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W e study the ground state m agnetic properties of ferrom agnetic spinor B oseE Instein condensates
con ned In a deep optical lattices. In the M ott insulator regin e, the \m inicondensates" at each
Jattice site behave asm esoscopic spin m agnets that can interact w ith neighboring sites through both
the static m agnetic djpolar interaction and the light-induced dipolar interaction. W e show that such
an array of spin m agnets can undergo a ferrom agnetic or anti-ferrom agnetic phase transition under
the m agnetic dipolar interaction depending on the dim ension of the con ning optical lattice. The
ground-state spin con gurations and related m agnetic properties are investigated in detail.
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I. NTRODUCTION

T he Interaction between quantum degenerate atom ic
gasesand optical elds isa comerstone ofm odem atom ic
physics and quantum optics. In early experin ents on
BoseE Instein condensation, light eldswere applied pri-
m arily for the capture and precooling of atom s, preced—
Ing the last stage of evaporative cooling in a m agnetic
trap. They were also used to obtain dram atic im ages of
the condensates BEC), and to launch solitons E.'] and
vortices '_Q] in condensates. This was soon ollowed by
applications such as the trapping of condensates in opti-
caldipole traps, and the dem onstrations of m atterwave
superradiance t;\",-'_él] and of coherent m atterwave am pli —
cation E]. M ore recently, optical dipole traps have been
em ployed for the alloptical realization of BEC and of
quantum -degenerate Ferm igases f§, ::/:].

O ptical lattices, form ed by counterpropagating laser
beam s in one, two and three din ensions, were origihally
used in polarization gradient cooling and sub-recoil cool-
Ing experin ents at the singleatom lvel. They rapidly
found further applications in the m anipulation ofBEC s,

rst In the dem onstration ofa \m ode-locked" atom laser
and the observation of Josephson tunneling between lat-
tice wells i_d], and subsequently in the transport and ac—
celeration of condensates E_S:Ji]. M ore recently, they have
lead to the dem onstration of the super uid-M ott nsu-
lator transition [0, 1], and of the collapse and revival
of the condensate wave fiinction l_l-Z_i] In the near fu-
ture, they may also prove usefiil in the realization of
bright atom ic solitons relying on negative e ective atom ic
m asses in periodic potentials Ll;%]

In contrast to m agnetic traps, which only capture
atom s n weak— eld seeking states, optical traps fiinction
for all hyper ne sublevels of the alkali electronic ground
states. T his presents considerabl advantages, in partic—
ular in the study of spinor condensates such as sodium
and rubidiim . The st study of the m agnetic proper—
ties of spinor condensates were carried out by K etterke
and cow orkers, who Investigated the existence of coex—
isting spin dom ains in *’Na, an \anti-ferrom agnetic", or
\polar" condensate {L4].

R ecent experin ental and theoretical studies have es—

tablished that in contrast to >>N a, 'R b is expected to be
ferrom agnetic at zero tem perature. T hat is, the expecta—
tion value of its totalspin F is nite, 16 0 [L5, 16, L7l.
A sa resul, an ensem ble of condensatesplaced at the po—
tentialm nin a of an optical lattice would act as m eso—
scopic m agnets, much lke large spins on a crystalline
lattice. In the absence of extermal elds and long range
site-to-site interactions, these m agnets would have ran—
dom ordentations.

The situation is changed in the presence of Interac—
tions betw een neighboring lattice sites. It is known that
In the case of spins on a crystal lattice, the dom inant
source of coupling is the quantum -m echanical exchange
Interaction. W e recallthat 19th century physics failed in
is attem pts to explain ferrom agnetisn in tem s of the
m agnetic dipole-dipole interaction, and it is H eisenberg
who rst introduced the exchange force to explain this
e ect lt_L8_:, -_19:] In the present case, though, the overlap
betw een neighboring condensate wave functions is neg—
ligble for deep enough lattice wells | the M ott insula—
tor state | and so is the exchange Interaction. Instead,
the individual m esoscopic m agnets are coupled by the
m agnetic (@nd possibly also the optical) dipole-dipole n—
teraction. Because of the lJarge number N of atom s at
each lattice site, this Interaction is no longer negligble,
despite the large distance, of the order of halfan optical
w avelength, betw een sites. A s such, the present situation
is In som e sense a retum to 19th century physics. The
goalofthispaper is to discuss severalaspects of the spin
and m agnetic properties of such lattice system s in one-
and tw o-din ensions.

The rem ainder of the paper is organized as follow s.
Section IT brie y review s the theory of spinor conden—
sates in general, w ith special em phasis on the ferrom ag—
netic and polar ground states resulting from Ilocal spin—
changing collisions. W e then introduce the nonlocallong—
range m agnetic dipoledipole interaction between con-—
densates at di erent sites in the optical lattice. Sec—
tion ITT brie y review s previously published resuls on
one-din ensional lattices, and discusses the ferrom agnetic
ground state of the full Jattice. On this basis, an ex—
tension of the one-din ensional case to two-din ensional
lattices are analyzed in section IV . T he ground state of
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the system is determ ined num erically using a genetic
algorithm that is discussed In som e detail. W e show
that in that case, the ground state is nom ally anti-
ferrom agnetic. Edge e ects are also brie y addressed.
Finally, Section V is a conclusion and outlook.

II. MODEL

T he dynam ics of spinor condensates trapped in optical
lattices is prin arily govemed by three types of tw o-body
Interactions: spin-changing collisions, m agnetic dipole—
dipole Interactions, and light-induced dipole-dipole inter-
actions. For an optical lattice created by blue-detuned
laser beam s, the atom s are trapped in the dark— eld
nodes of the lattice and the light-induced dipole-dipole
Interaction can be neglected [_EQ'] In this paper, we focus
on this case. A s a preparation for sections ITI, IV and
V, we st discuss the interatom ic interactions in som e
detail.

A . Spin—changing collisions

In second-quantized fom , the H am iltonian describing
a system of spin £ = 1 bosons subFct to local spin-

changing collisions is @-]_;, ,’_2- i, 23, 241
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w here (r) isthe eld annihilation operator foran atom

Inthehyper nestate f = I;m¢= 1i, = 1;0;1,U (r)
is a potential produced by an opticaldipole trap and as-
sum ed to be the sam e for allhyper ne states, and M is
the m ass of the atom s. F is the vector operator for the
hyper ne spin of an atom , w ith com ponents represented
by 3 3matricesin the f = 1;ms = 1 subspace. For
ultracold bosons, only s-wave collisionsw ith totalhyper-
ne spin ofF = 0;2 are allowed, and
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where ag and a, are the swave scattering lengths for

collisions in the FF = 0 and F = 2 channel, respectively.
T he ground state properties of spinor condensates sub—

“ct to these Iocal spin-changing collisions have been de—

term ined by introducing the com ponents , (r) of the

soinor condensate wave function in the m ean—- eld ap—
proxim ation,
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where n (r) is the local atom ic density and (r) a nor-

m alized spinor, and m inin izing the energy functional
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In this expression, is the cheam ical potential and the
averaged single-atom spin angularm om entum is
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Forc, > 0, the energy E ism inim ized by ¥ (x)i= O,
and the spinor condensate is In an \anti-ferrom agnetic",
or \polar" state. T his is the case ©r?3N a condensates, in
which case a, a ' S5au.Ketterle angl cow orkers have
studied this situation in great detail t_lﬂ:] In particular
they have obtained spin-dom ain diagram s and studied
experin entally the m ischbility of these dom ains in the
presence of extermal elds.

For ¢ < 0, In contrast, the energy E is m Inin ized
by making ¥ ()i = 1. As discussed in Ref. R3], the
direction ofthe soin is

I (r)i= cos o2+ sih o (cos o+ sin (¢9); @)
where ( and ( are Euler angles. A1l possble ori-
entations ( o; o) are possbl and lad to the same
ground-state energy E . Recent theoretical calculations
by K lausen et al. predict that for soin-1 ®’Rb, the
scattering lengths ag and a,; are alm ost equal, but w ith
ag > az, w ih a di erence of the order of 03 to 2.7 awu.
fLel.

C onsider, then, an 8’Rb condensate trapped on an op-
tical lattice w ith wells deep enough that is ground state
is the M ott-insulator state, ie., there is no globalphase
of the condensate over m any lattice sites t_l-]_}] Each lat-
tice site is therefore the location ofa \m nicondensate,"
which can contain asm any as several thousands atom s
in onedin ensional lattices, and several hundreds in 2—
D lattices. In the absence of external elds and long-—
range site-to-site Interactions, these condensates can be
thought of as independent m agnets, whose spin vectors
point in random directions, w ith no spin correlationsbe-
tween sites. T his situation is sin ilar to the spin lattices
fam iliar from the study of m agnetian , wih two di er—
ences. First, the quantum m echanical exchange Interac—
tion, w hich isat the core ofm agnetism , is com pletely neg—
ligble in the present situation. T his is because neighbor-
Ing sites on an optical lattice are at least one halfoptical
wavelength apart. For deep lattice wells, the centerof-
m ass wave functions for the individual m lnicondensate



| essentially the ground state W annierw ave functions at

the ndividualsies | do nothave any signi cant overlap.
Second, them agnetic dipolar coupling, which isnom ally
negligble and leads to the prediction of Curie tem pera—
tures several orders ofm agniude low er than actually ob—
served In solid state m agneticm aterials, isnow the dom —
nant interaction, due to the large number N of atom s
at each lattice site. This leads to an N 2 enhancem ent
factor, aswe now show .

B. M agnetic dipole-dipole interaction

In oxder to describe the m agnetic dipolar interaction
betw een m inicondensates at lattice sites i and j, we as—
sum e that the condensates at each site can be treated
Independently, and have the sam e spatial form , which is
also Independent of the soin state of the atom s. Speci —
cally, we decom pose the Schrodinger eld operator as
X
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In this expansion, wh'jlch goes beyond the m ean— eld ap—
proxin ation of Eq. @), rj is the coordinate of the i+th
Jattice site, & (1) and &Y (i) are bosonic annihilation and
creation operators for atom s In the hyper ne state at
site i, and ;(xr) = (r x) is the ground state wave
function of the m inicondensate at that site, nom alized
to unity. Forag ' ay, it is approxim ately given by the
solution of the stationary G rossP itaevskiiequation
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w here
X
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is the totalnum ber of atom s at site iand we assum e that
all sites have the sam e num ber of atom s.

The m agnetic dipole-dipole interaction between the
m inicondensates at sites iand §is given by P5]
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where ( isthe vacuum pem eability and ~; is the m ag—

netic dipole m om ent at site i. In second-quantized form ,
it is given explicitly by
X
i= B & @F ; a @
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where gz = gr p isthe gyrom agnetic ratio and we rec—
ognize that S; isthe angularm om entum operator for the
condensate at site i. W e rem ark that or a given site, the
expectation value of ~; is

].'I“ii = B

N; g HF;i;

where HF ;i is the single-atom m agnetization at the site,
e Eqg. 6'_3) .

Sum m arizing, then, the Ham iltonian describing the
sonor \m inicondensates" in the optical lattice, sub fct
to spin-changing collisions and to an inter-site m agnetic
dipolar Interaction has the spin-spin coupling form
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and the tensor i isde ned by
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W e have also Introduced an extemalm agnetic eld B oyt
for future use. In the lim it of tight con nem ent, the
condensate wave fiinctions at each lattice site can be ap-—
proxin ated by

i n¥ c 2

In this lin it we have
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ij — B YA
4 FuJ
and the tensor 3 becom es
ij = ijizj_j;

whererjy= r; 3y and ty= 1=yl

IIT. FERROMAGNETISM IN A 1D OPTICAL
LATTICE

In this section, we study the m agnetic properties and
sodn dynam ics of spinor condensates in a 1D optical lat—
tice. M ore speci cally, we consider a blie-detuned opti-
callattice w here the m lnicondensates are trapped at the



standing wave nodes. In this case, the light-induced dipo—
lar Interaction can be ignored and the m inicondensates
only interact via the m agnetic dipolar interaction. W ih-
out loss of generality, we assum e that the axis of the
lattice is along the z direction, which we also choose as
the quantization axis. Hence the total H am iltonian (é
reduces to
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W e assum e that the m agnetic eld B ¢t is of the form
Bext = B,2+ BiX;

where B,2 is an applied eld and B xR is an e ective
m agnetic eld that acoounts for allpossible e ects from
the experin ental environm ent. W hile this eld can have
any possible orientation, we take it to be transverse and
along & w ithout loss of generality, since any longiudinal
com ponent can be nclided in B,

Furthem ore, we consider an in nitely long lattice so
that boundary e ects can be ignored. T he ham iltonian
describing the spin S of a generic site i reads then
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W e now proceed to determ ine the ground state of the
sihgle-site H am ittonian (-8) in themean eld | orW eiss
molecular eld | approxin ation EL9.] Tt consists n re—
plcing the operators S, = X;y;z, by their ground-
state expectation value
myi! M =Nm ; )
which is assum ed to be the same for all sites. W e re—
m ark thatm , isnothing but the di erence in population
of the Zeem an sublevels of m agnetic quantum num bers
1l.Replcing S; by Nm  allow sus to approxin ate the
Ham ilttonian @) by

hne= 25° 5SS B 10)

w here we have Introduced the e ective m agnetic eld
Be = B+ 2m )2+ By my)R myy;
and

=N ij e

In the case of ®’Rb, the individual spinor condensates
at the lattice sites are ferrom agnetic, 2 < 0. In that
case, the ground state ofthem ean— eld H am iltonian C_lC_i)
m ust correspond to a situation where the condensate at
the site i under consideration m ust be aligned along B o
and takes itsmaxinum possbl valie N . That is, the

ground state ofthem ean— eld H am ilttonian C_l-C_)') issimply
$Si= N;Nig .; 11)

w here the rst num ber denotes the totalangularm om en—
tum and the second its com ponent along the direction of
B. . Note that $5Si represents a spin ooherent state
In the basis of $;S,1. The fact that the ground state
m agnetic dipole m om ent of each lattice site is N tines
that of an ndividual atom results n a signi cant m ag—
netic dipole-dipole interaction even for lattice points sep—
arated by hundreds of nanom eters. This feature, which
can be interpreted as a signature of Bose enhancem ent,
is in stark contrast w ith usual ferrom agnetism , w here the
m agnetic Interaction is negligble com pared to exchange
and where the use of form ions is essential.

The m ean- eld ground state of Eq. {11) allows us to
calculate the m agnetization m 4,y;, . One nds readily

1
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where istheanglkbetween B, andthe -axis. In the

absence of extemally applied eld, B, = 0, this gives
2m, 12a)
m, = ; a
B
B m
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m. = 12c
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where B = @2m )2+ By my)?+ (m )% nor-

m alizes the m agnetization vector to unity .

Sinhce B > 0, the third of these equations im plies
thatmy = 0. WihmZ+ m2 = 1 and the condition
2 = B ,which P©llow sdirectly from the equation form ,,
we nd further that forB 4 3 , the unique solution is
m, =my = 0,my = 1. That is, the Jattice of conden-
sates is m agnetically polarized along the environm ental
magnetic ed By. ForBy < 3 , in contrast, there are
two coexisting sets of solytions: ) m, = my, = 0 and
my = l;and ) m, = 1 Bx=3 )%, my, = 0 and
my, = By=3 . It is easily seen that the state associated
w ith the latter solutions has the lower energy . Hence
it corresoonds to the true ground state, while solution 1
represents an unstable equilbrium .

W e have, then, the follow ing situation: A sthe e ective
m agnetic eld strength B, is reduced below the critical
value 3 , the lattice ceases to be polarized along the
direction of that eld. A phase transition occurs, and
a spontaneous m agnetization along the z-direction ap-
pears, characterized by a nie m ,. This phenom enon



is ram iniscent of conventional ferrom agnetjsm Indeed,
our m odel is analogous to the Ising m odelll8], w ith the
environm ental transverse m agnetic eld By playing the
role oftem perature. ForB, = 0 | corresponding to zero
tem perature In Ising m odel | the spins at each lattice
site S; align them selves along the lattice direction, even
In the absence of longitudinal eld. This goontaneous
soin m agnetization din Inishes as B, increases, and com —
pletely vanishes if B, exceeds the criticalvalue 3 | the
analog of the Curie tem perature In the Ishgm odel W e
note how ever that the situation at hand exhibits in por—
tant qualitative di erences w ith the Ising m odel. For ex—
am ple, no spontaneousm agnetization occurs In 1D Ising
m odel, for any nite tem perature.
W e note how ever that the appearance ofa spontaneous
m agnetization does not rely on this condition being fl-
lled. This point was discussed in Ref. t27- which nu-
m erically solved the Ham iltonian @') w fthout invoking
the m ean— eld approxin ation for a two-well system and
showed how the situation rapidly approaches the m ean—
eld resultsasN increases.

Iv. ANTIFERROMAGNETIC GROUND STATE
OF THE 2D LATTICE

Now we tum our attention to 2D lattices, form ed as
before by bluedetuned lasers. W e show that depending
on the relative m agnitude of the lattice constants along
is two axes, this system exhibits a variety of possble
ground states, including an antiferrom agnetic con gu-
ration.

W e consider a rectangular lattice in the (y;z)-plane,
with prim tive lattice vectors a = a2 and b = by, of
lengths a and b, in these two directions. W e assum e as
before that the number of atom s at each lattice site is
the sam e and that the atom s are tightly con ned so that
we can approxin ate their probability densiy by a delta
finction at each lattice site,

Jyof= «© -

Here, rj5 = ia+ Jjb istheposition ofthe center ofthe (i; j)
lattice site. Under these conditions, the H am iltonian (é
with B ext = 0 becom es
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and Iijx1 = Tij K1 = na+ mb,withn= i k and
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A . in nite size lattices

A s In the preceding section, we determm ine the ground
state of the lattice in the sem iclassical lin i, ignoring
spin-spin correlations and replacing the operators Sij
w ith their expectation value with respect to a spin co—
herent state,

Sij ! I‘Siji= M ij e

T he sam iclassical ground state corresponds to the orien—
tation ofthe spin vectorsthatm inin izesthe sam iclassical
energy corresoonding to the Ham iltonian Clﬂ) In con—
trast to the one-din ensional case, it is not obvious from
Inspection of Eq. C_l%) that all expectation values M ;4
should be equal. H ence, the determm ination of the ground
state for an N M lattice requires the m inin alization
of the energy w ith respect to 2N M variables. H owever,
In the lin i of an in nite lattice the ground state should
be translationally invariant w ith respect to digplacem ents
ofthe spinsby a nite num ber of Jattice constants along
either axis. W e can therefore generalize the m ean— eld
ansatz used in the one-dim ensionalcase by assum ing that
the 2D lattice can be decom posed into a nite set £g of
Interpenetrating periodic sublattices for which all soin
vectors have the sam e ordentation.

T hepositions ofthe sites ofthe sublattice ‘ ofprim itive
lattice vectors av and b are

Lyig= da+ ayo+ o+ b

wherea+; and b ;o denote the origin ofthat Jattice. Since
the interaction between dipolem om ents that are perpen—
dicular to the plane of the lattice is repulsive whilke the
Interaction between dipole m om ents in the plane of the
lattice ispredom inantly attractive, the ground statem ust
correspond to goin vectors in the plane (yv;z) of the lat-
tice. H ence the spin vector associated w ith the sublattice
' can be written as

M =N (cos ¢+ sh 2):

One can galn an ntuiive feel for the ground state of
the system by considering w hat happenswhen one ktsa
1D lattice approach an already existing one from in n-
iy. For concreteness, w e take the axes ofboth latticesto
be along 2. W e know from the previous section that for
large lattice separations, the soins In each lattice willbe
oriented In eitherthe + 2 or 2 direction w ith equalprob-—
ability. In e ect, each lattice acts lke a long barm agnet.
A s the lattices approach each other, though, they start
to Interact via theirm agnetic dipole m om ents. Them in—
In ization ofenergy then proceeds in a fam illarway: Just
astwo barm agnets placed side by side orient them selves
so that opposite poles are next to each other, the soins
of the two 1D lattices w ill arrange their ordientation so
that the soins in one lattice point along + 2 whilke In the
other lattice the spins point along 2. Thiswill rem ain
true as long as the lattice separation ism uch larger than



the prim itive lattice vector b of the 1D IJattices, due to
the 1=r dependence of the m agnetic dipole interaction.
Indeed, In this case the easy axis is the y-axis.

T his argum ent can easily be generalized to m any row s.
It llowsthat ora b, row s of spins parallel to the z—
axisw ill atematively align them selves along the + 2 and

2 direction. Sim ilarly, for a b, the z-axis becom es
the easy axis and row s of spins parallelto y align them —
selves altematively along the +¢ or ¢ direction. In
both cases, though, the ground state is expected to be
anti-ferrom agnetic.

Even though the m agnetic dipole interaction is long
ranged, it is easy to see that neighboring soins within
each row interact more strongly than do neighboring
soins In adpcent row s provided that a = b+ wih
positive. O ne therefore expects that the ground state
will rem ain antiferrom agnetic unless ' 0. In this
Iim i, there are clearly tw o degenerate anti-ferrom agnetic
ground states that are topologically distinct, ie. that can
not be related by a sin ple rotation. Any weighted com —
bination ofthese two con gurations has the sam e energy
and is therefore a new degenerate ground state. A ssign-—
ing the weight cos’ to the ground state w ith all spins
ponnting In the ¢ direction and sif to the ground
state with all spins in the 2, then we nd that this sit-
uation is equivalent to a ground state consisting of four
Interpenetrating sublattices (Y= 1;2;3;4), w ith soin ori-
entations,

M; = N (cos ¢+ sinh 2); (15a)
M, = N( cos ¢+ sinh 2); (15b)
M3 = N( cos ¥ sin 2); (15c)
M, = N (cos ¢ sin 2); (15d)
and sublattice sites located at
;i = 2ia+ 23b; 16a)
;i = 2ia + (2j+ 1)b; (leb)
r3;5 = @i+ l)a+ @i+ 1L)b; (16c)
;5 = Qi+ La+ 23b; (led)

where i;5 = 0; 1; 2;::.. The corresponding lattice
structure is illistrated in Fig. ii. Fora = b all values
of aredegenerate whilk fora < band a > b the ground
state corresponds to  equalto 0 and = =2, respec—
tively.

The next section discusses the use of a genetic al-
gorithm to num erically determm Ine of the lattice ground
state fora nite lattice size.

B . Finite size lattices
1. G enetic algorithm

G enetic algorithm s have becom e a widely used tool
for solving optim ization problem sthat depend on a large

o Vo

FIG .1: O rdentations of the spins on the four interpenetrating
sublattices for a = b. The lengths are In units of

number of varizbles P8]. The basic dea behind genetic
algorithm s is D arw Inian natural selection. These algo—
rithm s proceed from an iniial set of trial solutions to
the optin ization problem , which can be thought ofas in-
dividuals iIn a population. T he individuals breed, follow —
Ing som e prescribed m ating rules, to produce o spring,
which constitute the next generation of individuals. In
addition, random mutations are also introduced. The
o soring that produce better solutions to the problem
survive and are allowed to fiirther breed, while those
that produce poor solutions are elin inated. Ideally, after
m any generationsthe algorithm convergesto the optin al
solution (s) to the problem at hand.

In the speci ¢ system at hand, the algorithm starts
from a large population N of iniial lattices, typically
N = 512. M ost of them have com plktely random spin
ordentations, but som e m ay have ordered con gurations
based on the ground state ofthe in nite lattice. At each
generation, the genetic algorithm perform sa com bination
ofm utations and breeding steps on the m em bers of the
population, which we refer to asm utating and m ating.

T he m utationsm odify each m em ber of the population
to form a second population of N lattices. They can be
either global and local. Localm utations invole giving
random rotationsto a random percentage of the spins in
the individual lattices. T hese rotations are by angles ’
and aboutthey and x axes, respectively, where’ and
are nom ally distributed random num bersw ith standard
deviations typically chosen to be =8. In contrast, the
globalm utations rotate all soin In the lattice by related
am ounts: They either apply the sam e random rotation
to all Jattice sites, or rotate the spin at each lattice site
by a slightly di erent am ount determm ined by is value
(this is used when investigating the case of equal lattice
constants, a = b, discussed below ) . In general, a given in—
dividual is sub cted to both localand globalm utations.

A fter the m utations are perform ed, the 2N individu-—
als are allowed to m ate. The m ating process random ly



picks two individuals using a nom ally distributed prob—
ability distribbution centered around individuals w ith the
lowest energy. This insures that, on average, only those
Individuals with the lowest energies produce o spring.
E ach pair of parents produces two o springs using one
of four random Iy selected m ating technigques: site swap-—
ping, sub-lattice swapping, row and column swapping,
and row and colum n rearranging. Site swapping consists
of swapping a random num ber of random ly chosen sites
from theparents. Sim ilarly, sub-lattice sw apping consists
of swapping a random ly sized and positioned sub-lattice
between the parents. Row and colum n swapping works
by random ly picking row s from both parents and fom —
ing one child, and doing the sam e w ith colum ns to form
a second child. Row and colum n rearranging uses only a
sihgle parent to produce a child by random ly rearranging
its row s or colum ns. The m ating process is repeated N
tin es at each generation to produce a total population
of4N Iattices. O fthose, only the N individualsw ith the
Jow est energy are selected as parents for the next gener-
ation.

T he genetic algorithm is run until the relative energies
of the individuals in generation M and M 100 di er
by lessthan 10 7.

2. Num erical resuls

T he ground state of the system detem ined by the ge—
netic algorithm is characterized by all spins lying In the
plane of the lattice, in agreem ent w ith the discussion of
section IV . Ifthe lengths ofthe prim itive lattice vectorsa
and b di er signi cantly, say, by 10 percent or m ore, the
ground state is anti-ferrom agnetic. W ih the exception
of sites near the lattice boundary, the anti-ferrom agnetic
structure is identical to that predicted based on an in -
nie lattice.

A s is to be expected, boundary e ects becom e m ore
In portant, the smaller the lattice. In that case, the
ground state is characterized by soins ordentations near
the boundaries that deviate from the ¢ or 2 direc—
tions. W hen a and b are signi cantly di erent, these
boundary e ects are m anifest only near the comers of
the lattice, and they lower the ground state energy by
a very small amount. For exampl, ora = 06 and
b= 05 ,where isthe wavelength of the laser form ing
the lattice in the z-direction, the boundary e ects reduce
the ground-state energy ofan 11 11 lattice by only 0:1
percent com pared to is In nie lattice value. For larger
lattices, the boundary e ects becom e even sm aller.

W hen a = b, nie size e ects are m ore In portant in
determm ining the spin structure of the ground state. W e
recall that In that case, an In nite lattice possesses an
In nite numberofdegenerate ground states characterized
by the angle . Boundary e ects break this degeneracy
and lead to the appearance of a preferred pattem. F jg.:_Z
illustrates the transition from the boundary dom inated
pattem of the a = b situation to the anti-ferrom agnetic
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FIG .2: The ground state con guration show s the transition
from the boundary dom Inated pattem for a = b to the anti-
ferrom agnetic con guration fora € b. From top to bottom,
b= 0:5,0.505 and 0.6, respectively and a = 0:5 forall gures.
T he lengths are in units of

con guration of a € b. As ilustrated in Fig. :g:a, for
the case of a = b, near boundaries the spins are aligned
parallelto them . That this should be the case isplausbl
sihce when going from a situation wherea < btoa > b,
the soin ordentation m ust go from being parallelto the y—
axis to being parallel to the z-axis. To accom m odate the
orthogonaldirections along tw o ad acent boundaries, the
angle near the comers changes In such a way that the
soins at the comer sites m ake an angle of =4 relative
to the y—and z-axis. This lifts the degeneracy present
In the in nie httice. As a resulk, the spins near the
center of the nite Jattice always take on an ordentation
corresponding to Egs. _-§') and {_1-6) wih = =4.This
result holds for all nitesize lattices. Finally, we note
that the ground-states of nite-size lattices are two-fold
degenerate, the second ground state being obtained by
re ections about the y and z axes.

Figure g show s how the spins ordents them selves as b
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FIG .3: P ot ofthe deviation angle relative to they axis for
the spn at the center of the lattice (solid curve) and a spin
on left boundary of the lattice (dashed curve) as functions of
b for xed a= 0:5. Lengths are in units of

changes for xed a. A sb deviates from a, the spins near
the center of the lattice quickly becom e paralkel to the
easy-axis, while the spins near the boundariesbecom e so
much m ore slow ly.

V. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In summ ary, we have studied the soin con gurations
and m agnetic properties of soinor B oseE instein conden—
sates In an optical lattice. In the tight-binding lim i,
the ground state is the M ott-insulator state and the con—
densed atom s at each lattice site collectively behave as
a soin m agnet. Due to Bose enhancem ent, the dipole—
dipole interactions between these spin m agnets becom e
In portant and m ay give rise to a rich variety ofphenom —
ena. W e have shown here that the array of spin m agnets
can undergo a ferrom agnetic (n the 1D case) or anti-
ferrom agnetic (in the 2D case) phase transition under
the dipolar interaction when externalm agnetic elds are
su ciently weak. U sing the sam e m echanian , it w illalso
be possble to create ferrim agnetic lattice system s if one
can interleave two sets of optical dipole potentials, each
trapping one species of atom s (or one hyper ne state of
the sam e atom ) di erent from the other.

In the case of a far red-detuned lattice such that the
spacing between ad-pcent lattice site exceeds the atom ic
resonant wavelength, the detection of the ground state
soin structure am ounts to detecting populations In the
Individual Zeem an sublevels at each site. This can be
achieved using a Ram an scattering schem e. For exam ple,
one can shine two light beam s, one -polarized and the
other circularly polarized, onto the system . T he absorp—
tion or gain of the probing light after passing the sam pl

is then a m easure of the relative population of the hy-
per ne levels, since i depends upon which of them are
nitially populated. T his schem ewouldn’t work forablue
detuned lattice, though, since in that case the spacing be—
tw een neighboring sites is sub-wavelength. H ow ever, the
long range periodic spin structure, in particular the fer-
rom agnetic and anti-ferrom agneth ordering, can stillbe
detected by B ragg scattering R9]. Let us take ®’Rb asan
exam ple. Its ground state is the 53, statewih F = 1.
For * -polarized B ragg probe light (e choose the quan—
tization axisto be parallelorantiparallelto atom ic spins)
with a frequency closeto theF = 1! F%= 2D2 reso—
nance line , then the ratio of the transition strength (or
scattering cross section) foratom sinm = landm =1
Zeem an sublevel is 1=6. A s a resul, the B ragg signalde—
pends on whether one has a ferrom agnetic lattice (Where
alltheatom sare in ettherm = 1orm = 1 Zeam an sub—
level) or antiferrom agnetic lattice Wwhere halfthe atom s
areinm = 1 and theotherhalfareinm = 1 sublvel).
In addition to their ground state structure, soinor con—

densates In an optical lattices also possesses consider—
able potentJal for studying other phenom ena such as soin
waves BO],m acroscopicm agnetization tunneling B]: do—
m ain wall form ation, etc. Future studiesw illalso lnclude
the dynam icalproperties of the system . D ue to the long—
range aswellas the nonlinear nature of the dipolar inter—
action, the dynam ics of the system should be very rich.
For Instance, given a ground state 2D lattice w ith prim i
tive lattice constantsa < bwhere allthe spins are aligned
along the ¢ direction, one can suddenly m odify the lat-
tice light so that a > b. W hether and how the spins
adjust them selves to the new ground state w illbe an In—
teresting p]:ob]em closely related to the phenom enon of
spdn tunneling BL In addition, these system sm ay also

nd applications in the eld ofquantum inform ation and
com putation. W e conclude by noting that in addition to
the M ott lnsulator lm it studied in this paper, the ge—
netic algorithm that we have developed here m ight be
m odi ed to Investigate the other lim i where tunneling
betw een lattice sites becom es signi cant and the system
becom es a super uid [32].
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