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We analytically study the ground-state phase diagrams of ultracold bosons with various values
of the effective magnetic quantum number m in a state-dependent hexagonal optical lattice by
using the generalized effective-potential Landau theory, where the site-offset energy between the
two triangular sublattice A and B is tunable. Our analytical calculations of third-order corrections
are in reasonably good agreement with the previous cluster Gutzwiller calculations. Furthermore,
we reveal the reason why the regions of the Mott lobes (n, n) in phase diagrams for m = 0.02 are
unexpectedly expanded with increasing J/U in deep lattice.

I. INTRODUCTION

Graphene has a profound impact in condensed matter
physics owing its linear band dispersion around the Dirac
point [1, 2]. In solids, many properties of the electrons,
such as the effective mass, the velocity and their inter-
actions, are rigidly determined by the sample itself [3],
and it is hardly changed. Consequently, it restricts the
potential application of graphene. In recent years, stim-
ulated by the extraordinary properties of graphene, the
emulation of graphene-like physics in artificial hexagonal
or hexagonal-like lattices systems (artificial graphene) is
booming [4]. In progress of the engineering novel opti-
cal lattices [5] , ultracold atoms in hexagonal-like optical
lattices provide an avenue to exploring the novel phe-
nomenon which hardly exists in graphene [3, 6–13].

In ultracold systems, bosons in the state-dependent
hexagonal optical lattice is the first realization of an ar-
tificial graphene system [6]. Here the site-offset energy
between two sublattice is dependent on the lattice depth
and the value of the effective magnetic quantum number
m of bosons, moreover its strength can be easily tuned.
In this novel optical lattice, the phase diagrams of the
single-component quantum gas with various values of m
have been numerically studied using cluster Gutzwiller
method [14]. Furthermore, the numerical results indicate
that the phase diagrams strongly depend on the values
of m. However, there is still a lack of analytical results
for the phase diagrams of Bose gas in state-dependent
hexagonal optical lattice.

So far, the phase diagrams of ultracold bosons in com-
plex optical lattice (such as hexagonal, Kagomé optical
lattice, and optical superlattice induced by dipolar in-
teraction) could have been obtained by several analytical
methods, including mean-field theory [15], random-phase
approximation [18], strong-coupling expansion (SCE)
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method [15–17], and the generalized Green’s function
method [19, 20], the generalized effective-potential Lan-
dau theory (GEPLT) [21–23]. Although the effect of
high-order corrections is more obvious in a system with
small coordination number, there are still only two ana-
lytical methods, i.e., SCE method and GEPLT, which are
easy to calculate the high-order corrections of the phase
boundaries.

There are some technical issues [22] in the former
GEPLT [21, 24], but fortunately these issues are clari-
fied in our previous work [22]. We have revealed that
the clarified GEPLT is extremely well for obtaining the
phase diagrams of ultracold bosons in two different type
bipartite superlattices [22, 23]: one is a bipartite super-
lattice caused by superlattice structure, and the other
one is a bipartite superlattice induced by dipolar inter-
action (induced bipartite superlattice). More specifically,
the phase boundaries of the third-order corrections ob-
tained by the clarified GEPLT are in excellent agreement
with the quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) simulations in
bipartite superlattice [22]. In induced bipartite super-
lattice, the third-order results obtained by the clarified
GEPLT are better than the third-order SCE calculations
for weak nearest-neighbor repulsion [22] and these results
are also in complete agreement with QMC calculations
for second-order phase transition [23].

In this paper, with the help of GEPLT, we can study
the phase diagrams of single-component quantum gas
with different m, i.e., m = 0, m = 0.02 and m = 0.1,
in state-dependent hexagonal optical lattice. In our pre-
vious work [22], the phase boundaries of the bosons in
the normal bipartite superlattice, in which the site-offset
energy ε is independent on the trapping lattice depth,
have been analytically calculated by the GEPLT. Com-
pared with QMC simulations of this system, we find that
our third-order analytical calculations are in excellent
agreement with QMC simulations [22]. Therefore, we
are sure that the GEPLT will be a high-accuracy ana-
lytical method for studying the phase diagrams of ultra-
cold bosons in a state-dependent hexagonal optical lat-
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tice, in which the site-offset energy ε is dependent on
lattice depth and m.

II. THE MODEL AND METHOD

The state-dependent hexagonal optical lattice has been
realized in the experiment [6], and the total trapping po-
tential [6, 14, 25] reads

V (r) = −V0 [VHex + Vpol] , (1)

where V0 is the corresponding lattice depth. Here the
state-independent potential reads

VHex = 6− 2
∑
i

cos(bir), (2)

and state-dependent potential for |F,mF 〉 state reads

VHex =
√

3(−1)FmF cosα η
∑
i

sin(bir), (3)

with b1 = 2π/λ(
√

3, 0, 0), b2 = π/λ(−
√

3, 3, 0) and b3 =

π/λ(−
√

3,−3, 0), where α is the angle between the quan-
tization axis (or orientation of homogeneous magnetic
field B) and lattice plane, and η = 0.13 is dimensionless
proportionality factor [14]. Here we can define a effective
magnetic quantum number m = (−1)F+1mF cosα [14],
and it is clear that the ranging of m can continuously be
adjusted from −mF to mF . In Ref. [6], the wavelength
of the lattice laser beams is chosen as λ = 830 nm, and
the corresponding lattice constant is a = 2λ/(3

√
3).

In Dirk-Sören Lühmann et al.’s work [14], the optimal
Wannier functions are determined in such a way that the
amplitudes of processes beyond the Hubbard model are
minimized. By choosing this optimal Wannier functions,
the corresponding Hamiltonian of the state-dependent
hexagonal optical lattice can read [14]

Ĥ = −J
∑
〈i,j〉

â†i âj +
1

2

∑
i

Uin̂i(n̂i−1)+
∑
i

(εi−µ)n̂i, (4)

where J is the nearest-neighbor tunneling, âi (â†i ) is the

boson annihilation(creation) operator at site i, n̂i = â†i âi
is the particle-number operator on i-th site, Ui denotes
the on-site repulsion at site i, µ is the chemical poten-
tial, and εi is the site-offset energy(εA = 0 and εB = ε
for sublattice A and B). Since only the site-offset energy
ε is approximately linearly dependent on the parameter
m [14], but the other interactions are weak dependent
on m, i.e., J(m) ≈ J and UA(m) ≈ UB(m) ≈ U (see
the Figs. 8 in the ref. [14]), and therefore the phase
boundaries in the ref. [14] can be obtained by using clus-
ter Gutzwiller method to study the standard Hubbard
model, in which the on-site repulsions UA and UB are
assumed to be equal.

Before calculating the phase diagrams, we would like
to discuss the possible ground states of the systems in
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FIG. 1. The sketch of the state-dependent hexagonal optical
lattice with different effective magnetic quantum number m,
where m are equal to 1, 0 and -1 for (a), (b) and (c). The
site-offset energy ε between the two triangular sublattice A
and B is is tunable.

the atomic limit (J = 0). In this limit, the ground states
are determined by the competing between the on-site in-
teraction U and the site-offset energy ε. If the Mott lobe
(nA, nB) with the imbalance ∆n = nA−nB and the fixed
filling ρ = (nA+nB)/2 is in existence, ε needs to meet the
constraint ∆n−1 < ε/U < ∆n+1 obtained by solving the
inequations EnA+1,nB−1 > EnA,nB

< EnA−1,nB+1, where
nB is nonzero. In the case of nB = 0, the Mott lobe (1, 0),
i.e., ∆n = 1, can always exist in the systems with ε/U >
0. The site-offset energies ε(m = 0)/U , ε(m = 0.02)/U
and ε(m = 0.1)/U as a function of the variational trap-
ping lattice depth V0 are shown in Fig. 2, respectively.
In the deep lattice depth, due to the ε(m = 0.02)/U in
the range of (0, 1), therefore the ∆n for the Mott lobes
(nA, nB) can take two values ∆n = 0 and ∆n = 1. For
the similar reason, the ∆n can take three values, i.e.,
∆n = 1, ∆n = 2, and ∆n = 3 in the system with
m = 0.1, where we have 2 < ε(m = 0.1)/U < 3. Taking



3

m = 0.02 as an example, we will analyse the chemical
potential width of the Mott lobes (nA, nB). In the Mott
lobes (n, n) [(n, n − 1)], the chemical potential should
satisfy constraint inequations En,n−1 ≥ En,n ≤ En+1,n

(En−1,n−1 ≥ En,n−1 ≤ En,n), i.e., ε+U(n−1) ≤ µ ≤ Un
[U(n−1) ≤ µ ≤ ε+U(n−1)], where the En,n is the eigen-

vale of the Ĥ(J = 0). More specifically, the chemical po-
tential widths of the Mott lobes (1, 0), (1, 1), (2, 1), (2, 2),
(3, 2) and (3, 3) are 0 ≤ µ ≤ ε, ε ≤ µ ≤ U , U ≤ µ ≤ ε+U ,
ε+U ≤ µ ≤ 2U , 2U ≤ µ ≤ ε+2U , and ε+2U ≤ µ ≤ 3U ,
respectively.

ϵ/
U

50 10 15 20 25 30
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

V0

FIG. 2. The site-offset energies ε/U with different effective
magnetic quantum number m as function of the lattice depth
V0, where the red line, the green dashed line and the blue
dot-dashed line represents ε(m = 0.1)/U , ε(m = 0.02)/U
and ε(m = 0)/U( sublattice A and B are balanceable), re-
spectively. The data for ε(m = 0.1)/U and ε(m = 0.02)/U
come from the ref. [14]. Here we do not draw the curve of
ε(m = 0.1)/U within the regions of V0 . 9.5, owing to the
fact that these data are not provided in ref. [14].

We can make a reasonable assumption that the fea-
tures of the Mott lobes obtained in the limit J = 0 will
not change when we keep J/U � 1. Hence, the region of
Mott lobes (n, n) will expand with increasing the value
of J/U (or decreasing the value of the lattice depth) in
the deep lattice (J/U � 1), owing the fact that ε is de-
creasing with increasing the value of J/U . This feature
of Mott lobes (n, n) is in contrast to the feature of Mott
lobes (n, n) in normal superlattice system in which the ε
is constant (do not change with the lattice depth), and
this feature has clearly been shown in Fig. 4(b) [or see
the Fig. 9(b) in ref. [14]].

As mentioned above, the features of the Mott lobes
have been revealed in the atomic limit (J = 0). At be-
low, we will introduce the GEPLT to study the phase
boundaries of single-component quantum gas in state-
dependent hexagonal optical lattice, in which the site-
offset energy ε is dependent on lattice depth V0 and effec-
tive magnetic quantum number m. In our previous work
[22], we have revealed that the GEPLT is good enough
to obtain phase boundaries of bipartite superlattice with
the fixed site-offset energy ∆µ which is independent on
V0. By mapping µ→ µ+ ε and ε→ ∆µ, then the forms
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FIG. 3. The diagrams of the coefficients α
(n)
2ij for a tunable

state-dependent hexagonal optical lattice, where Z = 3 is
the coordination number of the systems. The diagrams of

the coefficients α
(n)
2ij in state-dependent hexagonal lattice are

the same with these figures in normal bipartite superlattices
[22, 23].

of the Hamiltonian in state-dependent hexagonal opti-
cal lattice and the normal bipartite superlattice are the
same. Thus, we can directly use the GEPLT, which is
established in normal bipartite superlattice system with
the fixed site-offset energy ∆µ, to study the phase di-
agrams of the state-dependent hexagonal systems. Im-
mediately, we can obtain the first three orders of the

phase boundaries J
(n)
c of single-component quantum gas

in state-dependent hexagonal optical lattice, which read

J (1)
c =

√
α
(0)
2AAα

(0)
2BB/α

(1)
2AB , (5)

J (2)
c =

2

√
α
(0)
2AAα

(0)
2BBα

(1)
2AB

α
(0)
2AAα

(2)
2BB + α

(0)
2BBα

(2)
2AA

, (6)

J (3)
c =

α
(0)
2AAα

(2)
2BB + α

(0)
2BBα

(2)
2AA

2

√
α
(0)
2AAα

(0)
2BBα

(3)
2AB

, (7)

where α
(n)
2ij are perturbative coefficients for state-

dependent hexagonal systems. With the help of
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Raylieigh-Schrödinger perturbation expansion, we can
easily calculate the values of these perturbative coeffi-

cients α
(n)
2ij . The specific process of calculating the pertur-

bative coefficients α
(n)
2ij have been clearly demonstrated

[21, 23, 26, 27].

III. THE GROUND-STATE PHASE DIAGRAM
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FIG. 4. The phase diagrams of single-component quantum
gas in state-dependent hexagonal optical lattice for effective
magnetic quantum number m = 0(a)[27], m = 0.02(b) and
m = 0.1(c). The red solid lines are the third-order results,
the green dashed lines are the second-order calculations, and
the pink dot-dashed line are the first-order (mean-field) esti-
mations. Here the blue dots are results obtained by cluster
Gutzwiller calculation [14].

With the help of the phase boundaries in Eqs. (5)-
(7), we can analytically obtain the first three orders of
the phase boundaries with effective magnetic quantum
number m = 0, m = 0.02 and m = 0.1, respectively.
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FIG. 5. The universal ε/U -J/U phase diagrams of single-
component quantum gas with arbitrary values of the effective
magnetic quantum number m for (a) half-integer and (b) in-
teger filling. Here the blue dots are results obtained by clus-
ter Gutzwiller calculation [14], and the all solid lines are the
third-order results, the all long-dash lines are the second-order
calculations, and the all dot-dashed lines are the first-order
estimation. The different colours denote the different Mott
phases, i.e., the brown represents the Mott phase (2, 1), the
red represents the Mott phase (1, 0), the green describes the
Mott phase (2, 0), the magenta describes the Mott phase (2, 2)
and the orange describes the Mott phase (1, 1). The pink,
purple and brown short-dash line denotes m = 0.1, m = 0.02,
and m = 0, respectively.

From the Fig. 4, it is easy to find that our analyti-
cal results are consistent with cluster Gutzwiller simu-
lations for effective magnetic quantum number m = 0
and m = 0.02. In the case of m = 0.1, our analytical
results are in good accord with cluster Gutzwiller cal-
culations in the Mott lobe (2, 0) for the large interval,
and only in small interval µ/U ∈ (1.04, 1.15), there are
some deviations between our analytical results and clus-
ter Gutzwiller simulations [14]. Moreover, it is interesting
that the Mott phase (2, 1) forms a island in contrast to
a normal lobe in the parameter space. In order to ob-
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tain the outline of the Mott island, we need to consider
at least the contributions of third-order corrections, the
first two orders of the calculations do not have ability to
obtain this interesting Mott island [See Fig. 4(c)]. One
of the possible reasons why there are some deviations be-
tween our results and cluster Gutzwiller calculations for
the Mott island (2, 1) and Mott lobe (2, 0) in small inter-
val µ/U ∈ (1.04, 1.15) is that the type of phase transi-
tions from Mott island or lobe to superfluid is dependent
on µ. This interesting phenomenon has been revealed
in the bipartite lattice system caused by dipolar interac-
tion [28]. More specifically, the phase transition is maybe
a fist-order or weak fist-order phase transition for Mott
lobe (2, 0) [Mott island (2, 1)] with small (large) µ, but
the phase transition is second-order phase transition in
the other regions.

In order to study the deviations of the tips of Mott
phases obtained by these two methods, we also reveal
the universal ε/U -J/U phase diagrams, in which each
point (ε/U, J/U) represents the tip of the Mott phase in
J − µ − U phase diagrams for the fixed ε/U . From the
Fig. 5, it is clear that the values of the tips obtained by
our analytical method are perfectly consistent with clus-
ter Gutzwiller simulations, the relative deviations of our
third-order results and cluster Gutzwiller calculations are
less than 9%(5%) for Mott insulator with (half-)integer
filling.

IV. CONCLUSION

The phase diagrams of single-component Bose gas with
various values of m in the state-dependent hexagonal op-
tical have been revealed by using the GEPLT. In the case
of m = 0.02, we reveal that the Mott lobes (n, n) will
abnormally expand with increasing J/U in deep lattice.

The reason why there exists such abnormally expand-
ing phenomenon is that the site-offset energy ε decreases
with increasing J/U . Furthermore, this interesting phe-
nomenon can be detected in this novel lattice with a har-
monic confinement by using in situ imaging techniques
[29]. In the case of m = 0.1, we find that our third-order
analytical results can well demonstrate that the outline
form of the Mott phase (2, 1) is island. More generally,
the first three orders of the corrections have also been
calculated analytically, and our third-order analytical re-
sults are in good agreement with the numerical solutions
obtained by cluster Gutzwiller method. Besides, the val-
ues Jc/U of the tips in the Mott phases as a function of
the site-offset energy ε/U have also been calculated an-
alytically. Compared to cluster Gutzwiller simulations,
the relative deviations of these tips of our third-order
results are less than 9% (5%) for Mott insulator with
(half-)integer filling. Thus, the GEPLT as an accurate
analytical method, which is easy to obtain higher orders
hopping corrections, has tremendous potential especially
for studying the second-order quantum phase transition
of ultracold bosons in lattices with small coordination
numbers, for example, artificial hexagonal-like lattices
systems.
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Sören Lühmann, K. Sengstock, and C. Weitenberg, Ex-
perimental reconstruction of the Berry curvature in a Flo-
quet Bloch band, Science 352, 1091 (2016).

[13] T. Li, L. Duca, M. Reitter, F. Grusdt, E. Demler, M.
Endres, M. Schleier-Smith, I. Bloch, and U. Schneider,
Bloch state tomography using Wilson lines, Science 352,
1094 (2016).
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