)

Note that these kind of interactions are possible provided the Wannier functions of the
corresponding bosons on the lattice overlap (Fig. 5b).

with

The conservation of hyperfine angular momentum allows the two types of bosons to
interact as well. This would result in non-desired terms in the simulated Hamiltonian. For
this reason, the system must be prepared such that this kind of interactions does not occur,
using, for example, Feshbach resonances to reduce the corresponding scattering length.

Consider now the non-interacting terms in (15). Both the charge and the electric field
kinetic terms arise from on-site collisions. For the vertices we have

u Z athain, = Z Q> + “constants”, (34)

where we used the conservation of the total number of bosons on the vertices.
On the links, different on-site collision processes appear. They correspond to the electric
field kinetic term if the right couplings are chosen,

Kot a0 st o A NP
Z (an,kan,kan,kan,k + bn,kbn,kbn,kbn,k - 2an,k(’ln,kbn,kbn,k) (35)

Finally, the hard-core constraint for the auxiliary bosons can be obtained from on-site
collision among them, as well as atomic mass terms,

D (Eiakitn = Rbta) = 4 ) D NEE - 1). (36)
Collecting all the building blocks we see how the atomic Hamiltonian corresponds to

H=21) M@ -D+e) [Xl T +h.c.]

nk

n
+u Z Eik +u Z 0>+ ¢ Z [‘i)f.ﬂi,k‘i)m;; + h.c.] ,
nk n

nk

(37)

which, in the limit Ny, No,, — oo results in (15). In an experiment, only a finite number
of atoms is placed on each link and vertex. However, this Hamiltonian provides a good
approximation, even for small number of atoms [83]. We will discuss the effect that the
number of atoms have on the simulation after obtaining the effective Hamiltonian.
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Figure 8. The plaquette interactions are obtained as fourth order correction in the effective
Hamiltonian. A virtual process consisting on one auxiliary particle hopping four times along
the links of a plaquette, and returning to its original positions, results in the correct product of
four unitary operators, each one attached to one link, that gives rise to the plaquette term.

3.5. Effective Hamiltonian

3.5.1. Hard-Core Bosons We shall next describe how the plaquette interactions can be
obtained in an effective way from the primitive Hamiltonian (37). The main idea is to impose
a strong energy penalty in the atomic Hamiltonian, in such a way that the Abelian-Higgs
Hamiltonian (6) is obtained as a low energy effective approximation, including the plaquette
interactions [70]. The advantage of this method is that the building blocks from which
the plaquettes are constructed are already gauge-invariant. Therefore, even if the effective
description contains undesired terms, these will not violate the gauge symmetry.

The method requires the use of auxiliary particles, which can be either fermions or
bosons [71]. In this case, we make use of hardcore auxiliary bosons sitting on the vertices of
the lattice, which we have already introduced in the primitive Hamiltonian (37). The energy
penalty comes from the on-site interaction between auxiliary bosons,

Hyce = aZNg(Nﬁ —1). (38)

We initialize the system with one auxiliary boson per vertex. If A is much larger than €,
the hopping of auxiliary bosons to neighboring vertices implies a large energy penalty. The
effective Hamiltonian acting on the sector characterized by one boson per vertex contains
all the terms in the primitive Hamiltonian (37) that commutes with the penalty (38). It
also includes higher order corrections, related to the virtual hopping of auxiliary bosons
to neighboring vertices, and the return to their original position. In the fourth order, an
auxiliary boson can hop along the links of a plaquette (Fig. 8), resulting the following effective
contribution (Appendix D),

S e T R (39)

23\ ni n+ik mtki nk )P ’
which is the desired plaquette interaction. Terms of the type €'/1"~! only contribute for even
values of n. Therefore, the latter is, in practice, a second order correction. Apart from the
plaquette term, many other terms appear in the effective expansion. Most of them arise as an
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effect of the non-unitary behaviour of the operators (24) when the number of atoms is finite,
vanishing in the large number of atoms limit.

The use of hard-core bosons has several advantages, compared to obtaining the effective
plaquettes using auxiliary fermions [70]. First, the penalty term should be easier to implement
experimentally, since it is homegeneous across the vertices of the lattice. Also, as we will see
when we apply it to the complete lattice Abelian-Higgs theory, no undesired divergence terms
or inhomogeneous renormalizations appear in the effective Hamiltonian, as opposed to in the
fermionic case. Finally, the quantum simulation will only require bosonic atoms, rather than
bosons and fermions, which simplifies as well the experiment.

3.5.2. Effective Expansion Let us derive the complete effective Hamiltonian that acts on
the sector of the energy constraint characterized by just one auxiliary boson per vertex. We
assume that A is large compared to the rest of the coupling parameters,

A>e€, €, u, 1. (40)

This can be achieved experimentally using Feshbach resonances. In order to calculate the
effective Hamiltonian, we use time-independent perturbation theory, following [125, 126].
The effective Hamiltonian is perturbatively expanded in terms of 1/4. More details about the
calculations can be found in Appendix D. Here, we present the results up to fourth order.
Notice that all the terms obtained in the effective expansion are gauge invariant, since the
symmetry was exact in the primitive Hamiltonian (37).

The first order contributions to the effective Hamiltonian include all the terms in the
primitive one (37) that commute with the penalty term (38),

() _ p2 ’ A2 ’ DTt &
Hg =pu Zk: EL+u Z O, +¢€ Z ((Dnﬂn,kq)ml} + h.c.) . 41)

nk

The second order contribution is a renormalization of the electric part of the Hamiltonian,

AR € 4 >
T Zk Eni. (42)
In the third and fourth order, we get, apart from different renormalizations of the first
order terms (41), new contributions that were not present in the primitive Hamiltonian (37).
The most important one is the already mentioned plaquette interaction (39). Due to the non-
unitary character of the operators (24), the effective expansion provides, as well, a plethora
of interaction terms that do not appear in the simulated Hamiltonian (6). Most of these
corrections can be made negligible (see Appendix D). The only extra terms that could affect
the simulation in some regimes are the following fourth order contributions,

= fd

N 4 4 u?
He = ~ v o\l o o E
A3 Noy(Noy +2) (62 No,(Nos + 2)) ; nk
€2 1

—_——_—— EA'n’kEAvn/’k/ - llEA'rzl’kEA'rzl/’k/ 0)
A3 (Noy(Noy +2))° Z [ ]

(43)
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where the last term involves an interaction between nearest-neighbor links. The importance
of the correction terms is analized now for different situations.

3.6. Pure-Gauge Theory

Before discussing the complete effective Hamiltonian, let us consider the pure-gauge theory.
Most of the discussion generalizes when dynamical matter is present. Here, the situation
corresponds to a quantum simulation of the Kogut-Susskind Hamiltonian [116],

2
78 2 _1 YT At
= E Zk En’k B 22 Z (Un,i Un+?,k Un+7<,i nk + ]’l.C.) ) (44)

n,ik

By making € = 0, the effective Hamiltonian simplifies significantly. Most of the correction
terms disappear, and we are left with

2 2 2 2
) HET) | He 1 o). € 4 18 € ~
Heg =|u(l - + -2+ |1+ —= E
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€2 1

.. FORA €°
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(45)
This Hamiltonian, although simplified, still contains some non-desired correction terms. We
study now how we can control them experimentally.

3.6.1. Large Number of Atoms First, consider the limit where a very large number of atoms
is placed on each link of the lattice, Ny; — oco. Every correction term, except for a fourth
order renormalization of the electric field, disappears in this limit. The non-unitary operators
(24) converge to the correct unitary ones, and the effective Hamiltonian becomes the Kogut-
Susskind Hamiltonian (44),

2 4
3 e o JE A A At
o =125 ) S = 35 00(0,0,0,00,, 00 ) (46)
n

n,ik

up to higher order corrections. These are, in the next orders, proportional to ue*/A*, y’e?/A*
and €°/1°. We will see that the last correction is the most relevant one. Note that, since no
terms of order €'/A""!, for n odd, appear in the effective expansion, it is enough to impose
(e/2)* < 1 to make higher order correction negligible. This applies also to the rest of the
situations we will consider. It is important to notice that, at the fourth order, the effective
Hamiltonian in the large atom limit does not include any non-desired contribution, agreeing
perfectly with the Kogut-Susskind Hamiltonian.
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We write now the experimentally controllable parameters, € and u, in terms of the
coupling constant g of the Kogut-Susskind Hamiltonian (44). In order to do so, since we are
only interested in the ratio between the electric and the magnetic part of the Hamiltonian, we
multiply everything by a constant @, whose effect is just to rescale the energy. This constant,
and the coupling g, are defined as

1/2

_[2pd? UE? A RS L€ B
g:[g?(l—F , = I—OEI—? . (47)

The effective Hamiltonian can be expressed,then, as

2
e LS (g oo o
aH.z = > Z En,k 282 Z (Un,iUn+?,k Un+l},i Un,k +hee.
n

N ) (48)
+ O(iz’t—l (E) ) + O(i’—l) +O(i (E) )
grA\e g A g*\a

where the most important higher order corrections are written explicitly, allowing us to discuss
their importance in the different regimes of the theory.

By using the Feshbach resonance technique to fine-tune the ratios § and £, one can
explore the phase diagram of the Kogut-Susskind Hamiltonian. Consider, in particular, two
extreme relevant limits.

e Strong coupling limit (g > 1)

To achieve this, we require
Y €
(—) > —. (49)
€ H
In this limit, only the electric part of the Hamiltonian is relevant. All the corrections are
negligible as well.

e Weak coupling limit (g < 1)

In this case, we need X
s (3) . (50)
u €
Here, the electric part vanishes and the plaquette interaction becomes relevant. The first
two corrections in (48) are small compared to the latter, since €/u is very large. Therefore,
the biggest correction in this limit is of order (e/1)* compared to the plaquette interaction.
From this, we conclude that both €/4 and ©/A must be small in order to make the higher
order corrections in (48) negligible. However, we still have freedom to change the ratio €/u
to achieve different values of g.
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3.6.2. Finite Number of atoms Consider now a more realistic case, where the number of
atoms on each link is finite, and non-desired contributions appear in the effective Hamiltonian.
At the same time, a different approach to generate the electric field operators is introduced.
We set u = 0, and use the renormalization terms that were obtained in the effective expansion
(at the second order) as the electric field part of the Hamiltonian. Proceeding this way, many
correction terms disappear, and we are left with the following effective Hamiltonian,

o=t (1 B S €S a0 0 )
TN N 2 T 2 -3 . . .C.
72 Noy(Noy +2) 4] LT ni Aniin Aosti Dok

n,ik
e 8 . €2 1 PO oA €
+— E} - —= EniEwy — 11E2 B2, +0(—).
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D
Defining, as before, the coupling constant in terms of the system parameters in a proper way,
8 2 18\
=S|l —0—mm= |1+ —= , 52
g [SNOJ(NOJ + 2) €2 ( 4 /12):| ( )
and multiplying everything by a constant
112
N()[(N0[+2)/14 18 € Y
a=|———m——— |1+ —= , (53)
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the effective Hamiltonian can be written as
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(54)
Since Ny, is a fixed quantity, once the experiment starts, the coupling g is controlled with the
ratio (e/A1)*. Consider, again, the weak and strong coupling limits.

e Strong coupling limit (g > 1)

To access this regime, the experimental parameters must be chosen such that
2

(g) > NZ,. (55)

Higher order corrections will be negligible provided that /4 < 1. In this limit, the electric
part of the Hamiltonian dominates. Therefore, even for a small number of atoms in each link,
the atomic Hamiltonian accurately simulates the Kogut-Susskind one.

e Weak coupling limit (g < 1)
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This regime is more problematic, and the accuracy of the simulation depends strongly on
the number of atoms used in the experiment. To access it, we have to impose

1 2
Ny, > (E) > 1, (56)

where the second condition is required to make higher order corrections negligible. In this
regime, the number of atoms (and, correspondingly, the eigenvalues of the electric field
operator) are not good quantum numbers, since the corresponding operators undergo large
fluctuations. But as long as condition (56) is satisfied, the non-unitary operators are close
enough to Un,k = e"@"*, with @n,k a well-defined hermitian phase operator. The latter provides
good quantum numbers when large fluctuations are present.

In this regime, the non-desire fourth-order terms become important. All of them are of
the order O (N(I ‘l‘), but £, can take values m, depending on the state, from —Ny;/2 to Ny,/2.
Higher values of |m| are relevant when the plaquette interaction dominates over the electric
part, however, their influence rapidly decreases with Ny ;. In particular, for a large number of
atoms, the non-desired corrections vanish “faster” than (LAln,k converges to Un,k, being the latter
problem again the most important one.

A final comment about the energy scale of the simulated Hamiltonian is in order. To
be able to obtain a plaquette interaction term that dominates over the electric field one, the
latter should be made smaller. Therefore, the energy scale of the simulated Hamiltonian in
the weak limit is very small. As a consequence, one would have to wait longer times to be
able to observe relevant physical phenomena. In this situation, the coherence time of the
experimental system plays an important role.

Apart from the two extreme limits, it is specially interesting to consider the intermediate
case, with g ~ 1. This corresponds to the condition

1 2
N2, ~ (Z) > 1. (57)

This situation is not as hard to achieve in an experiment as the weak limit, but it is very
relevant since most of the usual analytical approaches to study lattice gauge theories fail in
this intermediate region [116].

Setting 1 = 0 has several advantage with respect to the more conventional approach [70].
As we have seen, it eliminates some of the non-desired correction terms. Also, the condition
to enter the weak regime is easier to realize here, compared to (50). In this case, we can access
the regime by making A/e smaller than Ny,;. The ratio should still be larger than 1, but just
enough to make higher order corrections small.

3.7. Complete Abelian-Higgs Theory

Let us consider now the complete Abelian-Higgs theory. Following the discussion of the
pure-gauge case, we choose, again, u = 0. This automatically removes many of the correction
terms obtained in the last section.
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Again, we multiply the effective Hamiltonian by a properly chosen constant «, and define
g as before (52). In order to get the correct coupling constanst in front of the charge term, and
the interaction term between the dynamical charges and the electric field, we define R as

R= %/ '6 (58)
g

Once g is fixed through 1/€, R can be fine-tuned by changing the ratio |€’|/e. Note that € must
be negative, since the “charge” term and the gauge-matter interaction have opposite signs in

the simulated Hamiltonian (6).
The total effective Hamiltonian reduces, then, to

aH.5 = R Z Q - Z [QDT(LIT An+A +h.c.]

) ) i
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up to higher order effective contributions, which are negligible for all values of g provided that
the conditions introduced in the pure-gauge case are fulfilled. A - comprises the non-desired
effective corrections (up to fourth order) that are small enough to neglect (Appendix D.2).

The phase diagram of the theory can be explored by changing the ratios < and @ , at the
same time as we maintain most of non-desired terms small enough. For small Values of R
and large values of g, the atomic system maps exactly to the Abelian-Higgs theory. When R
grows and g decreases, the effect of the non-unitary character of the operators (ljln,k and &,
becomes important, as well as the relevance of the non-desired electric field terms, as it was
discussed for the pure-gauge case. Making Ny; and N, larger will allow us to perform better
simulations, going deeper into the large R and small g regime. The discussion for the strong
regime in R is analogous to the weak regime in g, and vice versa.

4. Possible Experiments

In the last section, we derived the experimental conditions under which the Hamiltonian
describing a system of ultracold bosons is well approximated by the Hamiltonian associated to
the Abelian-Higgs lattice gauge theory (6). Once this is achieved, several experiments can be
perform on such a system, providing useful information about different high energy physics
phenomena.
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a q=+1 qg=-1
q q
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Figure 9. In the figure, the state of both the simulating and the simulated systems is
represented in two different situations. Figure (a) corresponds to the state of the system at
the beginning of the simulation, with R = 0 and g > 1. In this situation, the ground state of
the simulated system, in a sector characterized by two static charges of opposite sign (g = +1
and ¢ = —1), corresponds to an electric flux line (m = +1) between the static charges, and
zero dynamical charges. The latter is achieved by placing Ny, = 4 bosons on each vertex. The
electric field on the links, on the other hand, depends on the difference between the number of
atoms of species a and b, which interchange their role in alternating links. When R is increased,
the state represented in (a) is no longer an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian. The electric flux line
can break (b), along with the appearance of two dynamical charges (Q = +1 and Q = —1),
leaving the system in a superposition of the states (a) and (b)—notice that both of them fulfill
the corresponding Gauss law at each vertex (9). The dynamical breaking of electric flux lines
can be observed, in real time, by measuring the state of the ultracold atomic system.

4.1. Initialization: Static Charge Sectors

As a first step, the atomic system is initialized in the ground state of the non-interacting part
of the Hamiltonian (6). Therefore, we choose the experimental parameters such that g > 1
(52) and R = 0 (58). Consider the vertices of the lattice. Any dynamical charge configuration
maps directly to the number of dynamical bosons of species ¢ and d (17). The ground state
corresponds, in particular, to an initial atomic system with Ny, dynamical bosons on each
vertex (of the corresponding species, with the same number for each case), such that there
are no dynamical charges present at the beginning of the simulation (Fig. 9a). In addition,
the vertices of the lattice are also filled with one auxiliary boson per site, alternating the two
species (e and f) on odd and even vertices, as we described in Section 3.5.

For the links, there is also a mapping between the eigenstates of the electric part of
the Hamiltonian and the difference in the number of gauge bosons of species a and b (21),
noting that their roles interchange (29). The difference here is that the ground state of the
Hamiltonian does not correspond, in general, to the product of the ground states of each link
(zero electric field configuration). As a consequence of gauge invariance, the Hilbert space
of the system is divided into different sectors (10)—characterized by different static charge
configurations—and the states that belong to them are constrained by the Gauss law (9).
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Consider, for example, the sector characterized by two static charges of opposite sign
(Fig. 9a). The states that belong to such a sector present an electric flux line—or a
superposition of them—that joins the two vertices where the static charges are placed.
Consequently, some of the links will be in excited states of the electric part of the Hamiltonian,
whereas others remain in the ground state—since, altogether, everything must satisfy all the
local Gauss laws (9). The ground state corresponds to the shortest path of electric field
excitations between the charges, in this case, a straight line. This is the situation, in general,
for any gauge-invariant sector. Therefore, any configuration of static charges can be achieved
by initializing the atomic system with the proper number of atoms of type a and b. Since
this number will not be the same on every link for a non-zero static charge configuration (as
opposed to the vertices), single-atom addressing techniques will be required [127].

4.2. Turning on the Interactions

Once the system is initialized in the ground state of the non-interacting part of the
Hamiltonian, the interactions can be introduced by modifying the value of the coupling
constants R and g, tuning the corresponding experimental parameters (58). This can be done
either adiabatically or suddenly (quench). If the change is adiabatic, the system will adapt to
a new state that corresponds to the ground state of the new Hamiltonian. Measuring the new
state allows us to explore the phase diagram of the system. In the case of a quench, the system
will not have enough time to adapt to the change in the Hamiltonian. Instead, it will remain in
the initial state, which will correspond now to an excited state of the new Hamiltonian. Here,
measuring the state of the system will provide us with information about the non-equilibrium
and thermalization properties of the theory.

4.3. Real-Time Dynamics

We propose two different dynamical effects that can be measured in this setup.

4.3.1. Fluctuation of Electric Flux Lines A initial state with well-defined electric flux lines is
an eigenstate of the non-interacting part of the Hamiltonian. Reducing the value of g increases
the probability of a plaquette-type electric flux loop to appear (Fig. 3). If we change this
parameter adiabatically, more of these flux loops will appear, being the state of the system a
superposition of many different electric field configurations. The initial straight flux line can
be deformed if one plaquette excitation coincides with one of its links (Fig. 3). This effect
can be detected dynamically by measuring the state of the atoms on the links of the lattice.

4.3.2. Breaking of Electric Flux Lines Another effect that could be measured dynamically
is the breaking of electric flux lines (Fig. 9). By increasing the value of R, the probability of
new pairs of dynamical charges of opposite sign to appear grows. If such excitations coincide
with an existing electric field line between other pair of charges, it will cause the breaking of
the latter, resulting in two new pairs joined by shorter lines (Fig. 9).
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This phenomenon, relevant in the understanding of confinement of matter in gauge
theories, is hard to study using analytical or numerical techniques, since real-time dynamics
are difficult to simulate using standard Monte Carlo methods. Using this quantum simulation
scheme, the dynamical breaking of electric fluxes could be accurately measured.

4.4. Measuring the State of the System

We showed that there is a mapping between the state of the simulated system in the basis
of the eigenstate of the electric field and charge operator, and the number of atoms of each
species on the vertices and links of the lattice. Therefore, in order to know the state of the
system at any point of the simulation, it is enough to measure the number of atoms locally,
using single-atom detection techniques [128]. By doing that we could obtain a detail picture
of the flux lines and dynamical charge configuration that characterizes the state of the system.

5. Summary

In this paper, we proposed a quantum simulation scheme for the lattice version of the Abelian-
Higgs theory, using ultracold bosonic atoms trapped in an optical lattice. The interest in
performing such simulation is twofold. On the one hand, and despite its simplicity, this model
shows very interesting high energy physics phenomena. It allows the possibility to study both
the Brout-Englert-Higgs mechanism and the confinement of dynamical Higgs matter. On the
other hand, it can serve as a benchmark to study the validity of several quantum simulation
techniques, since the phase diagram of this theory is well known from conventional theoretical
and numerical calculations, and can be compared to the one obtained in a quantum simulation.

Starting from the lattice action of the Abelian-Higgs theory [109], the corresponding
quantum Hamiltonian was obtained using the transfer matrix method (6). Such a Hamiltonian
is a generalization of the pure-gauge Hamiltonian obtained by Kogut and Susskind [116],
including, as well, the degrees of freedom corresponding to the scalar matter fields.

The quantum simulation of this model using ultracold atoms is achieved by utilizing two
superimposed optical lattices, filled with six different bosonic species. These correspond
to three different types of atoms, each one possessing two accessible hyperfine angular
momentum levels. One type of atoms simulates the gauge degrees of freedom, and another
one the dynamical matter. The last type of atoms serves as auxiliary particles, required for
obtaining the plaquette interactions. An intermediate “primitive Hamiltonian” is first obtained
by selecting the correct hyperfine angular momentum levels for the six species, and tuning
some atomic scattering lengths using Feshbach resonances. After transforming the atomic
degrees of freedom and expressing them in terms of the lattice Abelian-Higgs operators, the
atomic Hamiltonian results in a gauge-invariant Hamiltonian. The corresponding operators
are approximated with the bosonic ones, improving the approximation when the number of
bosons increases. The primitive Hamiltonian contains all the terms of the Abelian-Higgs
Hamiltonian except for the plaquette interactions. From the former, and with the help
of the “hard-core” auxiliary bosons, the Abelian-Higgs Hamiltonian can be approximated
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effectively, provided that the energy scales of the system are tuned correctly. The degree of
approximation can be controlled by increasing the number of atoms used in the simulation,
making the non-desired correction terms in the effective expansion negligible.

Finally, we described an experimental scheme for measuring, in real time, interesting
phenomena such as the fluctuation and breaking of electric flux lines, and for adiabatically
preparing the system in the ground state, which could help to explore the phase diagram of
this high energy physics theory.

Next steps toward a complete understanding of the Abelian-Higgs theory might include
higher dimensional cases, as well as non-fundamental representations of the gauge group
(g > 1), allowing a richer phase diagram to be accessed in a quantum simulation experiment.
In a more general context, scalar Higgs matter could be also studied for non-abelian theories.
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Appendix A. The Abelian Higgs Model
Appendix A.1. Review of the Brout-Englert-Higgs Mechanism
Consider the following Lagrangian density,
* . * . 2 g A % g\2 1 J1%
L=(0,¢" +i8A )0 — igAP) + m"¢p"P — §(¢ ¢ - 7 FwE" (A.1)

where ¢(x) is a complex scalar field, A,(x) is a massless vector (gauge) field—which we will
call the photonic field—and g is the interaction strength (charge). Finally, F,, is the usual
electromagnetic field tensor,

F(x) = 0,A,(x) — 0,A,(x). (A.2)
This theory is invariant under the group of local U(1) transformations,

. 1
P(x) = " V(x), A (x) = A (x) - ga,,a(x), (A.3)

parametrized by a(x), which can be different at each space-time point, locally.
The Lagrangian also includes a quartic potential for the scalar field, the Higgs potential,

A
V(g) = —m*|p* + §|¢|“. (A4)
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A semiclassical approximation for the expectation value of the field ¢ in the ground state is
obtained by minimizing the above potential, obtaining a non-zero value for m?> > 0,

2m?

(o= [— =

n (A.S)

5=

For m? < 0, however, the minimum is found for (¢), = 0.

To take into account the effect of quantum fluctuations, one can expand the complex field
¢(x) around the semiclassical result, using two real scalar fields, o(x) and 7(x), such that
R+ o(x)

V2

Plugging this expression into (A.1), the Lagrangian can be expressed in terms of the new

P(x) = ( )e"”(x”R. (A.6)

fields. In particular, the terms containing the gauge field A, alone are now the following,

L= —;LF#VF’” - %miA"Aﬂ +o (A7)
with my = gR. Thus, the non-zero expectation value of the scalar field ¢ generates a mass
term for the gauge field A, or, in other words, the photon becomes massive, which shows how
the Higgs mechanism takes place in this simple model.

In the limit m, 1 — oo, with m?/A fixed, the radial field o decouples, and the effective
Lagrangian for the remaining fields is just

1 1 1
Leﬂ: = Eaﬂﬂ'aluﬂ' + EmiA”A# — mAAMG#JT - ZFﬂyF'uy. (AS)

Appendix A.2. Lattice Gauge Action

The Abelian-Higgs model can be formulated as a lattice gauge theory [109-115], this is, as
a field theory on a discretized space-time. The Euclidean lattice action corresponding to the
effective theory (A.8) has the following form, after a Wick rotation is applied [109],
R*a™! i9n iqOn s —ionss a’? O iOnsiir =iOnss ,—i0
2 Z [e Sone q ni o Pn+it + h'c.] o Z (e nu o nﬂl,ve n+v,ye ny 4 h'c) , (A9)

nu I NTRY

SE:—

where the fields ¢, = e " reside on the vertices of a d + 1 dimensional square lattice with
lattice spacing a, whereas the fields Ur(zqﬁ = ¢ % reside on the links that joins the vertices
n and n + afi, with i a unit vector in one of the d + 1 orthogonal directions. The coupling
constants R and g are introduced to obtain the correct expression in the continuum limit.
Finally, g is an integer number denoting the representation of the U(1) group under which the
Higgs field is transforming, where the fundamental one corresponds to g = 1.

The first term in (A.9) is an interaction between nearest-neighbor vertices, mediated by
the link that connects them. The second one is a plaquette interaction, which involves the
fields on the four links of a plaquette.
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The phase diagram of this lattice gauge theory depends on the specific group
representation under which the Higgs field transforms. In particular, one finds a phase
diagram with two phases if the representation is the fundamental one (¢ = 1), and another
one with three phases if any other representation is used [109, 114]. We shall describe now
the properties of the possible phases one can find in the theory for d + 1 > 4, based on the
results from [109]. If the Higgs field transforms according to a representation of U(1) with
q > 1, the theory presents three different phases,

e Higgs phase (large R, small g). In this phase the photon is massive (Higgs mechanism),
the force between different particles is short-ranged, and there is no confinement of
charges.

e Coulomb phase (small R, small g). Here, the photon is massless, and the charges are
free, as well.

e Confinement phase (large g). In this regime there are no free charges (confinement) and
the photon has a finite mass.

In the fundamental representation (¢ = 1), it can be shown that there is no phase
boundary between the Higgs and confining regimes [109]. The theory presents only two
different phases, a Coulomb phase as in the previous case, and a Higgs-confinement phase,
characterized by massive photons, short-ranged forces, and the absence of free charges.

In the 2 + 1 dimensional case there is no Coulomb phase for finite coupling constants. In
the fundamental representation, there is only one phase, the Higgs-confinement one, whereas
for g > 1, there is a phase boundary separating the Higgs and confinement regimes [109].

Appendix B. Hamiltonian Formulation

We compute the quantum Hamiltonian corresponding to the Abelian-Higgs action (A.9) by
applying the transfer matrix method. The application of the method to the pure-gauge theory
leads to the standard Kogut-Susskind Hamiltonian [52]. Here, we extend it to the matter part
of the action for the fundamental representation of U(1) (g = 1),

S = —RZC;_I D [eretueionn 4 he. (B.1)

nu

First, we separate the temporal and the spatial directions. We introduce the notation
u = (0,k), with k = 1,...,d, and n = (ny,n), where the first component corresponds to the
temporal direction and the second to the d spatial ones. Both ny and n take integer values
from O to N. We also consider the temporal gauge,

0,0=0. (B.2)
The action is expressed, then, as

R2d
s=_2¢

Z COS(Pnnp+1 = Prpy) — Ra"a, Z COS(Pusing ~ Prny ~ Onkng) - (B.3)

T n,ng l‘l,k,n()
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where a, and a are the lattice spacings in the temporal and spatial directions, respectively. To
obtain the correct continuum limit, the fields ¢, should depend on a; as @q 41 — ¢y, & dor-
Therefore, we can expand the cosine in terms of this parameter. We get, disregarding irrelevant
terms (in the limit a, — 0),

g R*a
2a,

Z((pn,noﬂ - (pn,no)2 - Rzad_zaT Z COS((pn*'sz"O ~ Pnng ~ en,k,ﬂo) . (B4)

n,ngp n,k,no

In order to connect the path integral and the Hamiltonian formulations of quantum
mechanics, it is useful to consider the partition function,

Z= fD(,ZJ e = fDCo l_[e_s(‘pnoﬂv‘/’no)’ (B.5)
no

where ¢,,, denotes the set of fields variables ¢y, for all n, and @ refers to the complete set of
¢n, for all ny. In the previous expression, the action was split into a sum of different terms,

S = ZS(‘PnOHa ‘pno)’ (B6)
no
with
zad RZad—Za
S(‘pnoﬂ, ‘pno) = 2 Z(Qon,noﬂ - Qon,no)2 - T‘r Z COS(SD“”EJIO ~ Pong T gn’k’"o)
a- - n,k B
R*a’aq, o
— T Z COS(QOH+]A<,nO+1 - (10n7n0+1 - ell,k,n()+1) .

nk

The transfer matrix elements are defined as T(¢’,¢) = ¢3¢, and can be thought as
the matrix elements of a transfer operator T over a complete and orthonormal product basis

{1o) = T1alen}s )
WITlp) =T, ¢). (B.8)

The partition function is expressed in terms of the transfer operator as

Z= fDQZ) n<90n0+1|T
no

where, in the last equality, the completion relation for the basis,

90n0> = fD‘;DOD‘;DNH <‘;0N+1|TN leo) » (B.9)

I= fﬂp o) ¢l (B.10)

was used N—1 times. Using periodic boundary conditions, ¢y = ¢y = ¢, the partition function
can be expressed as a trace,

Z= ngo (@ TV |y = tr TV, (B.11)
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Motivated by the latter, a quantum Hamiltonian is defined through the transfer operator,
. A\1/N ;
7= ()" — e, (B.12)

taking the continuum limit in the temporal direction, N — oo, a, — 0, with 7 = Na, fixed.
In order to get an expression for the transfer operator, we introduced the second-
quantized operators ¢, and Q,, following the commutation relations

[S’bna Qn’] = ién,n/ . (B13)
(n 1s defined such that

Pnle) = @nlep) - (B.14)
It can be shown that the following property holds,

— (B.15)

by using the commutation relations (B.13). With this, it is easy to see that the transfer operator

2 a,

Zad (‘p;l _ (pn)2)

(@l eXp( —a. 0} )|¢> o eXp(—

can be expressed as

. R*a®? . a A2
T =exXp|—a: ) % COS(‘)}an} - @n - 6)n,k) exp _a"'ﬁ 2 Q“]
- | (B.16)
R°a“" N .
Xexp |—ar 2 nZk COS(‘PnH} ~%n gn,k) >

where 9,1’,{ is a quantum operator corresponding to the gauge field 6, ,, obtained after applying
the similar procedure to the gauge degrees of freedom on the links [52].
Taking the continuum limit in the time direction, a., one can read the Hamiltonian (up to
irrelevant constants) from the transfer operator, using equation (B.12),
R2a4-2

—d
74 a2 Ia gt
= 2R? Z Qn 2 Z [¢n nk¢n+k +h.c. (B17)

where ¢y = ¢ and Uy, = ¢, In order to avoid the quantum phase operator problem
[120-124], the operator Qn must be unbounded from below. Only in that case €% is a well-

defined unitary operator. The situation is equivalent for the conjugate momentum of @n,k, En,k,
defined in [52] to derive the pure-gauge part of the Hamiltonian via the commutation relations

[Ons B ] = i6116nm - (B.18)

The complete Hamiltonian associated to the Abelian-Higgs theory, including the pure-
gauge part [52], is

A 1 "

H= Q - —Z[JU* A+h.c.]

) | (B.19)
&\ v 0 OO

+ E En,k - ng Z (Un,[Un+?,kUn+kz nk +h.c. )

where we seta = 1.



Quantum Simulation of the Abelian-Higgs Lattice Gauge Theory with Ultracold Atoms 31

Appendix C. Non-Commuting Operators

Let A, B and C be operators, fulfilling the commutation relation
[A,B] = CB, (C.1)

with [A,C] = 0 and [B, C] = 0. Then, for any analytical function f, acting on the operators
through its Taylor series, the following property holds,

fAB=Bf(A+C). (C.2)
To see this, let us first prove that
A"B=BA +C), (C.3)

where n is any positive integer. We do this by induction. The case n = 1 is (C.1). Assume it
is true for n = k. For k + 1, we have

AR = A*B(A + C) = BA + ), (C.4)

where the property (C.1) was used in the first equality, and the induction hypothesis in the
second. Therefore, property (C.3) is true for n > 1.
By Taylor expanding f(A),
fh)= ) A", (C.5)

n

it is easy to obtain (C.2),

F(A)B = Z c,A"B = BZ (A +CY =BfA+ ). (C.6)

n

Consider, as an example, the operators E and U', such that
[E,U"1=0". (C.7)
In that case, C is the identity, and the property (C.2) reduces to

FEO =U f(E+T). (C.8)

Appendix D. Effective Hamiltonian

Appendix D. 1. Effective Expansion

Here, details about the calculations that were carried out to obtain the effective Hamiltonian
are provided. The property introduced in Appendix C will be assumed henceforth. We follow
the notation of [125,126]. The starting point is the primitive Hamiltonian,

jig= AZNX(NX “ 1+ EZ [; MX“ +h.c.]

+,uZEnk+u ZQ +e Z[ ' chi)n+]}+h.c.].
ni

(D.1)
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An effective Hamiltonian, acting on a subspace (sector) generated by an eigenvalue of
the hard-core constraint

Auc =) Ni@®@s - 1) (D.2)

is obtained perturbatively—provided that A is much larger than the rest of the energy scales.

The hard-core constraint is diagonal in the number basis of the auxiliary bosons, denoted
by y. Its eigenvalues are largely degenerate, each of them associated with a set of distributions
of auxiliary bosons over the vertices of the lattice. The ground state sector includes all the
states characterized by either zero or one particle on each vertex. Our goal is to obtain an
effective Hamiltonian that acts on the latter. The quantum simulator will be initialized, in
particular, in a state with one auxiliary boson sitting at each vertex. In this situation, some of
the fourth order corrections in the perturbative expansion of the effective Hamiltonian (Fig. 8)
turn out to be the desired plaquette interactions of the Abelian-Higgs Hamiltonian (6). There
are, of course, other contributions to the effective Hamiltonian. Here, we will analyze some
of them. Instead of focusing on the detailed calculations, we will motivate the appearance of
the correction terms by viewing them as virtual physical processes.

The primitive Hamiltonian (D.1) contains two types of terms, apart from the hard-core
constraint. First, we have those that do not commute with the latter. In particular, the hopping
of auxiliary bosons to nearest-neighbor vertices, mediated by the gauge-field operators on the
corresponding links, take the system out of the ground state sector. They form what we will
call the interacting part of the Hamiltonian,

Au=e¢) (XW o h.c.) , (D.3)

nk
where the notation introduced in (24) is assumed. The rest of the terms in (D.1), on the other
hand, keep the system inside the same sector.

The effective Hamiltonian will be composed of terms that commute with the hard-core
constraint and, on top of them, higher order corrections made out of product of terms from
H,.. The latter can be seen as non-trivial contributions resulting from virtual processes
where the auxiliary bosons hop to nearest-neighbor vertices and then return to their original
positions. Since the final state of the auxiliary bosons will not change, these degrees of
freedom can be traced out of the effective Hamiltonian.

Appendix D.1.1. First Order The first order contributions to the effective Hamiltonian are
given by PoHP,, where P, is the projection operator to the ground state sector H°,

Po= > Ig)(gl. (D.4)
p)eHO

In the case where the system is initialized in a state with one auxiliary boson per vertex,
represented by |@g), the projector reduces to |¢g) (¢o|, since the conservation of the total
number of auxiliary particles prevents the system from being in other states from this



Quantum Simulation of the Abelian-Higgs Lattice Gauge Theory with Ultracold Atoms 33
A
~

Figure D1. Second order contributions to the effective Hamiltonian can be viewed as a virtual

hopping of an auxiliary boson (red ball) to a nearest-neighbor vertex, where other boson lies
(black ball), and then hopping back to its original position.

sector—which have zero auxiliary bosons in some vertices, and one in the rest. At this order,
only the terms that commute with the hard-core constraint contribute,

3 _ 22 L N AR L Sidrt G
Itﬁ_ﬂE;Em4jt§:Qn+62502ﬂﬁ;%%+h£). (D.5)
n, n

nk

Appendix D.1.2. Second Order The second order contributions are given by

A = —PyHin K Hiw Py, (D.6)
where ) (0]
£= Y L2400 (D.7)

e Bo — Eo
projects to states outside the ground state sector. The expression (D.6) can be interpreted as
second order virtual processes for the auxiliary bosons (Fig. D1).

Note that, if the operators on the link were unitary, they would cancel with the respective
adjoint operators, resulting in a constant contribution. Since this is not the case, however, for a
finite number of atoms N, the second order virtual processes result in non-trivial corrections
to the effective Hamiltonian. We calculate them explicitly in this case, for clarity. Higher
other contributions can be obtained in a similar way.

The operator K can be written as

K

1
7 ; Ip1) (1l » (D.8)

where states |¢;) correspond to a distribution with zero auxiliary bosons at a single vertex,
two in a nearest-neighbor one, and one in the rest of them. The factor 24 comes from the
difference in energy between |¢;) and the ground state. The total contribution to (D.6) is

AQ =- % D D0 ol (R o+ )81l (R, g+ R i) (ol

¢1 nk nk

(D.9)
The terms including hopping must connect the states |¢y) and |¢;) twice. The second order
contribution to the effective Hamiltonian reduces, then, to

2 2
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 4 .
A% = S N (0 96+ D P:—G—EEZP.

o M;(““ ““Qoﬂmmwmwmm (D.10)

Since this operator is acting on the ground state sector, P, can be removed.
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Figure D2. Many fourth order virtual hopping processes contribute to the effective nearest-
neighbor electric field interaction. All the possibilities are represented for two links when the
first one is traversed first. The same number of them also appear if one starts from the second
link, which are symmetric to the ones represented above.

Appendix D.1.3. Third Order There are two types of third order contributions,
A AA o oAaAaDAaA~ A LA A A A A A
Al = PoHli K Ay K HioiPo = S{PoHin K? HinPo, ) (D.11)

The first one involves, again, the virtual hopping of auxiliary bosons to the nearest-neighbor
vertices. The difference is that, in this case, the the Hamiltonian H;lf) (which does not change
the sector) is applied before the auxiliary boson comes back to its original vertex. This gives
rise to non-local contributions, however, they will cancel with the second part of (D.11), which
is itself non-local. The latter is composed of the first and second order corrections. Performing
similar computations as in the second order case, we obtain the following local terms,

3 e 2 1 A . TV A A
AY = T [N_Sl (1= 2Enx +2E5, + O (NG )) DI D+ e
, ’ (D.12)
_mue 2 3£
A% Noy(Noy +2) &4
We get another renormalization of the electric part of the Hamiltonian, as well as a new term
that correct the hopping term of dynamical bosons with a function of the electric field on the

link. These correction terms disappear in the limit Ny; — oo.

Appendix D.1.4. Fourth Order Many virtual processes contribute to the fourth order
corrections to the effective Hamiltonian,

Lsn 28 b b 20 b Lo n s3n 5 A0
+§{P0HintK Hiy P, POHintKHintPO}_E{ oHine K~ HinPo, Hg}

(D.13)
— PoHin K Hyl R A R HinPo — PoHin K Hin K Hin K Hin P

Most of these terms are composed of first, second and third order processes. As in the

third order case, many non-local contributions arise, but they all cancel out in the end. Let us
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consider first the last term in (D.13). It involves the four virtual hopping steps of an auxiliary
boson, returning to its original position. There are two main processes attached to this. The
first one, already explained, related to the hopping of an auxiliary boson around the fourth
links of a plaquette (8), contributing to the plaquette-type interaction,

5¢€ P A
B E? Z (wn,i(l/{n#,kwn#c,i n,k + hc) ’ (D'14)

The second non-trivial contribution comes from the virtual process that involves hopping
twice to a next-nearest-neighbor vertex, and then hopping back to the original position. This
can be done in many different ways (Fig. D2). The total contribution, after cancelling out the
non-local terms, involve interactions between the electric fields of nearest-neighbor links,

€2 1

-~ B3 EnBwyp - 1E2E2 . (D.15)
A3 (Noy(Noy +2)) ;[ nkn ]

The rest of the terms in (D.13) provide many other contributions. Apart from
renormalizations to the electric part of the Hamiltonian, we obtain terms that also depend
on different powers of the electric field operator,

4
K€ € 18 .
- -1y - - E
[/13 ( NOI(N01+2)) A3 NO,(NO,,+2) Z nk
e
+
s Noz(Noz+2)Z /13 NOZ(N0,+2)Z (D.16)

- ¢ A i + ZE“
A Noy(Noy+2)\ €~ Noy(Noy +2)) &4

We also obtain interactions between the electric field on the links and the dynamical
charge operators on the vertices,

ee? 1 16 . 1 .
—E 1+ —0,+0,.;+1
/13 Ngl - [ Ngl n,k( NO,v(Qn Qn+k ))
" ’ (D.17)
2 A A A A -1
+ W (En,k(Qn - Qn+/A<) - QnQn+/Ac + O(NO,Z )) .

Again, as in the third order, we get corrections to the interaction term between the links
and the vertices, that depend, in this case, on the electric field and the charge operators,

2¢u 1 .
e r Z[((—3+4Enk 4E2k)+—(6 8Eu + 8E2))

/13 2N§l nk (D 18)
Y
+N_01( —4—4Ey, +8E2 )+ O(N; ))@ U b +he
and
eeu 1 1 A oA sr A
e N_()lzk: No,l+2( L+ 2E0x) (On = Ot + 1) DIUL D+ hc. (D.19)
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Finally, two new interaction terms appear in the effective Hamiltonian, consisting on
applying twice the hopping term. The first one acts on the same link,

ﬁiZ[[l—i+i(2—2E + B2 )+0(N-3))(ci>*f£ﬁ b )2+hc
BN Noy N T R AR A &
(D.20)
whereas the second involve hopping processes in two nearest-neighbor links,
e’e” 1 5 gyt ¢ Stqyt ¢
NN Z[(l ~2E,) [(@nwn,pmlﬁh.c.),cpn o he]. 21

and it 18 written in terms of the commutator between them.

Appendix D.2. Relevant Corrections

We study the importance of the correction terms (for the case i = 0), obtained in the effective
expansion of the Hamiltonian, by expressing them, first, in terms of the simulated parameters,
R (58) and g (52), and multiplying everything by @ (53). Let us consider the terms proportional
to (e/1)*. They are proportional to the following coupling constants,

€2 1 2 1
€2 A - (D.22)
A3 (No(No, +2)) 158 (No(No + 2))
e 8 8 1 (D.23)

T (NoiNoy + 207 38" (NoyNoy + 2
which correspond to the electric field interaction between nearest-neighbor links (D.15) and
the quartic electric field term (D.16), respectively. These terms become relevant in the weak
regime. However, their importance decreases rapidly when the number of atoms increases.

The rest of the non-desired contributions are proportional to the following parameters,

2 7 1 R2 2
< o= —(f) <1, (D.24)
2N N\
2 12 1 5R4 2 6
ra= 2 (5) <1, (D.25)
BN Nz, \a
2 1,7 1 5 2 6
cew __g_(f) <. (D.26)
B Ny, 4 Noy \A

All of them are negligible, since § can be made small enough to compensate for the possible
growth due to R and g. We denote all the terms of this type with H .. In general, we can say
that only the corrections of order (e/ )* are important, since this is the order of the effective
plaquettes, and is the most relevant one in the weak regime.
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