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The dynamics of charge carriers in lattices of quantum spins is a long standing and fundamental
problem. Recently, a new generation of quantum simulation experiments based on atoms in opti-
cal lattices has emerged that gives unprecedented insights into the detailed spatial and temporal
dynamics of this problem, which compliments earlier results from condensed matter experiments.
Focusing on observables accessible in these new experiments, we explore here the equilibrium as well
as non-equilibrium dynamics of a mobile hole in two coupled antiferromagnetic spin lattices. Using
a self-consistent Born approximation, we calculate the spectral properties of the hole in the bilayer
and extract the energy bands of the quasiparticles, corresponding to magnetic polarons that are
either symmetric or anti-symmetric under layer exchange. These two kinds of polarons are degener-
ate at certain momenta due to the antiferromagnetic symmetry, and we, furthermore, examine how
the momentum of the ground state polaron depends on the interlayer coupling strength. The long
time dynamics of a hole initially created in one layer is shown to be characterised by oscillations
between the two layers with a frequency given by the energy difference between the symmetric and
the anti-symmetric polaron. We finally demonstrate that the expansion velocity of a hole initially
created at a given lattice site is governed by the ballistic motion of polarons. It moreover depends
non-monotonically on the interlayer coupling, eventually increasing as a quantum phase transition
to a disordered state is approached.

I. INTRODUCTION

The motion of charge carriers in doped antiferromag-
netic (AF) layers is a key problem in quantum many-
body physics that has been studied intensely since the
discovery of high temperature superconductivity. In the
cuprates [1] as well as in other strongly correlated two-
dimensional (2D) materials such as the pnictides [2], or-
ganic layers [3], and twisted bilayer graphene [4], pair-
ing exists close to the magnetically ordered phase. The
competition between hole motion and AF order, there-
fore, provides important clues for the physics of these
unconventional superconductors [5, 6]. For small hole
doping, the hole dynamics is described by the ubiquitous
t-J model, which is able to quantitatively explain pho-
toemission experiments from insulating cuprates when
treated within the so-called self-consistent Born approxi-
mation (SCBA) [7]. The dressing of the hole by magnetic
frustration in its vicinity leads to the formation of quasi-
particles coined magnetic polarons [8–12], which play a
key role for understanding the properties of doped AF
layers. It is well-known that the SCBA yields an accurate
description of the equilibrium properties of the magnetic
polaron [11–15], and recently this was shown to hold for
the non-equilibrium properties as well [16]. Since the unit
cell of some cuprates can have two or more CuO2 planes,
magnetic polarons have also been studied in multi-layer
systems [17–19]. Such systems are also interesting be-
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FIG. 1: A hole in an AF bilayer. The blue and red
balls represent fermions with spin up and down respec-
tively, and the green circle the hole. Reading from left to
right, we see the hole propagating in the AF background,
destroying the AF order around it. The delocalization of
the hole and the AF order are, therefore, two competing
dynamics of the system.

cause they exhibit a quantum phase transition between
long range AF order and a disordered state of spin sin-
glets across the layers [20–25].

Mobile charge carriers in two-dimensional (2D) quan-
tum AF magnets has recently received renewed interest
due to a novel generation of experiments using ultracold
atoms in optical lattices [16, 26–30]. These experiments
provide an essentially perfect realization of the Fermi-
Hubbard model and combined with their single site reso-
lution imaging, they represent a powerful quantum sim-
ulator for exploring the interplay between charge carriers
and magnetic order in doped AFs [31–35]. Recently, also
bilayer [36] and ladder geometries [37] have been realised
with optical lattices.

Here, we explore a single mobile hole in a bilayer sys-
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tem consisting of two square lattices of spins with AF
order. We analyze the spectral properties of the hole as
a function of the system parameters using a diagram-
matic approach based on the SCBA, and we discuss the
properties of the two kinds of magnetic polarons existing
in the system, which are either symmetric or antisym-
metric under layer exchange. Focusing on observables
that are accessible in the new optical lattice experiments,
we show that these polarons give rise to intriguing non-
equilibrium effects of the hole such as oscillations between
the two layers, and a long time expansion velocity that
first decreases and then increases with the interlayer cou-
pling as the spins approach a quantum phase transition
to a disordered state.

II. MODEL

We consider a single mobile hole in an antiferromag-
netic (AF) bilayer formed by two square lattices as illus-
trated in Fig. 1. The dynamics of the hole is described
by the t-J model with the Hamiltonian

Ĥ = Ĥt + ĤJ (1)

where

Ĥt = −t ∑
l,⟨i,j⟩,σ

c̃†l,i,σ c̃l,j,σ − t⊥∑
i,σ

c̃†1,i,σ c̃2,j,σ + h.c. (2)

and

ĤJ = J ∑
l,⟨i,j⟩

[Ŝl,i ⋅ Ŝl,j −
1

4
n̂l,inl,j]+

J⊥∑
i

[Ŝ1,i ⋅ Ŝ2,i −
1

4
n̂1,in̂2,i] (3)

Here, c̃†l,i,σ = ĉ
†
l,i,σ(1− n̂l,i,σ̄) where ĉ†l,i,σcreates a fermion

in layer l = 1,2 at site i with spin σ =↑, ↓. The factor

1 − n̂l,i,σ̄ with n̂l,i,σ̄ = ĉ†l,i,σ̄ ĉl,i,σ̄ and σ̄ the opposite spin

of σ ensures that no site is doubly occupied. The matrix
elements for inter- and intralayer hopping are t and t⊥,
and the AF coupling between neighbouring spins within
the same layer and in different layers is J > 0 and J⊥ > 0
respectively. Also, the spin 1/2 operators are given in
terms of the fermions via the Schwinger representation

Ŝl,i =
1

2
∑
σ,σ′

ĉ†l,i,σσσσ′ ĉl,i,σ′ , (4)

with σ = (σx, σy, σz) a vector of Pauli matrices. Tak-
ing J = 4t2/U and J⊥ = 4t2

⊥
/U , the t-J model provides

an effective low-energy description of the Fermi-Hubbard
model with strong onsite repulsion U ≫ t [38, 39], but
it can also be regarded as an independent model in it-
self. One can for instance realize models with J⊥ ≠ 4t2

⊥
/U

using atoms in optical lattices [28, 40] as well as using
Rydberg atoms in optical tweezers [41].

A. Slave-fermion representation

To describe the motion of a single hole in the bilayer,
we perform a Holstein-Primakoff transformation general-
ized to the case where a hole is present [8, 10–12, 30]. Due
to the AF order, we can for each layer define two sublat-
tices A and B where the spins will predominantly point
up in sublattice A and down in B. A site in sublattice
A in layer 1 is adjacent to a site in sublattice B in layer
2 and vice versa, see Fig. 1. For sublattice A, the spin

operators are expressed as Ŝzl,i = (1 − ĥ†
l,iĥl,i)/2 − ŝ

†
l,iŝl,i

and Ŝ−l,i = Ŝxl,i − iŜ
y
l,i = ŝ†l,i(1 − ŝ

†
l,iŝl,i − ĥ

†
l,iĥl,i)

1/2, and

the creation operators are c̃i,↓ = ĥ†
l,iŝl,i and c̃i,↑ = ĥ†

l,i(1 −
ŝ†l,iŝl,i−ĥ

†
l,iĥl,i)

1/2. Here, ĥ†
l,i is a fermionic creation oper-

ator of a hole and ŝ†l,i is a bosonic creation operator of a

spin-fluctuation. The square root (1− ŝ†l,iŝl,i − ĥ
†
l,iĥl,i)

1/2

give a combined hardcore constraint for both spin exci-
tations and holes. Operators on sublattice B take similar
form [30].

Applying this so-called slave-fermion representation to
the spin part of the Hamiltonian given by Eq. (3) and
keeping only linear terms yields after diagonalization

ĤJ = E0 + ∑
k,µ=±

ωµ,kb̂
†
µ,kb̂µ,k. (5)

Here, E0 = −J⊥(2N − 1)/2−Jz(2N − 1)/2+∑k,µ=± ωk,µ/2
is the ground state energy with N the number of lattice
sites in each plane, and

ω±,k = 1

2

√
(Jz + J⊥)2 − (Jzγk ± J⊥)2 (6)

is the spin wave spectrum, with the structure factor
γk = ∑δδδ eik⋅δδδ/z = (coskx + cosky)/2. Here, z = 4 is the co-
ordination number and δδδ are the nearest neighbor sites,
while the crystal momentum k is in the first Brillouin
zone (BZ) of the square lattice [17–19]. We take the
lattice constant to be unity throughout. The bilayer has
two spin wave branches µ = ±, which are connected to the
spin fluctuation operators by a unitary and a Bogoliubov
transformation

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

ŝ1,k

ŝ†1,−k
ŝ2,k

ŝ†2,−k

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

= 1√
2
[1 −1
1 1

] [U+,k 0
0 U−,k

]

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

b̂+,k
b̂†
+,−k

b̂−,k
b̂†
−,−k

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

. (7)

Here, 1 = [ 1 0
0 1 ] and U±,k = [ u±,k −v±,k

−v±,k u±,k ] with the coher-
ence factors

u±,k =

¿
ÁÁÀ1

2
(zJ + J⊥

2ω±,k
+ 1)

v±,k = sgn [zJγk ± J⊥]

¿
ÁÁÀ1

2
(zJ + J⊥

2ω±,k
− 1). (8)



3

-π 0 π

px

-π

0

π

p
y

+

-π 0 π

px

−

0

1

2

ω/J

FIG. 2: Spin wave dispersion. The left and right panel
show the spin wave dispersion given by Eq. (6) for the
µ = + and µ = − branches respectively with J⊥/J = 0.25.

Operators in momentum space are connected to opera-
tors in real space via the usual discrete Fourier transform
ŝl,k = ∑i ŝl,i exp(−ik ⋅ i)/

√
N . The full details of the diag-

onalization of ĤJ can be found in Appendix A. Figure 2
shows the spin wave dispersion for the two branches tak-
ing J⊥/J = 0.25. At low momenta, the µ = + branch cor-
responds to spin waves in the two planes being in-phase
giving a Goldstone mode for k → 0. This is reversed
close to p = (π,π) where the µ = − mode corresponds to
the spin waves in the two planes being in-phase. More
generally, we have ω+,k+Q = ω−,k where Q = (π,π) is the
AF ordering vector, so that the full spin wave spectrum
displays the expected symmetry from the AF order.

Likewise, using the slave fermion representation for Ĥt

yields

Ĥt = ∑
k,p,l

ĥ†
l,p+kĥl,p[g+(p,k)b̂

†
+,−k + (−1)lg−(p,k)b̂†−,−k]

+∑
k,p

ĥ†
2,p+kĥ1,p[f+(k)(b̂+,k + b̂†+,−k)

+ f−(k)(b̂−,k − b̂†−,−k)] + h.c.. (9)

Here

g±(p,k) =
zt√
2N

[u±,kγp+k − v±,kγp] (10)

is the vertex describing the scattering between a hole and
a spin wave where the hole remains in a given layer, and

f±(k) =
t⊥√
2N

[u±,k ∓ v±,k] (11)

is the scattering vertex when the hole jumps from one
layer to the other. Equation (9) quantitatively describes
how the motion of the hole distorts the AF order by the
emission of spin waves. The inter-layer vertices f±(k)
vanish when t⊥ = 0 and the Hamiltonian then simplifies to
two copies of a single layer as expected. The interaction
vertices satisfy the symmetries

g±(p,k +Q) = −g∓(p,k), g±(p +Q,k) = −g±(p,k)
f±(k +Q) = f∓(k) (12)

due to the underlying AF order.

III. SYMMETRIC AND ANTI-SYMMETRIC
POLARONS

The competition between the hole motion and the
magnetic order leads to the formation of quasiparticles
where the hole is surrounded by a cloud of reduced AF
order [8–12]. These quasiparticles, named magnetic po-
larons, play a central role for the equilibrium as well as
non-equilibrium properties of the system. The bilayer
symmetry ĉ1,i ↔ ĉ2,i of Eq. (1), means that the polaron
states can be divided into those symmetric and antisym-
metric under layer exchange. The wave function for the
polarons can be expressed as a series of terms with an in-
creasing number of spin waves on top of the AF ground
state, i.e.

∣Ψ±

p⟩ =
√

Z±

p

2
(ĥ†

1,p ± ĥ
†
2,p)∣AF⟩+

∑
k,µ,l

φ±l,µ(p,k)ĥ
†
l,p+kb̂

†
µ,−k∣AF⟩ . . . . (13)

Here, ∣AF⟩ is the AF ground state defined by b̂µ,k∣AF⟩ =
0, Z±

p is the quasiparticle residue, and φ±l,µ(p,k) is the
coefficient for the term involving a hole with momen-
tum p + k in layer l and a spin wave in branch µ with
momentum −k. For a single layer, one has developed
diagrammatic rules for constructing the wave function
corresponding to the SCBA, which was used to calculate
terms including up to three spin waves [42–44]. Recently,
this has been extended to infinite order in the number of
spin waves by deriving a set of Dyson like equations [30].

IV. SELF-CONSISTENT BORN
APPROXIMATION

We use the self-consistent Born approximation (SCBA)
[8, 10] generalized to the case of a bilayer to analyze the
properties of the hole [17–19]. For a single layer, the
SCBA is known to yield quantitatively accurate results
for the equilibrium properties of the hole [11–15, 45],
and recently this has been shown to hold for the non-
equilibrium dynamics as well [16].

The layer degree of freedom gives rise to a 2 × 2 ma-
trix structure for the equilibrium Green’s function for the
hole, which we define as

Glm(p, τ) = − ⟨Tτ [ĥl,p(τ)ĥ†
m,p(0)]⟩ , (14)

where T is time ordering in imaginary time τ . We
have G11(p, τ) = G22(p, τ) ≡ Gd(p, τ) and G12(p, τ) =
G21(p, τ) ≡ Go(p, τ) due to the layer symmetry. The
Dyson equation reads in frequency space

G(p) = 12G0(p) +G0(p)Σ(p)G(p), (15)
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where p = (p, iωp) with iωp a fermionic Matsubara fre-
quency. The non-interacting hole Green’s function is
G0(p) = 1/iωp independent of the crystal momentum

since there is no kinetic energy term for the hole in Ĥt

given Eq. (9). The self-energy matrix is

Σ(p) = [Σd(p) Σo(p)
Σo(p) Σd(p)

] . (16)

From Eq. (15) we find

Gd(p) =
iωp −Σd(p)

[iωp −Σd(p)]2 −Σo(p)2

Go(p) =
Σo(p)

[iωp −Σd(p)]2 −Σo(p)2
. (17)

To proceed with the calculation of these self-energies,
we now invoke our essential approximation scheme, i.e.
the self-consistent Born approximation (SCBA). Dia-
grammatically, the SCBA corresponds to the inclusion
of all rainbow diagrams, as shown in Fig. 3. By using
the symmetries in Eq. (12) and the expressions for the
Green’s functions Eq. (17), the self-energies can for zero
temperature be written in a compact matrix form as

Σ(p, ω) = 2∑
k

V 2
+
(p,k)G(p + k, ω − ω+,k), (18)

where

V+(p,k) = [g+(p,k) f+(k)
f+(k) g+(p,k)

] , (19)

and the factor of 2 reflects that the two spin wave
branches contribute equally to the self-energies. Here,
we have performed the usual analytical continuation
iωp → ω + i0+ to get the retarded Green’s functions. The
structure of Eq. (18) for the self-energy is the same as
for a single layer [10, 11] with the vertex functions re-
placed by matrices. Equations (17)-(18) constitute our
self-consistent equations, which we solve iteratively start-
ing from Σ = 0.

V. EQUILIBRIUM PROPERTIES

We now analyze the equilibrium properties of mobile
holes in the bilayer. While this problem has been ex-
plored by several authors, we focus on aspects impor-
tant for the new generation of optical lattice experiments.
The analysis in this section also lays the foundation for
the understanding non-equilibrium dynamics described
in Sec. VI.

We calculate the hole spectral functions Ad/o(p, ω) =
−2Im[Gd/o(p, ω)] by solving (17)-(18) numerically for a
pair of 28 × 28 lattices. The diagonal spectral function
Ad(p, ω) is associated with the motion of a hole within
a given layer whereas the off-diagonal spectral function
Ao(p, ω) is associated with the hole starting in one layer

Σd(p, ω) =

−k

p + k +
−k

p + k

+
p + k

−k
+

p + k

−k

Σo(p, ω) =

−k

p + k +
−k

p + k

+
p + k

−k
+

p + k

−k

p + k
FIG. 3: SCBA diagrams. Feynman diagrams included
in the calculation of Σd and Σo. The green color is as-
sociated with layer l = 1 and yellow with l = 2. Green
and yellow vertices are associated with the intra-layer in-
teractions, i.e. the hole continuous to propagate in the
same layer after the interaction. The red vertex is asso-
ciated with interactions where the hole jumps from one
layer to the other. The propagators containing two colors
represent Go.

and ending up in the other. Using the interlayer hopping
matrix element t as an energy unit, we have three free
parameters: J/t, J⊥/t, and t⊥/t. To be specific and to
reduce parameter space, we vary J/t and t⊥/t keeping
J⊥ = 4t2

⊥
/U = (t⊥/t)2J inspired by the connection to the

Hubbard model.

Figure 4(a) shows the hole spectral functions for the
momentum p = Q/2 = (π/2, π/2), J/t = 0.3, and two
different values of t⊥/t. Consider first the case of a van-
ishing interlayer hopping t⊥/t = 0, which corresponds to
the two layers being decoupled so that Ao = 0. The di-
agonal spectral function Ad exhibits a clear quasiparticle
peak at ω/t ≃ −2.3 in agreement with previous results
for a single layer magnetic polaron [30]. This polaron
is one of four degenerate ground states with momenta
p = (±π/2,±π/2) for each layer. The broad peaks at
higher energies in Fig. 4(a) can be interpreted as damped
string excitations of the magnetic polaron [16].

Consider next the case t⊥/t = 1. The diagonal spectral
function Ad in Fig. 4(a) shows that the energy of the
magnetic polaron is now lowered to ω/t ≃ −2.5 due to
the coupling between the two layers. Remarkably, the
off-diagonal spectral function remains strictly zero even
though there is now tunneling between the two layers. To
understand this, one can use the symmetries in Eq. (12)
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FIG. 4: Hole spectral functions. Panel (a) shows
the spectral functions for p = (π/2, π/2) with J/t = 0.3
and t⊥/t = 0 (dashed) as well as t⊥/t = 1 (solid). The
quasiparticle peaks at ω/t ≃ −2.3 and ω/t ≃ −2.5 for t⊥/t =
0 and t⊥/t = 1 respectively give the energy of the magnetic
polaron. As expected, the off-diagonal spectral function
vanishes for t⊥ = 0 and it also vanishes for t⊥/t = 1 due to
the AF order. Panel (b) shows the spectral functions for
p = (0,0) where both the diagonal and off-diagonal parts
are non-zero and have the same poles.

together with ω+,k+Q = ω−,k to show

Gd(p +Q, ω) = Gd(p, ω)
Go(p +Q, ω) = −Go(p, ω). (20)

It follows from Eq. (20) together with the inversion sym-
metry that indeed Go(Q/2, ω) = 0. In fact, one can show
that Go(p, ω) = 0 for all momenta along the edges of the
magnetic BZ defined by ∣kx∣ + ∣ky ∣ = π [19]. The symme-
try given by Eq. (20) can also be inferred from a semi-
classical picture. Assume the hole is initially created in
sublattice A in layer 1. It will then create magnetic frus-
tration, i.e. aligned spins, when it jumps to layer 2. As
can be seen in Fig. 1, these aligned spins can be repaired
by the Ŝ+Ŝ− terms in Eq. (3) only when the hole resides
in sublattice A in layer 2, i.e. when it has performed an
even number of jumps. Hence, Go(r ∈ B,ω) = 0 which in
momentum space translates to

Go(p +Q, ω) = ∑
r∈A

eiQ⋅r

√
N
eip⋅rGo(r, ω) = −Go(p, ω), (21)

where r ∈ A indicates sublattice A in the opposite layer
of where the hole was created.

From Go(Q/2, ω) = 0 it follows that the splitting be-
tween the symmetric and anti-symmetric polarons in
Eq. (13) vanish and there are two degenerate polaron
states. Thus, one can for momentum Q/2 rotate to po-
laron eigenstates where the bare hole is exclusively in

one layer, say 1, so that ∣Ψp⟩ =
√
Zpĥ

†
1,p∣AF⟩ + . . ., irre-

spective of the value of t⊥/t. For t⊥/t > 0, the hole can

of course jump into the other layer but this will always
result in spin waves in the system.

The degeneracy of the symmetric and antisymmetic
polarons is broken when the momentum is not on the
edge of the magnetic BZ and t⊥ ≠ 0. This can be seen in
Fig. 4(b), which shows the spectral functions for p = 0,
J/t = 0.3, and t⊥/t = 1. The off-diagonal spectral func-
tion Ao is now non-zero due to the coupling between the
two layers. Equivalently, there is an energy splitting be-
tween the symmetric and anti-symmetric polarons, and
the spectral functions have two peaks at the polaron en-
ergies ω = ε±p with strengths Z±

p for Ad and ±Z±

p for Ao

as can be seen in Fig. 4(b). As a consistency and accu-
racy check, we find that the numerics reproduce the sum
rule ∫

∞

−∞
Ad(p, ω) = 2π with a deviation less than 1% and

∫
∞

−∞
Ao(p, ω) = 0 with a deviation ∣ ∫

∞

−∞
Ao(p, ω)∣ < 0.01,

see Appendix B for details. In Fig. 5, we plot the spec-
tral functions as a function of frequency ω along the
diagonal p = (px,px) in the BZ for J/t = 0.3 and dif-
ferent values of the interlayer hopping t⊥. These plots
clearly show the two quasiparticle branches correspond-
ing to symmetric and anti-symmetric polarons, which are
degenerate at p = Q/2. We also see how the momentum
of the ground state becomes different from Q/2 with in-
creasing interlayer hopping. This is illustrated further in
Fig. 6(a)-(c), which show the polaron spectrum in the BZ
for J/t = 0.3 and different values of t⊥. The momentum of
the ground state indicated by yellow dots gradually move
away from Q/2 with increasing interlayer hopping. The
mirror symmetry around the boundary of the magnetic
BZ then gives rise to eight minima of the polaron energy.
Eventually, the minimum settles at p = 0 (and Q). The
momentum of the ground state is plotted in Fig. 6(d) as
function of t⊥/t showing that it moves away from p = Q/2
for t⊥/t ≈ 0.3 for J/t = 0.3 and J/t = 1 for J/t = 0.01. Such
a change of the ground state momentum from Q/2 to 0
was also predicted using a variational approach [46].

VI. NON-EQUILIBRIUM DYNAMICS

Having explored the fundamental equilibrium proper-
ties of a hole in the AF bilayer, we now turn to the
non-equilibrium dynamics, which can be probed with un-
precedented resolution in a new generation of optical lat-
tice experiments [31–37].

We imagine a hole created at a given lattice site and
analyze its subsequent dynamics. The key object to cal-
culate for this kind of experiment is the Green’s function

G>

lm(p, τ) = −i⟨ĥl,p(τ)ĥ†
m,p(0)⟩, which gives the overlap

between an initial state corresponding to a hole with mo-
mentum p in layer m at time 0, and a state where the
hole is in layer l at time τ , which should not be con-
fused with the imaginary time. This, hereby, gives ac-
cess to the full dynamics of the lowest order coefficient
in the many-body wave function [16]. While one in gen-
eral needs a formalism such as Keldysh Green’s func-
tions to calculate non-equilibrium many-body physics, it
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except for p = Q/2 where the two states are degenerate.
The momentum of the ground state also moves from Q
to 0 with increasing t⊥.
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FIG. 6: Magnetic polaron dispersion. Panel (a)-(c)
show the energy of the magnetic polaron in the BZ for
J/t = 0.3 and t⊥/t = 0,1,3. The yellow dots indicate the
minima and the black square the edge of the magnetic BZ
given by ∣px∣ + ∣py ∣ = π. Panel (d) shows the momentum
p = (px,px) of the ground state as a function of t⊥/t for
J/t = 0.01 and J/t = 0.3. Note that the mirror symmetry
around the boundary of the magnetic BZ gives rise to
several degenerate minima of the polaron energy.

turns out that we can obtain the hole dynamics from our
SCBA calculation by analytic continuation. The reason

is that for a single hole, we have iG>

ll(p, ω) = Ad(p, ω)
and iG>

l≠m(p, ω) = Ao(p, ω) [47, 48]. Hence, we can ob-
tain the real time dynamics by Fourier transforming the
spectral functions Ad/o(p, ω).

A. Interlayer oscillations

As we saw above, the spectral function in general con-
sists of two quasiparticle peaks and a many-body con-
tinuum. In analogy with what has been observed for a
mobile impurity atoms in atomic gases [47, 49], the con-
tinuum eventually decoheres so that the long time dy-
namics is governed by polaron formation. As a result,
the real-time Green’s function approaches

iG>

d/o(p, τ)→
1

2
(Z+

pe
−iε+pτ ±Z−

pe
−iε−pτ) (22)

for long times, τ ≫ 1/t. Hence,

∣G>

d(p, τ)∣ =
Z+

p

2

¿
ÁÁÁÀ1 + (

Z−

p

Z+

p

)
2

+ 2
Z−

p

Z+

p

cos (∆εpτ)

∣G>

o(p, τ)∣ =
Z+

p

2

¿
ÁÁÁÀ1 + (

Z−

p

Z+

p

)
2

− 2
Z−

p

Z+

p

cos (∆εpτ), (23)

with ∆εp = ε+p − ε−p the energy difference between the
symmetric and anti-symmetric polaron.

In Fig. 7, we plot the hole dynamics as described
by ∣G>

d(p, τ)∣ and ∣G>

o(p, τ)∣ for different momenta p =
(px,px) along the BZ diagonal, taking J/t = 0.3, t⊥/t =
0.5(a) and t⊥/t = 1.5(b). Initially, ∣G>

d(p, τ)∣ decreases
from unity simply reflecting that the hole starts to gen-
erate spin waves. On the other hand, ∣G>

o(p, τ)∣ increases
from zero because the hole created in a given layer jumps
to the other layer, except for p = (π/2, π/2) where it re-
mains zero. The short time dynamics is, therefore, faster
for t⊥/t = 1.5 than for t⊥/t = 0.5 as can be seen by compar-
ing Figs. 7(a) and (b). At later times, the population of
the hole is clearly seen to oscillate between the two layers,
which is very accurately described by Eq. (23), confirm-
ing that the many-body continuum indeed decoheres for
long times τ ≫ t. Physically, these oscillations arise from
the fact that a hole initially localized in one layer corre-
sponds to an equal superposition of the symmetric and
anti-symmetric polaron. As time evolves, this results in a
beating with a frequency given by their energy difference.
The oscillations are faster for t⊥/t = 1.5 than for t⊥/t = 0.5,
since a stronger coupling between the planes results in a
larger energy splitting between the two polarons. There
are, however, no oscillations for p = Q/2 where the sym-
metric and anti-symmetric polarons are degenerate and
the bare hole somewhat counterintuitively remains in one
layer for all times. As discussed above, this is because
the symmetric and anti-symmetric polarons are degen-
erate for p = Q/2 so that a polaron eigenstate can be
formed with the bare hole exclusively in one layer, while
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FIG. 7: Hole oscillating between the layers.
The diagonal and off-diagonal hole Green’s functions
G>

d/o(p, τ)as a function of time for different momenta

p = (px,px). The long time prediction given by Eq. (23)
is plotted as a dashed line.

its presence in the other layer is always accompanied by
spin waves. The excellent agreement between Eq. (23)
and the numerics also illustrates that the dynamics of
the bare hole and the polaron is strongly entangled, since
Eq. (23) arises from only considering the polaron states
whereas the Green’s functions give the dynamics of the
bare hole.

Experimentally, this intriguing interlayer dynamics of
the hole is most easily measured for the p = 0 case, since
it corresponds to the hole initially being created with uni-
form density and no relative phase over one layer. The
excited spin waves will change these oscillations, but us-
ing the form of the wave function in Eq. (13) shows that
the oscillation frequency persists.

B. Site resolved dynamics

In a recent optical lattice experiment, the motion of a
hole initially created at a given lattice site was observed
with single site resolution in a one AF layer [34]. Inspired
by this impressive experiment, we now explore the hole
dynamics in real space via the Green’s functions G>

d(r, τ)
and G>

o(r, τ) obtained by Fourier transforming from mo-
mentum space. They give the overlap between an initial
state with a hole created at the origin at time 0, and

−10 0 10

x

−10

0

10

y

τ/t = 20
t⊥/t = 0.67

G>d (r, τ)

−10 0 10

x

τ/t = 20
t⊥/t = 0.67

G>o (r, τ)

0.0

0.1

|G>|

FIG. 8: Real space hole dynamics. The diagonal
and off-diagonal hole Green’s functions in real space for
t⊥/t = 0.67, J/t = 0.3 at time τ/t = 20.

a state where the hole is removed in the same/different
layer at position r and time τ .

In Fig. 8 we plot ∣G>

d(r, τ)∣ and ∣G>

o(r, τ)∣ for J/t = 0.3
t⊥/t = 0.67, and τ/t = 20. One clearly sees how the hole
has spread out, creating checkerboard patterns. These
patterns are caused by the fact that the hole must jump
an even number of times before the Ŝ+l,iŜ

−

l,j terms in

Eq. (3) can repair the magnetic frustration as discussed in
Sec. V, and they are, therefore, inverted with respect to
each other in the two layers. Figure 8, furthermore, shows
that the expansion of the hole is faster along the diagonal
directions. This is because the hole motion for long times
is determined by the ballistic expansion of magnetic po-
larons [16] as we will discuss further in Sec. VI C. Since
the polaron dispersion is steepest along the diagonals as
can be seen in Fig. 6, this results in a faster expansion
along those directions.

We remind the reader that G>

d/o(p, τ) describes the

dynamics of a bare hole in the sense that it gives the
overlap between hole states separated by the time τ with
no spin waves present. Hence, it does not give informa-
tion regarding the overlap with final states describing the
simultaneous presence of a hole and spin waves such as
those connected to the origin by an odd number of jumps.
As such, the checkerboard patterns shown in Fig. 8 is an
artefact of projecting out these states. Nevertheless, the
Green’s functions reflect the hole dynamics, since a bare
hole is strongly entangled with the polarons. We discuss
this point further in the next section.

C. Order to disorder quantum phase transition

It is well-known that in the absence of a hole, the bi-
layer system undergoes a quantum phase transition with
increasing t⊥/t from the ordered AF state to a disordered
state, where neighbouring spins in the two layers form
spin singlets [22, 23, 25]. Quantum Monte-Carlo cal-
culations and series expansions yield the critical value
J⊥/J ∼ 2.5 for this transition [20, 21, 24], corresponding
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FIG. 9: Magnetization and hole velocity. The sub-
lattice magnetization given by Eq. (24) (black), and the
final rms velocity of the hole (red). The magnetization
shown is scaled such that unity corresponds to perfect
AF alignment.

to t⊥/t = 1.58 when J⊥/J = t2
⊥
/t2. The presence of a sin-

gle hole will not affect this phase transition, whereas the
phase transition does affect the hole dynamics as we will
now explore.

In Fig. 9, we plot the sublattice magnetization as a
function of t⊥/t calculated within linear spin wave theory
as

∣⟨Sz⟩∣ = 1

2
− 1

2N
∑
k

(v2
k,+ + v2

k,−) . (24)

The magnetization first increases with t⊥/t reaching a
maximum at t⊥/t = 0.82 after which it decreases until
magnetic order is lost at t⊥/t = 3.67 in agreement with
Ref. [25]. Linear spin wave theory thus captures the qual-
itative physics of the phase transition with the AF order
going to zero, but as usual for a mean-field theory, it
overestimates the transition point due to the omission of
longitudinal spin fluctuations [25].

To explore the effects of this phase transition on the
hole dynamics, we plot in Fig. 10 the diagonal and off-
diagonal real space Green’s functions for τ/t = 16 and
τ/t = 22. This shows that the hole delocalizes slower for
t⊥/t = 1 compared to t⊥/t = 0. Physically, this is because
the AF order is larger at t⊥/t = 1, see Fig. 9, making it
energetically more costly for the hole to move. Increas-
ing the interlayer coupling further, we see that the hole
delocalizes faster for t⊥/t = 3. This non-monotonic be-
haviour of the hole expansion velocity is consistent with
the magnetic order, which first increases with increasing
interlayer coupling before it vanishes at the phase tran-
sition.

To quantify this, we consider the rms distance of the
bare hole from origin defined by

drms(τ) =

¿
ÁÁÁÀ∑r r

2 (∣G>

d(r, τ)∣2 + ∣G>

o(r, τ)∣2)
∑r (∣G>

d(r, τ)∣2 + ∣G>

o(r, τ)∣2)
. (25)

The normalization takes care of the fact that the like-
lihood of finding a bare hole is less than unity for
τ > 0 where spin waves are present. Indeed, we have
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FIG. 10: Hole expansion for different interlayer
couplings. The real space diagonal hole Green’s func-
tion for J/t = 0.3, t⊥/t = 0,1,3, and τ/t = 15,22.

∑r(∣G>

d(r, τ)∣2+∣G>

o(r, τ)∣2)→ ∑p((Z+

p)2+(Z−

p)2)/2N for
τ/t→∞ when the many-body continuum has decohered.

In Fig. 11, we plot drms(τ) for J/t = 0.3 and t⊥/t =
0,1,2,3. After an initial rapid expansion and oscilla-
tions, the hole starts moving with a constant velocity.
This long time dynamics of the hole is governed by bal-
listic expansion of magnetic polarons, which have been
formed after the initial creation of a bare hole. Indeed,
it has recently been shown using a time-dependent wave
function within the SCBA that the long time expansion
of a hole initially created at a given site in a single layer
is determined by the formation and ballistic motion of
magnetic polarons [16]. Here, we find vrms = ḋrms = 0.213t
for the expansion velocity of the bare hole at long times
in the case of the two layers completely decoupled with
t⊥/t = 0. This is very close to value vrms = 0.215t found
for the final expansion velocity of magnetic polarons for a
single layer [16]. The agreement explicitly demonstrates
that the motion of the bare hole discussed in this paper
closely follows the motion of magnetic polarons for long
times, which can be understood from the fact that the
hole is closely entangled with the polaron for long times.

Figure 11, furthermore, shows that the hole expands
slower for t⊥/t = 1 as compared to t⊥/t = 0, and that the
expansion velocity then increases again with t⊥/t = 3, con-
sistent with Fig. 10. This is illustrated further in Fig. 9
where the final expansion velocity after the magnetic po-
laron has formed is plotted as a function of t⊥/t. The ex-
pansion velocity depends non-monotonically on t⊥/t = 0,
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FIG. 11: rms distance of the hole. The rms distance
given by Eq. 25 for J/t = 0.3 and t⊥/t = 0,1,2,3. The
final expansion velocities are in Fig. 9 are found from
the slopes of the asymptotic dashed lines.

directly reflecting the behaviour of the magnetic order
also shown in Fig. 9. From this we conclude that the
approach to the order-to-disorder phase transition of the
bilayer system with increasing interlayer coupling can be
detected as an increase in the hole expansion velocity as
the transition point is approached from the AF phase, re-
flecting the decrease in the magnetic energy cost of hole
hopping.

It should be noted that while our theory does not con-
tain the singlet correlations across the layers giving rise
to the disordered phase, we believe our results are qual-
itatively reliable. In particular, the increase in the ex-
pansion velocity as the phase transition is approached
inside the AF phase is a robust result, since a decreasing
magnetic order means less energy cost for hole hopping,
which physically must be expected to lead to a higher ve-
locity. Also, our theory agrees qualitatively with a varia-
tional calculation interpolating between the ordered AF
state and a disordered singlet product state regarding the
influence of the interlayer coupling on the polaron spec-
trum [46]. In this paper, the momentum of the ground
state was also predicted to move from Q/2 to 0 with
increasing interlayer coupling J⊥ in agreement with our
findings shown in Fig. 6. Band structures similar to what
we show in Fig. 5 were also reported. So even though our
analysis for the phase transition is quantitatively unreli-
able, we expect the main finding, i.e. the speed up of the
hole, to be qualitatively correct.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We investigated the equilibrium and non-equilibrium
properties of a hole in an AF bilayer using a diagram-
matic approach based on the SCBA. The spectral prop-
erties of the hole were shown to exhibit two quasiparticle
peaks corresponding to magnetic polarons that are either

symmetric or anti-symmetric under layer exchange. We
calculated the energy bands of these two kinds of po-
larons in the BZ and showed that they are degenerate
at certain momenta due to the underlying AF symmetry.
The momentum of the ground state polaron was, fur-
thermore, shown to move to the origin of the BZ with in-
creasing interlayer coupling. We then demonstrated that
a hole initially created in one layer, oscillates between
the two layers with a frequency determined by the energy
difference between the symmetric and the anti-symmetric
polaron. Finally, we analyzed how the asymptotic expan-
sion velocity of a hole initially created at a given lattice
site is governed by the ballistic motion of polarons, and
that it first decreases and then increases as a function of
the interlayer coupling, reflecting that a quantum phase
transition to a disordered state of the spins is approached.

We have largely focuzed on observables that are ac-
cessible in experiments based on cold atoms in optical
lattices. In particular, their single site resolution and the
ability to perform quench experiments where a hole is
abruptly released from a given lattice site [31–35], com-
bined with the recent creation of a bilayer system [36],
show that optical lattices provide a promising platform
to observe the effects discussed above.

Interesting future research directions include calculat-
ing the time-dependent wave function of a hole initially
created at a given lattice in the bilayer using the SCBA.
This has recently been achieved for a single layer [16] and
would give access to the full non-equilibrium dynamics of
the hole. Another intriguing question concerns the prop-
erties of a hole in the disordered phase for large interlayer
coupling, where neighbouring spins in the two layers form
singlets. Finally, an important problem concerns the role
of temperature, since optical lattice experiments invari-
ably are performed at a non-zero temperature.
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Appendix A: Diagonalization of ĤJ

In this appendix, we will elaborate on the steps taken
in diagonalizing ĤJ , Eq. (3). Using the mappings de-
scribed in Section II and neglecting the hardcore con-
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straint we find

ĤJ = Ĥint
J + J

2
∑
⟨ij⟩,l

[ŝ†l,iŝl,i + ŝ
†
l,jŝl,j

+ α (ŝl,iŝl,j + ŝ†l,jŝ
†
l,i) ] − Jz

2
(N − 1)

+ J⊥
2
∑
i

[ŝ†l,iŝl,i + ŝ
†
l̄,i
ŝl̄,i

+ α⊥ (ŝl,iŝl̄,i + ŝ
†
l̄,i
ŝ†l,i) ] − J⊥

2
(N − 1) , (A1)

where Ĥint
J contains the non-linear terms which are ne-

glected. α and α⊥ describe possible intra and inter layer
anisotropy respectively. They are set equal to unity in
the main text for the sake of clarity, but they can eas-
ily be considered. Defining the Fourier transform in the
standard way

ŝl,i =
1√
N
∑
k

eik⋅iŝl,k, (A2)

the Hamiltonian in momentum space can be written as

Ĥint
J = E0 +

1

4
∑
k

[ŝ†1,k ŝ1,−k ŝ†2,k ŝ2,−k] [
Hd Ho

Ho Hd
]

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

ŝ1,k

ŝ†1,−k
ŝ2,k

ŝ†2,−k

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
(A3)

with

Hd = [Jz + J⊥ αJzγk
αJzγk Jz + J⊥

]

Ho = [ 0 α⊥J⊥
α⊥J⊥ 0

] . (A4)

To diagonalize a Hamiltoninan of this kind, it is practical
to get it on a block diagonal form first by performing a
unitary transformation. In the block diagonal form, one
can then utilize the canonical Bogoliubov transformation
for each block individually. To do so, we realize

1

2
[ 12 12

−12 12
] [Hd Ho

Ho Hd
] [12 −12

12 12
] =

[Hd +Ho 0
0 Hd −Ho

] , (A5)

such that by defining

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

ŝ1,k

ŝ†1,−k
ŝ2,k

ŝ†2,−k

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

= 1√
2
[12 −12

12 12
] [U+,k 0

0 U−,k
]

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

b̂+,k
b̂†
+,−k

b̂−,k
b̂†
−,−k

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

. (A6)

and choosing

U±,k = [ u±,k −v±,k
−v±,k u±,k

] (A7)

with the coherence factors given by

u±,k =

¿
ÁÁÀ1

2
(zJ + J⊥

2ω±,k
+ 1),

v±,k = sgn [αzJγk ± α⊥J⊥]

¿
ÁÁÀ1

2
(zJ + J⊥

2ω±,k
− 1) (A8)

the Hamiltonian becomes diagonal

ĤJ ≃ E0 + ∑
k,µ=±

ωµ,kb̂
†
µ,kb̂µ,k, (A9)

with the dispersion relations

ω±,k = 1

2

√
(Jz + J⊥)2 − (αJzγk ± α⊥J⊥)2

. (A10)

Appendix B: Sum rule for Ao

By following the same approach as presented in [48] it
is shown that

∫
∞

−∞

dω

2π
Ao(p, ω) = 0. (B1)

From the definition of the off-diagonal spectral function

∫
∞

−∞

dω

2π
Ao(p, ω) = −∫

∞

−∞

dω

2π
2Im[GRo (p, ω)]. (B2)

As shown in [48] for the diagonal part, one can by using
the Lehmann representation state the imaginary part of
the retarded Green’s function as

2Im[GRo (p, ω)] = − 2π

Z
∑
n,n′

⟨n∣ ĥ2,p ∣n′⟩ ⟨n′∣ ĥ†
1,p ∣n⟩

(e−βEn + e−βEn′ ) δ(ω +En −En′), (B3)

where Z is a normalization constant defined such that
⟨...⟩ = ∑n ⟨n∣ e−βĤ... ∣n⟩ /Z, and the summation runs over
all states with no holes present. Inserting this expression
into Eq. (B2) we find

∫
∞

−∞

dω

2π
Ao(p, ω) =

1

Z
∑
n,n′

⟨n∣ ĥp,2 ∣n′⟩ ⟨n′∣ ĥ†
p,1 ∣n⟩

(e−βEn + e−βEn′ )

= 1

Z
∑
n,n′

( ⟨n∣ ĥ2,p ∣n′⟩ ⟨n′∣ ĥ†
1,p ∣n⟩ e−βEn

+ ⟨n′∣ ĥ†
1,p ∣n⟩ ⟨n∣ ĥ2,p ∣n′⟩ e−βEn′ )

= 1

Z
∑
n

( ⟨n∣ ĥ2,pĥ
†
1,p ∣n⟩ e−βEn

+ ⟨n∣ ĥ†
1,pĥ2,p ∣n⟩ e−βEn)

= ⟨ĥ2,pĥ
†
1,p + ĥ

†
1,pĥ2,p⟩

= 0. (B4)
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