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We present a phase diagram of Bose-Hubbard model with on-site chemical potential disorder at two dimen-
sions within the scope of mean-field theory. The phase diagram in the disorder strength (∆) and the on-site
repulsion (U ) for disordered BHM at fixed filling 〈n〉 = 1, show interesting re-entrance of superfluid phase,
sandwiched between Bose-glass phases, as observed by the previous QMC results. We probe the Bose-glass
to superfluid transition, as a percolation transition, based on the mean-field results at various parts of the phase
diagram using both ∆ and U as the tuning parameter. We argue the robustness of the re-entrant superfluid.

I. INTRODUCTION

Bose Hubbard model with chemical potential disorder is a
useful model to study disorder physics in presence of strong
interaction. Although there are a number of ways to intro-
duce disorder, this is simple as well as easy to implement
in ultra-cold experiments [1, 2]. This model was first intro-
duced in the famous paper by Fisher et. al. (Ref. [3]) ex-
ploring the fate of the Mott and superfluid phases in the pres-
ence of disorder. With the introduction of diagonal disorder,
along with the superfluid and Mott phase there is a Bose-glass
phase that appears (Ref. [3–5]). Both superfluid and bose-
glass are gapless compressible phases with non-zero super-
fluid stiffness in the superfluid phase and zero in the bose
glass phase. The simplest form of the disorder distribution
is the box disorder where the disordered part of the chemi-
cal potential (εi) has a uniform distribution within a bound of
width ∆ ([−∆/2,∆/2]). For a bound type of disorder (as the
box disorder) the ‘theorem of inclusion’ compels the MI to SF
transition to be through a Bose-glass phase [4, 6, 7]. Hence,
the superfluid to Mott transition is completely replaced by su-
perfluid to BG transition and BG to Mott transition.

The phase diagram of Disordered Bose-Hubbard model
(DBHM) at any fixed integral filling, (typically n = 1 filling)
are of recent interest. There are QMC studies [4, 5, 8–12] as
well as analytical studies [13–15] aiming at 〈n〉 = 1 phase di-
agram for DBHM as a function of interaction strength (U ) and
disorder strength (∆) at both two and three dimensions. The
re-entrant superfluid phase is of interest. This happens for the
the cases where either of U (> Uc) or ∆ is kept fixed and the
other one is varied. There are extensive QMC studies [4, 5] us-
ing worm algorithms aim at the ground state phase diagram at
fixed filling. Among analytical approaches, stochastic mean-
field and Gutzwiller mean-field studies [13–16] aiming both
the ground state and finite temperature phase diagram of the
aforementioned phase diagram for fixed n = 1 filling. Al-
though the simulational studies so far investigated the fixed
filling phase diagram to some extent, more analytical studies
are needed to develope better understanding of the physics.
Analytical techniques based on a strong-coupling mean-field
approach can give a good starting point for that perpose.

In this paper we present mean-field calculations for the dis-
ordered BHM and a straightforward technique to distinguish
all three phases. We also demonstrate how mean-field cal-

culations can serve as a starting point for exploring the phe-
nomenology regarding the phase diagram in question. The
paper is organised as follows, we first describe the disordered
BHM and the strong-coupling mean-field technique used, then
we discuss the robustness of the re-entrant superfluid phase (at
strong-coupling), which is of current interest, within mean-
field analysis. Followed by that we discuss determination of
the BG to superfluid transition in terms of classical percola-
tion and the results obtained from that.

II. BOSE-HUBBARD HAMILTONIAN WITH DIAGONAL
DISORDER

The Bose-Hubbard model with an onsite-repulsive term and
nearest neighbour hopping for the bosons has been a useful
base to study strongly correlated many-body physics. Adding
a simple disorder term in the chemical potential gives rise to
a rich phase diagram as observed in the quantum Monte-carlo
calculations.

H = −t
∑
〈ij〉

(b†i bj +h.c.)+
U

2

∑
i

ni(ni−1)−
∑
i

(µ+ εi)ni

(1)
bi (b†i ) is the annihilation (creation) operator for the bosons,

ni is the number operator at site i. t is the kinetic energy ex-
pense for boson hopping to the nearest neighbour sites, U is
the on-site repulsive interaction and µ is the chemical poten-
tial. εi’s are chemical potential disorder at each site derived
from a box distribution defined in −∆/2 ≤ εi ≤ ∆/2, where
∆ is the disorder strength.

A. Strong-coupling Mean-field of DBHM

We perform a simple mean-field calculation at zero temper-
ature to explore the ∆ − U phase diagram. We use a mean-
field decoupling of the hopping term in Eq. 1 and calculate
φi self-consistently (at each site i) by diagonalizing the single
site hamiltonian (hi) at each site as given below.

H = H0 +H1 (2)
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H0 =
∑
i

hi + t−1
∑
〈ij〉

(φ∗iφj + c.c.) (3)

hi = −t(b†iφi + biφ
∗
i ) +

U

2
ni(ni − 1)− (µ+ εi)ni (4)

Where,

φi = −t
∑
jnn to i

〈bj〉. (5)

We drop the fluctuation term (H1 = −t
∑
〈ij〉[(b

†
i −

〈bi〉∗)(bj − 〈bj〉) + h.c.]). The expectation value of the anni-
hilation operator (〈bi〉) is carried out self-consistently at each
site i, w.r.t. hi.

Without the disorder the superfluid phase is easily distin-
guishable from the Mott phase as the expectation value of the
annihilation (creation) operator 〈b〉 (〈b†〉) is non-zero in the
superfluid phase. In the presence of disorder, a Bose-glass
phase emerges with non-zero 〈b〉. It is well accepted in the
literature that the Bose-glass region usually consists of super-
fluid puddles embedded in Mott background (Ref. [4, 8, 17]).
Hence, in the presence of finite disorder (∆) and interaction
strength (U ), the disorder averaged order parameter is never
exactly zero in the Bose-glass phase for a thermodynamically
large system. Existing methods of distinguishing BG and su-
perfluid phase include compressibility, superfluid stiffness and
Edward Anderson’s order parameter [18]. All the three are be-
yond the scope of our mean-field approach as discussed above
as these are essentially response functions non-local in time.

In the presence of uncorrelated box-like disorder, super-
fluid and Mott phase does not share a common boundary (Ref.
[4]). The Mott and superfluid phases are always mediated by
the bose-glass phase. As discussed earlier, it is rather easier
to distinguish between Mott phase and Bose-glass within the
scope of mean-field self consistency. The self-consistently de-
termined superfluid order parameter or 〈b〉 averaged over the
system and disorder configurations clearly distinguishes Mott
and Bose-glass phase. In Mott phase 〈b〉 is exactly zero and in
Bose-glass phase 〈b〉 is small but non-zero.

III. DISTINGUISHING SUPERFLUID FROM BG :
PERCOLATION DRIVEN TRANSITION

Mean-field self-consistant and disordered averaged 〈b〉 is
not enough to distinguish the superfluid phase from the Bose-
glass phase as in both the phases superfluid order parameter
〈b〉 is non-zero. Response functions which are non-local in
space or time are impossible to compute within this mean-
field scheme described above. Hence, the Edward Anderson’s
order parameter [18] for determination of glassy phase or the
superfluid stiffness for determination of the superfluid phase
are not suitable for detecting the superfluid to Bose-glass tran-
sition within this mean-field self-consistency as these are lim-
iting cases of response functions non-local in time. We un-
derstand the superfluid phase emerging out of the Bose-glass
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FIG. 1: (Colour online) Before and after spanning of a superfluid
cluster as the disorder strength (∆) is increased keeping the disorder
configuration fixed. The upper panel shows the actual 〈b〉 distribution
in the the lattice both before (left) and after (right) the appearence of
a spanning cluster. The lower panel shows the cluster distribution
after standardising with a cut-off value for 〈b〉 (> 0.05). The left
panel corresponds to ∆/t = 22 and the right panel corresponds to
∆/t = 22.5 at U/t = 47.

phase as a percolation driven transition, as widely discussed
in the literatures previously [19–22].

We incorporate a straight forward analysis which deals with
the spanning of the clusters with non-zero order parameter
(〈b〉) across the sample. Within mean-field, the self-consistent
order parameter (〈b〉) between different superfluid clusters in
a configuration typically do not have any phase fluctuations
[9]. Hence, in further analysis we only take into account the
absolute value of the order parameter. In order to disinguish
between superfluid and Bose-glass phases we used Hoshen-
Kopelman algorithm [23] to identify the clusters with non-
zero order parameter (〈b〉 greater than a cutoff) and determine
if there exists a spanning cluster for a given disorder configu-
ration. In Fig. 1 (lower panel) we show 〈b〉 6= 0 clusters with
(∆/t = 22.5) and without (∆/t = 22) presence of a span-
ning cluster for a given disorder configuration at U/t = 47.
Fig. 1 upper panel shows the actual 〈b〉 distribution before and
after spanning occurs. If at least one superfluid cluster exists
for a given set of parameters, spanning the length of a ther-
modynamically large system, that should equivalently imply
non-zero superfluid stiffness. If self-averaging is performed
in the system by averaging over a large number of disorder
realizations it equivalently shows the physics of thermody-
namically large system. For a given system size, we define
a number C which is zero if there is no spanning cluster of
non-zero 〈b〉 and one if there is a spanning cluster. Averag-
ing over a large number of disorder realisations (〈C〉) for the
same system size and parameters, we calculate the probability
of occurence (Pspan = 〈C〉) of C = 1. The same procedure
is carried out for different system sizes, then the distribution
Pspan is plotted for different system sizes, over a region of the
tuning parameter (U or ∆). The distribution Pspan for differ-
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ent system sizes cross at a specific value of the tuning param-
eter which is the critical value of that parameter for the super-
fluid to Bose-glass transition. By using this method we are
exploring the classical percolation transition of the sites with
non-zero order parameter 〈b〉 determined by mean-field self-
consistency. Hence presence of a spanning cluster, averaged
over a large number of disorder realisation distinguishes the
superfluid from the bose-glass phase. We explore the crossing
of Pspan for different system sizes with the parameters of the
phase diagram, U or ∆.

In our calculations, the cut off value of 〈b〉 for a given site to
determine if that site is a part of the a superfluid cluster or not
is taken to be 0.05 for all ∆ and U values and system sizes.
Varying the cut-off here does not alter the phenomenological
picture and hence the general features of the phase diagram
remains the same. The superfluid region in the final phase
diagram will be larger or smaller in size for slight alteration of
the cut-off, but the finger like re-entrant superfluid phases as
predicted by the QMC calculations remain robust (discussed
in detail in the following section).

A. Predicted phase diagram from phenomenology at high U
and low ∆

Before discussing the mean-field results, it is important to
revisit the pure Bose-Hubbard model and the phenomenology
as disorder is introduced at fixed filling. As discussed above,
previous simulational works have shown that the ∆/t − U/t
phase diagram shows re-entrance of superfluid phase as ∆
is increased for a fixed U (U > Uc). The re-entrant super-
fluid phenomenon (at high U and low ∆) can be explained
from the BHM phase diagram as discussed below. The pure
BHM phase diagram in the t/U − µ/U plane has Mott lobes
with different integral fillings and a vacuum region for nega-
tive chemical potential (Fig. 2(a)). The x-axis of Fig. 2(a)
(zt/U ) refers to the inverse of the x-axis of Fig. 2(b) (U/t)
times the co-ordination number z. The filling is singular in the
entire ∆/t− U/t phase diagram we are concerned with (Fig.
2 (b)). The 〈n〉 = 1 contour which is a straight line parallel to
the t/U axis in the superfluid side meets the at the tip of the
〈n〉 = 1 Mott lobe [3].

For pure BHM at fixed n = 1 filling as one increases the
on-site repulsion U/t one approaches the first Mott lobe from
right to left through the tip of the Mott lobe along the 〈n〉 = 1
contour (Fig. 2 (a)). A line-segments of length ∆/U along
the µ/U axis at fixed zt/U gives the spread in the effective
chemical potential for infinite system size. For simplicity we
assume that the Mott lobe is symmetrical about the tip. Hence,
centering the line-segments of length ∆/U at µ/U = 0.5
keeps the total filling to be approximately 〈n〉 = 1 even for
t/U in the superfluid region. However the actual phase dia-
gram for BHM is not symmetric about the tip and the chemi-
cal potential at the center of the line segment (of length ∆/U ),
which keeps the filling singular, may vary from µ/U = 0.5 for
different disorder configurations and for a finite system size.
For pure BHM, as we approach the 〈n〉 = 1 contour from
right to left (Fig. 2 (a)), at a critical Uc (or t/Uc) Mott region

(n = 1) starts.
For U > Uc (or t/U < t/Uc), if the ∆ is small (∆/U <<

1) such that the spread of chemical potential centered around
µ/U = 0.5 resides entirely within the n = 1 Mott lobe (case-
1 in Fig. 2 (a)) then we have Mott region in the ∆/t − U/t
phase diagram (case-1 in Fig. 2 (b)). As ∆ is increased further
(for U > Uc), parts of the chemical potential spread would
reside in the superfluid region. For a given disorder config-
uration, the fraction of sites in the superfluid region depends
on the ratio between the effective chemical potential spread
inside and outside the Mott lobe. For our phenomenlogical
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FIG. 2: (Colour online) Schematic phase diagram of (a),(c) Bose-
Hubbard model and (b),(d) Disordered BHM for fixed filling (n =
1). The x-axis for (a),(c) (zt/U ) and (b),(d) (U/t) is inverse of one
another multiplied by a constant (z). Phenomenological understand-
ing of (b),(d) ∆/t − U/t phase diagram for the disordered BHM
can be obtained from the (a),(c) µ/U − t/U phase diagram for the
pure case. Disorder strengths (∆/U ) given by coloured line seg-
ments (1,2,3,4 and 5) in (a) corresponds to the respective cases in (b)
and coloured line segments 6,7 corresponds to the respective cases in
(d). Red solid line denotes the part of the line segment in Mott phase
and green dashed line denotes the part of the line segment in super-
fluid phase (within single-site mean-field approximation). ∆I

c/t and
∆II

c /t gives the critical disorder strength for re-entrant superfluid
phase at a given U/t. In (d) we show percolation transition as ∆/t
is kept fixed and U varied. 6 and 7 are two points indicating before
and after of the transition. In (c) the corresponding cases are shown
by the line segments of length ∆/U and its position with respect to
the Mott loabs. The detailed arguments for the correspondence are
provided in the text.
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analysis, we assume that the value of 〈b〉 at a given site is in-
dependent of that of the neighbouring sites (i.e. single site
self-consistency; in Eq 5, φi = zt〈b〉i). Then by the ratio of
the length of the line segment in green dashed (Fig. 2 (a))
to the total length of the line segment, i.e. red solid + green
dashed in Fig 2(a) one can represent the tuning parameter for
classical percolation. If the fraction of sites for non zero 〈b〉,
greater than a critical value (percolation threshold), a span-
ning cluster can occur. Hence, there can be phase coherence
across the sample and a superfluid phase for ∆ > ∆I

c (case
3).

As we further increase ∆ (for U > Uc) the spread of ef-
fective chemical potential also includes the 〈n〉 = 2 Mott
lobe and the vacuum (〈n〉 = 0), in that case the aforemen-
tioned ratio decreases and percolating clusters spanning the
whole system cease to exist at a critical disorder strength
(∆ > ∆II

c > ∆I
c ). This is case-2 as in Fig 2(a). As we

increase U further, there exists a maximum value of U (at the
tip of the fingurelike region) such that for values of U greater
than that the re-entrant superfluid phase is absent for all val-
ues of ∆. This expalins the finger-like re-entrance behavior
of superfluid (case-4,3 and 2). In Fig 2(a) the red (solid) re-
gion of the line segments are inside the Mott region and the
green (dashed) regions are inside the superfluid region. Dif-
ferent line segments in Fig. 2(a) represent different points in
the ∆ − U phase diagram in Fig. 2(b) as given by the corre-
sponding numbers. An important point to note - in the above
discussion, changing ∆ keeping U fixed equivalently imply
changing the line segment of length ∆/U in Fig. 2(a) at a
fixed zt/U .

In Fig 2(c) and Fig 2(d) percolation driven transition at a
fixed value of ∆ while U is being varied is explained. As U is
varied, both the y-axis in Fig 2(c) as well as the line segment
corresponding to cases 6 and 7 parallel to the y-axis changes
as 1/U . Hence, increasing U keeping ∆ fixed effectively im-
plies moving towards negetive x-direction. The ratio of green
(dashed) to green (dashed)+red (solid) region is smaller for
case-6 than for case-7. This implies that a percolation driven
transition is possible between points 6 and 7 in Fig 2(d).

The discussion above clearly reveals that within the phe-
nomenological understanding of single-site strong-coupling
mean-field theory and percolation transition the re-entrant su-
perfluid regions for singular filling DBHM can be easily ex-
plained.

B. Phase diagram at fixed filling 〈n〉 = 1: Results

For the ground state phase diagram, we self-consistently
determine the order parameter 〈b〉 for a 15 × 15 lattice, with
periodic boundary condition and 300 disorder realizations for
different values of interaction strength and disorder strength.
Both the interaction strength (U/t) and the disorder strength
(∆/t) are varied from 1 to 90. As parameters with U/t < 1 is
beyond the scope of strong-coupling mean-field, the U → 0
limit has not been explored. The self-consistently determined
order parameter 〈b〉 for a given value of on site repulsion U/t
and disorder strength ∆/t is averaged over all sites (for a

given disorder realisation) as well as number of disorder con-
figurations. In Fig. 4 we show 〈b〉 in a false colour plot, black
region indicating 〈b〉 = 0 (Mott phase). Disorder averaged
〈b〉 can only distinguish between Mott and the superfluid (or
Bose-glass) phase, as for both BG and SF the disorder aver-
aged order parameter is non-zero. In the absence of disorder
the critical interaction strength for superfluid to Mott transi-
tion occurs at U/t = 24 within mean field [3, 19]. As we
increase the disorder for a fixed U/t (> 24) the Mott phase
survives upto a critical disorder strength. (A phenomenologi-
cal understanding is presented in the previous section.) With
increasing values of U/t the critical ∆/t also monotonically
increases. In Fig 4, the Mott to superfluid boundary is shown
by the white triangles, indicating the the point where the dis-
order averaged 〈b〉 goes to zero exactly.

Fig. 3 shows distribution of 〈b〉 and 〈n〉 at various regions
of the phase diagram given in Fig. 4. Deep into the BG phase
Fig. 3 (c), probability of 〈b〉 is peaked at zero with a very
small spread in the non-zero values and the 〈n〉 is peaked at
the integral values. Fig. 3 (b) shows a parameter point just
outside the high U finger-like region. Here there is a signif-
icant spread of P (〈b〉) for non-zero 〈b〉 and 〈n〉 is peaked at
n = 1 as well as n = 2 and n = 0 indicating presence of
double occupancy and null occupancy Mott clusters. Fig. 3
(d) shows a case deep in the superfluid region, for low ∆ val-
ues, where cluster of sites in Mott phase are clearly absent as
P (〈b〉) is zero for 〈b〉 = 0. Both P (〈b〉) and P (〈n〉) indicate
that the whole lattice is in the supefluid phase for any disor-
der configuration. Fig. 3 (a), at low values of U and high
values of ∆ one can observe P (〈n〉) peaks at integral fillings
as well as P (〈b〉) is nonzero for nonzero values of 〈b〉 along
with a peak in 〈b〉 = 0. In Fig. 3 (f), P (〈n〉) is peaked only
at n = 1, but P (〈b〉) has a spread in the nonzero 〈b〉. Fig.
3 (e) shows a region indicated in Fig. 4, inside the ‘fragile’
re-entrant superfluid region. Here the distribution P (〈b〉) has
significant contribution for 〈b〉 6= 0 which is different from
the case Fig. 3 (d). Both the distributions P (〈b〉) and P (〈n〉)
change continuously throught the phase diagram as the pa-
rameters are varied.

The phase boundary of superfluid region and Bose-glass re-
gion is obtained from the percolation analysis as discussed
previously. We have studied the percolation driven bose-glass
to superfluid transition by exploring the statistics of spanning
clusters of non-zero superfluid order parameter. In Fig. 4
we distinguish the Bose-glass and the superfluid phase by the
crossing point of Pspan for different system sizes as ∆ or U
is being tuned. In Fig 5 we show crossing of Pspan for differ-
ent system sizes and for various parameter ranges throughout
the phase diagram. Some previous works have also used per-
colation analysis for determination of the BG to SF transition
[20, 21]. Based on the mean-field result, we extensively calcu-
lated the percolation probability at various values of U and ∆,
at different parameter region, and varied either U or ∆ (keep-
ing the other fixed) to perform the finite size scaling analysis
to determine the phase diagram. In Fig 4, the boundary points
given by solid white circles are obtained by exploring the su-
perfluid to Bose-glass transition by varying ∆ at a fixed U and
solid white squares indicate the transition between SF and BG
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FIG. 3: (Colour online) Probability distribution of the order parameter 〈b〉 as well as the probability distribution for the density 〈n〉 (inset) at
different parts of the phase diagram ((a) to (f)). The different parameters ((a) to (f)) corresponds to different points in the phase diagram as
shown in Fig. 4.

where the transition point is obtained by varying U at a fixed
value of ∆. Fig. 5, upper panel shows the crossing of Pspan
curve for different system sizes where ∆ or U being varied.
Fig. 5 lower panel, Pspan is plotted for scaled parameters (∆
or U ). Fig 5 (e),(f) for ∆/t = 40 and ∆/t = 65 as a func-
tion of (U − Uc)l1/ν/t and Fig 5 (g),(h) for U/t = 26 and
U/t = 53 as a function of (∆ −∆c)l

1/ν/t respectively. The
inset plots in Fig 5 (e) and (g) show the scaling region more
clearly where the data collapse is more identifiable, indicating
smaller scaling region as compared to other parts of the phase
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FIG. 4: (Colour online) ∆/t−U/t phase diagram for DBHM at fixed
filling of 〈n〉 = 1. The disorder averaged mean-field order parameter
〈b〉 is plotted with a false colour plot. We have used l = 15 and aver-
aged over 300 disorder configurations. Solid white squares and cir-
cles give the boundary of the superfluid and Bose-glass phase. Solid
white triangles give the boundary for Mott and Bose-glass phase.
(a)-(f) indicate the parameter points for Fig. 3. Also, (i) and (ii)
indicate the parameter points for Fig. 6

diagram (Fig 5 (f) and (h)).
The phase diagram as shown in the Fig. 4 has two re-entrant

finger-like superfluid regions also referred as ‘fragile’ SF re-
gion ([4, 5]). One at the higher values of U and lower val-
ues of ∆ and the other at very high values of ∆ and low
U . In these finger-like regions, superfluidity arises because
of interplay between the interaction and disorder. The region
outlined with white dots and white squares represent the su-
perfluid region with at least one spanning cluster of non-zero
〈b〉 for infinite system size within mean-field analysis. For
large U (U/t > 24) as ∆ is increased, beyond a critical disor-
der (∆I

c ), spanning clusters can occur hence phase coherence
across the sample is possible. Increasing ∆ further leads to
more sites having 〈n〉 = 2 Mott phase and vacuum (〈n〉 = 0).
Probability of having SF regions goes below the percolation
threshold. Beyond a critical U , as we increase ∆, the perco-
lation threshold is never achieved. For low U and high ∆
superfluid phase appears as percolation driven transition as
U is increased keeping ∆ fixed. As U is increased further
keeping ∆ fixed, a percolation driven superfluid-BG transi-
tion occurs. According to previous studies [4], the Mott to
superfluid transition is replaced by Mott to Bose-glass to su-
perfluid, which we also observe in our result (Fig. 4) as there
exists a small region of Bose-glass phase in-between the Mott
and the superfluid phase. The two dimensional phase diagram
obtained from mean-field and percolation analysis compares
qualitatively well with the QMC results as obtained in Ref.
[5]. The tip of the fingurelike superfluid region at low ∆ and
high U appears approximately around U/t ≈ 62. The QMC
result for the aforementioned tip of the fingurelike region is at
U/t = 49. The previous works based on percolation analy-
sis [21], also produced similar phase diagram. However, we
do not find exact quantitative agreement between the phase
diagram as given in Ref. [21] and our result.

We study the data collapse for the Pspan as a function of
scaled argument using appropriate scaling exponents for clas-
sical percolation in two dimensions as also used in Ref. [20].
With the classical percolation exponents for two dimensions
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FIG. 5: (Colour online) Upper panel: Pspan is plotted for different system sizes for fixed U/t (a) ∆/t = 40, (b) ∆/t = 65, and fixed ∆/t
(c) U/t = 26, (d) U/t = 53. Lower panel: data collapse for (e) ∆/t = 40, (f) ∆/t = 65, (g) U/t = 26, (h) U/t = 53. Inset plots in (e)
and (g) show a zoomed in view of data collaspe near the transition point.

(ν = 1.33) [24], data-collapse can be observed over a region
of parameter space near the BG-SF transition point. We ob-
served the scaling region to be shorter (in the parameter range)
for the Bose-glass to superfluid transition where the transition
point is close to a Mott-SF transition at low values of ∆. In
Fig. 5 data collapse is demonstrated in the lower panel. It
shows data collapse for the transition along both the U di-
rection and ∆ direction respectively. Along the x-axis the
appropriate argument for the scaling function is plotted with
appropriate values of Uc or ∆c obtained from the Pspan cal-
culations. [8].
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FIG. 6: (Colour online) The lower panel showing absence of span-
ning cluster at low U and high ∆ where 〈b〉 values are high. The
left panel is for (i)∆/t = 60, U/t = 7 and the right panel is for
(ii)∆/t = 65, U/t = 10. In Fig 4 the above mentioned parameter
regions are shown.

C. Some remarks on the spanning clusters

Within the mean-field picture the spanning superfluid clus-
ters give some understanding of the phase diagram of dis-
ordered BHM. The probability (Pspan) of a spanning clus-
ter shows crossing for different system sizes indicating the
superfluid-bose glass transition. However, the cluster of sites
with non-zero superfluid order parameter does not appear ran-
domly within the sample. The formation of clusters of non-
zero 〈b〉 is correlated as indicated in Eq. 5. The self-consistent
〈b〉 at a given site is a sum of 〈b〉 in the nearest neighbour sites.
Hence, it can be termed as formation of liquid drops [17].

In Fig. 6 we show two situations where the average order
parameter 〈b〉 throughout the sample is significantly high al-
though no spanning cluster of non-zero 〈b〉 exists. The left
panel (Fig. 6 (i)) shows ∆/t = 60, U/t = 7 and the right
panel (Fig. 6 (ii)) shows ∆/t = 65, U/t = 10. For both
the cases the upper panel shows the actual order parameter
profile throughout the lattice and the lower panel shows the
cluster pattern derived from the upper panel using a cut off.
These two cases are obtained from low U and high ∆ region
of Fig. 4, where the false colour plot of disorder averaged
〈b〉 show higher values on the BG region than the superfluid
region. This clearly shows, simple contour plots of disorder
averaged 〈b〉 does not match with phase boundary obtained
from percolation transition analysis.

In our percolation analysis, we have not considered the
corner sharing clusters to be the same cluster as the self-
consistency condition (Eq. 5) only takes into account the
nearest neighbouring sites. In Ref. [17] it is argued, that the
superfluid clusters have a droplet like feature due to spatial
correlation [25]. A more rigorous percolation analysis taking
into account this general tendency of the superfluid clusters to
form droplets can provide a better understanding of the transi-
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tion within this picture. Also, cluster analysis for the different
Mott phases (n = 1 and n = 2, and vaccum n = 0) deep in-
side the Bose-glass phase may provide useful understanding
of the different forms of excitations possible there.

IV. CONCLUSION

In conclusion we perform the mean-field and classical per-
colation analysis to distinguish various phases of disordered
BHM at fixed 〈n〉 = 1 filling. Each point at the boundary of
the SF-BG transition is obtained from the crossing point of
the spanning cluster probability (Pspan) for different system

sizes, across the SF-BG crossing, varying either ∆ or U . We
also argue the importance of mean-field along with the per-
colation analysis methods in developing understading of re-
entrant superfluid region and bose-glass phase at high U low
∆.
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