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Abstract

W e present the general lattice m odel for a m ulicom ponent atom ic Bose-
E Instein system In an optical lJattice. U sing the m odel, we analytically study
the quantum phase transition between M ott Insulator and super uid. A
m ean— eld theory is developed from the M ott insulator ground state. W hen
the Inter-species Interactions are strong enough, the M ott insulator dem on-
strates the phase separation behavior. Forweak inter-species interactions, the
m uli species system ism iscible. F inally, the phase diagram is discussed w ith
the em phasis on the rol of Interspecies interactions. T he tips of the M ott
Insulator Iobes do not depend on the inter-species interactions, but the latter

Indeed m odify the range of Iobes.
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I. NTRODUCTION

The study of quantum phase transitions QP T) has attracted m uch interest in recent
years;-]'"'? . The term \quantum " isused to em phasize that it isquantum uctuationsthatplay
a vital role in driving the transition from one phase to another. In contrast, the usualther-
m odynam ic phase transition at nite tam perature is driven by them al uctuations which
are experim entally controlled by tuning the tem perature of the system . A s tem perature is
lowered, the them al uctuations are suppressed and nally they are not strong enough to
drive a nite tem perature phase transition. H owever, this by no m eans in plies that there
would be no phase transition at very low tem perature, sihoe quantum uctuations still exist
and they m ay be su ciently strong to drive a phase transition even at zero tem perature.
W e callsuch a zero tem perature phase transition a QP T, and it is experin entally accessble
by tuning param eters of the system other than tem perature.

Several prom Inent exam ples have been extensively studied to dem onstrate QPT . One
exam pl is quantum Hall QH) system s, where di erent QH phases can be achieved by
tuning etther the m agnetic eld or carrier oonoentratjon:l: . The second exam e is a network
of Jossphson j,lnctjons:"l . A Jossphson junction is a tunnel Jjunction connecting two super-
conducting m etallic grains. A Cooper pair of electrons are ablk to tunnel back and forth
between the grains. Ifthe C ooper pairs can m ove freely from grain to grain In the network,
the system is superconducting. However, since the grains are very an all, it costs a charg-
Ing energy to m ove a C ooper pair to neighboring grains. W hen the charging energy is big
enough, the C ooper pairs fail to propagate am ong the grains and the network willbe In an
nsulating phase.

A third system that exhibits QPT involves the super uid H e. W hen the super uid
“H e is absorbed in the porousm edia or on di erent substrates, the bosonic atom s in *H e
experience extemal oroes from the otherm ediuim . W hen the interactions between atom s
are m uch weaker than above extermal forces, the system is expected to be a super uid. In

the opposite 1im it, the super uid phase can not be m aintained, and the system w illexhibit



a M ott insulator behavior. Thus a super uid-M ott-insulator phase transition is expected
to happen, if one can tune the strength of atom ic Interactions. D etailed discussions can be
found in Ref.4 by Fisher et al. The starting point is the llow ing boson Hubbard m odel:
H = JX (a{aj+H:c:)+X "n; + ur n;m; 1): @)
< i i 2
Here a; and a correspond to the bosonic annihilation and creation operators on the i+th
lattice site, n; = a{ai the atom ic num ber operator on the i-th site, and "; the energy o set of
the atom on the i~th site due to extemalham onic con nem ent. The last term corresoonds
to the on-site repulsion between atom s, while the rsttemm describes the tunneling ofatom s
between neighboring sites. At mean eld level, starting w ith a strong coupling expansion,
nam ely treating the hopping tem as a perturbation, the system is found to havea QP T at

the Bllow ing critical vali ¥ for the ratio U=J:
- ZNg; @)

where z = 2d for a d din ensional sim ple lattice and ny is the inverse fraction of condens=ed

atom s in a canonicalensam ble. For Instance, ny 5:83 for the three din ensional case.

E xperim entally, such critical point of QP T is very hard to access. Tem perature is an
annoying factor for a convincing dem onstration ofthe QP T : The ntrusion of them al uc-
tuations often washes out the e ects of quantum uctuations. T hism akes the tem perature
window to observe the QPT anall. M oreover, to m ake the system go cross the quantum
critical point, we need to tune the controlling param eter carefully. In m ost of the studied
cases, this ishard to m anjpulate. Even one can tune the param eter, the range of tunability
is nom ally very sm all. Until very recently, In m ost cases only the m agnetic eJdE'E is the
tunable param eter. F nally, the presence of disorder m akes the observation of QP T even
more di cul.

Recently Ref.q reported the success in realizing a super uid-M ott-insulator phase tran-
sition In a gas ofultra-cold atom s in an optical lattice. T his is a revolutionary breakthrough

for experim ental cbservation of a controllable QP T . They cooled the atom ic gas of ¥’Rb



down to 10 nK to realize the atom ic B oseE Instein condensation BEC).M oreover, the BEC
is Joaded Into a perfect, sim ple cubic, optical lattice form ed by six crisscross laserbeam s. By
controlling the ntensity ofthe laser beam s, they can e ciently control the potential height
of the above sin ple cubic Jattice In a very lJarge range. In addition, such a unigue nvention
of the arti cial Jattice has the great advantage that the system is basically defect—free. By
using this sstup, they successfiilly and repeatedly observed the QP T at the crtical value
given by Eq. €). Thus an ideal playground for QP T hasbeen created in the atom ic BEC
system , which provides us an opportunity to test m any theoretical predictions.

A signi cant di erencebetween the atom icBEC super uid and the “H e super uid isthat
the fom er allow s atom sto condense w ith di erent intemal states due to hyper ne splitting.
T his allow s the order param eter of super uid to possess a Jarger sym m etry than the fam iliar
U (l)ié;iza' . It isdubbed in the BEC community as soinorBEC . A spointed out by H O@o':n] and
m any othersllé‘:la-, the spinor BEC possesses a whole host of quantum phenom ena that are
absent in the scalar cases: For Instance, vector and quadrupolar spin wave m odes, Skym ions
and other quantum orders etc. Experin entally, one can condense di erent m atter soecies
into one single Intemal state and study the e ects of cross—species interactions. T hroughout
this paper, we would like to call such system s asm ulticom ponent BEC system s.

In the M ott mnsulator to super uid quantum phase transition, quantum uctuations
and atom ic interactions play a vial role. W ithout interactions, one has only the socalled
band insulator. In the atom ic gas, due to Jaser cooling technology, BEC can be realized
sim ultaneously In several Intemal hyper ne Jeve]s;-l" . This m akes the experim ental study
of the m ulticom ponent BEC possible. Am ong all the Interesting physics discovered in the
m ulticom ponent BEC, the Inter-soecies repulsive interactions play a very in portant role.
Therefore, it would be very Interesting to study how inter-species interactions a ect the
transition from the M ott lnsulator to super uid.

M otivated both by experim ental progress and by theoretical curosity, we shall study

In the present paper the super uid-M ott-insulator transition in a mulicom ponent BEC

system in the presence of a periodic potential created by crisscross laser beam s. T he Jayout



of the paper is the follow ing: T he boson-H ubbard m odel for the muli species is derived
for the general case and som e soecial cases as well in Section IT. In the section IIT, we
study the ground state and its stability in the strong coupling lim it. T he phase boundary
between super uid and M ott insulator is determ ned for the two-com ponent case in Section

IV . Finally, we sum m arize our results in the Section V.

II.THE MODEL

A . The generalboson H ubbard m odel for a m ulti-com ponent BEC

A ffer ncliding the optical lattice potential, the m ost generalm odel H am iltonian for a

m ulticom ponent boson gas can be w ritten, In the second-quantization notations, as

Z 2_2
3 v hr
H= dx { &) gt Uy &+ Vi) 5 &) 3)
+ V) Y60 ) 1)

where m , is the m ass of an Individual atom , the indices i; j;k;1 label the com ponents of
the atom s and the summ ation is assum ed for repeated indices. G enerically we allow the
extermnal potential U,y to have a non-diagonal part In the hyper ne spin basis, In which it
represents a Jossphson-type coupling between spin com ponents'lé . V; (x) denotes the optical
lattice potential seen by atom s of species i. For the experin ental con guration in Ref. 9,

this Jattice ism odeled by
V ®;y;z) = Vo (sh?kx + sin®ky + sh®kz); @)

w ih k the wave vector of the laser light and V, the depth of the potential well. In the
m ulticom ponent case, the depth Vj;; m ay depend on the species index i. The interatom ic
interactions n Eq. () have been approxin ated as a contact interaction in which the coe -
cients g4 describe the strength of various elastic and inelastic collisions.

Fora single atom In the trap and the periodic potential, the energy eigenstates are B loch

states. In the tightbinding (TBA) lim i, we can superpose the B loch states to get a set of



W annier functions, which are localized on Individual lattice sites. W ithin the single band
approxin ation, we can expand the eld operators in the W annier basis as
X

i x) = bhaiw;x %) ®)

wherew; (x x) isthe W annier finction around lattice site n. Using Eqg. (T_j‘),the general
Ham itonian @) is reduced to a generalized boson Hubbard Ham iltonian for the muli

com ponent BEC :

X i X U1 X
H = Joon @ ons+ H ) + "n kg b st — 1, 18 sBn khn 18 (6)

<m n> m

Here JY is the hopping m atrix elm ent between two adjfcent lattice sitesm and n. I is

de ned by

Z
I = dxw; & %)l

mn

h®r 2
2m ,

1
ijt Vi i3+ Uy E(Uji+ Uy &k %): (7)

W ithin the Hubbard approxin ation, the hopping Integral is lattice site ndependent, ie.,

JH JI. ", descrbes the energy o set on each site due to the trap con nement. It is

mn

de ned as

z

"= ExUs) i x)F: @®)
Here we only consider the lowest band in the optical lattice, whose bottom is taken to be
the zero point for energy.) Finally, to get the on-site interactions in Eq. (§), the Hubbard
approxin ation hasbeen used to approxin ate the m ulti-center integralas a sihgle-center one;

nam ely, we have

Z

Uijx1= Gijx1 d3XWi @ X)W @ X)W X X3)Wi R %) ©)
Z

Qs ErwW KW @)Wy K)w1(K):
T he general form oftheboson Hubbard m odel (6) contains a large num ber of param eters.
In the Pollow ing, we would like to discuss several special cases which m ight be relevant to
experin ents. The rst sinpl case is, of course, given by Eq. (@) for a sihgle com ponent

BEC . It is rst derived and studied in the context of atom ic BEC in Ref.14.



B .Two—com ponent boson H ubbard m odel

The second exam pl we will discuss is the two-com ponent BEC . E xperin entally, the
sin ultaneous condensation of ®’Rb atom s In the two intemal states F = 2;M = 2) and
F = 2;M = 1) hasbeen acoom plished by M yatt et aI-l.i . For this case, we discuss Bose
condensed atom sw ith two Intemalhyper ne levels A > and B > . The atom s interact only
through the follow ing three channels: AA, BB, and AB type elastic collisions. Then our

Ham ittonian (@) is reduced to

X
H,= J*Q o + 3°K b + J°PH b + H ©: (10)

<m ;n>
X

+ "mAnmA+ "mBnt
m
1X

+§ UnNpa Oina 1+ Gngg (s 1)+ Gignpangs

m
A sin ilar energy—level and interaction pattem has been discussed by another group in a
di erent oontext:lé- . To be concrete, we focus on the situation in which the trap potential is
diagonal in intemnal space, nam ely, U,y only have diagonal com ponents Uy;. In this case, it

Pllow s from Eq. (1) that

JAB = 0 (11)

1J

To get m ore Insight into the param eters in Eq. ((0), we have to use the explicit form of
the W annier fiinctions. To do so, we notice that the optical Jattice potential is shusoidal.
TheW annier fuinction could be constructed as the localized one determ ined by the follow Ing
eigenvalue problem :

2

+V x;yiz)] Kiyiz)=E &K;yiz): 12)

a

T he Jattice sites are given by m inin a of the Jattice potential V (x;y;z); around them the

potentialV is approxin ately quadratic:

l 2 2 2
V x;y;iz) Ema! x°+y + z%); 13)



where ! isgiven by
I = 2m k’V: 14)

H ere for sin plicity, we assum e that the depth ofthe opticalpotential isthe sam e fordi erent
species; it is straightforw ard to generalize our resuksto thecasewith Vy ! Vy,; dependent on
the species index i.) Therefore, w thin the single band approxin ation, the W annier finction
is approxin ately given by the ground state wavefunction of a three-din ensional ham onic

oscillator. N am ely

3

Wae = P= expl - ‘&+y+ )] (15)

NI

q
where =

ma!

== . Noting that the W annier functions are independent of species indices

w ithin our approxin ations. Thus we can take
JA = JB = J: (16)

F inally, the on-site energy is the orighal interatom ic interaction w ith an extra num erical

R -
factor W (x;y;z)]4 . Therefore, the Ham iltonian (1) can be cast Into

X X
Ho= J Qala + Qghie + He: + 0 "anpa + "ieDns a7
<m ;n> m
1X
+ > UaNpa Oima 1)+ Gnpg Oines 1)+ GhgNpanns

m

Our Ham itonian {17) is di erent from the two-species boson H ubbard m odel proposed
in Ref.1§, where the authors assum ed that two species A and B are placed in two di erent
optical lattices with a rlhtive halfperiod shift. A lso a drive laser has been applied to
induce the transition between species A and B . In this situation, J* and J° in @0) should
be neglected since they represent the next nearest neighbor hopping. M oreover, the on-site

mutual interactions between two species are of higher orders com pared w ih the on-site

interactions or the sam e species. In this way, we recover their H am iltoniant?

X X
HZ = J bz.AhﬁB + Hx: + "vaNpna * "neNmsp 18)
<m ;n> m
1X
+§ UnNpa Oina 1+ Gnpg s 1)+ Gignpangs

m



C .Boson Hubbard m odel for spinor BEC

Another well studied exampl of the mulicom ponent BEC is the socalled spinor
BEC‘-&‘E5 For a system of spin £ = 1 bosons, such as °N a, ¥*K , and ®’Rb atom s, the
form of the Interatom ic interactions is Jargely constrained by symm etrdes. In this case, the
num ber of the Interaction param eters are reduced to two. T he interaction potential can be

w ritten as
Vine ®1;%2) = @+ F1 F2) & %); 9

w here the param eters gy and g, are de ned by the scattering length a, and ag as

4 h?2a, + a

— e 20

o m, 3 ’ ( )
4 na &

G= 1)
m 4 3

To facilitate the discussion, we choose a basis to m ake the trapping potentialU;; n Eq. Q)
diagonal. Thus the hopping integral is non-vanishing only between the sam e species. In

addition, the on-site Interactions are reduced to the llow ng eight tem s:

lX l X UOX 2
Hipe= > Upnpa Ona 1)+= UABnmAnt-I_? Qb+ Ho):  22)
mA m;A6B m
Herethe speciesindex A = 1;0;1 & 1). U ,Uag ,and Uy are detemm ined by the param eters

Jdo, 92 and the W annier functions. In particular, the param eter U, is proportional to g,.
M oreover, g, is detem ned by the di erence between scattering lengths as shown in Eqg.
@1). For the sodium case, the di erence between two scattering lengths is very small
(029nm ) com pared w ith 2a, + ap = 7:96nm . T herefore, g, gy so that we can neglect the
FoIn relaxation channel in the interaction tem s. Nam ely, we sst Uy = 0 as the zeroth order
approxin ation. W ihin this approxin ation, we get the follow ing boson H ubbard m odel for

a soin-1 spnorBEC , when it is loaded into the optical lattice potential:

X X
Hy= (JAB‘ZAbnA + Hx)+ "ealma 23)
<m mn>A mA
1X 1 X
+ > UaNpa Oima 1)+- UagNnalps :
mA m;A6B



In the next section, we w illdiscuss the possblem ean eld phase diagram for the super uid-
M ott insulator phase transition by starting w ith the tw o-com ponent boson H ubbard H am ik

tonian @Q).

IIT.MOTT GROUND STATE AND ITS STABILITY

W e are going to em ploy the strong coupling expansion to develop am ean eld theory. In
the strong coupling lin i, the hopping tem can be treated as a perturbation. In the zeroth
order approxin ation, we ignore it for a whilk. The Ham iltonian is then decoupled for the
site index. T he ground state is given by the occupation number state h, ;jng >, wih the

w aveflinction

Y
HBnd>yr Q)™ @)™ P> 24)

T o get the ground state energy, we need tom Inin ize the energy at each site (forthispurposs,
we neglct the site Index In the ©llow ng discussions). Nam ely, we neaed to m Inim ize the

energy function E (M ;ng ) given by
1
E Masng)= "anap + "sng + > Uana Ma 1)+ Gsng g 1)+ Uignang It (25)

Ifwe skip over the fact for them om ent that the occupation numbern, and ng are integers,

then the condition to m inin ize the above energy fiinction are given by

+ LY 26
Uanp Uag g > A7 (26)
U ¥ Usng = 22w, 27

aBa B B > B - @7

Sovling the two coupled lnear equations, we get

Ug Ua g )+ 2("g Uas 2Uzg)

= ; 28

He 20xUs  Uy) 8

n. = Uax Up Uig )+ 2("aUas % Uxn) . 29)
N 2UaUs  Up) '

10



Now we take care of the fact that the occupation num bers m ust be integer. So the actual
num bers to m inin ize the energy are the two integers closest to the above npa5 . To do so,
we can write np 5z In tem s of the closest integer num bers ng and the decin al parts, ie.

=B
_ A0 _ .0
ny=n, + ; ng =ng + ; (30)

where the numbers and satisfy

! < V< ! (31)
- =n Z.
2 2o S g
! < V< ! (32)
— =n —:
2 S
N am ely, when the param eters of the system satisfy the follow lng conditions
U + 2" 2% U
ng 1< AB (UAB [-]3 ]32) A VB < ng; (33)
2(UAUB UAB)
U + 2" 2% U
ng l< AB (UAB [-k Aé) B VYA < ng; (34)
2(UAUB UAB)

the occupation numbers @) ;nd) m nin ize the energy E (a jng ) -

One loose end In above discussions is that we have assum ed the m nin al occupation
num bers are non—zero. If one of the occupation numbers is zero, then it m eans that our
ground state is not stabl due to the m utual interactions between di erent soecies. To get
the stability condition for the uniform ground state, we need to diagonalize the Interaction

term s, nam ely the follow ing quadratic fom :
1
U asng) = E(UAnzi-"UBné + Uapnang): (35)

T he elgenvalues of this quadratic form are

1 S
n =Z[(UA+UB) Ua UB)2+U§B] (36)
1 q
= 71 [Ua + Ug) Ua + Ug )2 + (UZEB 40, Ug ) ]:

Therefore, n m ay becom e negative; if so, the interaction m anifold is saddle-lke and one
cannot really m Inin ize the ground state energy with two non-zero occupation num bers.

Thus, In one spatial region, one of the species m ust have zero occupation. In other words,

11



the ground state of the system must be phase ssparated, when the follow Ing condition is

satis ed:
1
UAUB ZUAB . (37)

This condition (37) for phase ssparation is analogous to that of an ordinary tw o-com ponent
BEC (W ihoutbeing loaded into an optjcal]attjoe)gl-' . In the case when theW annier functions
are the sam e for both goecies, this condition is reduced precissly to the one in the absence

of the optical Jattice.

IV.PHASE TRANSITION TO SUPERFLU ID

In this section, we are going to present a m ean— eld theory based on the ground state
developed In the preceding section. The hopping processes correspond to m oving bosons
from one site to another. This process allow s bosons at di erent sites com m unicate w ith
each other and nally they conspire to establish m acroscopic coherence under approprate
conditions. In this way the system can enter a super uid state with inde nite Iling of
bosons at each site.

T he consistent m ean— eld theory we shalluse corresoonds to the follow ing decom position

of the hopping tem s:

ol o¥ < >h+h <k> <P ><h >; (38)
= & +h) %

where =<1 >=< kL, > isthe super uid order param eter. In the case at hand, we have
taken the order param eter to be real. In this decom position, the higher order uctuations
(o4 ) & ) have been neglected. Tt re ects the fact that in the ground state energy
corrections we neglct the correlation energy. G enerally speaking, this process w ill increase
the energy of the system ; however, when the system param eters satisfy certain conditions,

thisprocess w illnot cost any energy or even w ill low er the energy ofthe system . T his signals

12



the occurrence of a phase transition. T herefore, the vanishing energy correction due to the
hopping process should give us the phase boundary. In the follow Ing, we shall determm ne
the phase boundary using second order perturbation theory.

T he resulting m ean— eld version of the hopping H am iltonian can be w ritten as

X
H eff — H eff (39)

m

X
= zJ Al Fhaa)t sl thin) (2 F 2)

m

Here z is the num ber of nearest-neighbor sites. Since it is a single sum over all Jattice sites,
we drop the site Index from now on.

The rst order correction to the energy vanishes, due to the fact that the ground state
is a product of num ber eigenstates at each site, and thus the average of an annihilation or
creation operator is just zero. The second order correction to the energy is given by the

follow ing wellknow n expression :

X J<gH T h> F
©) 0) !
nég Eg En

@ —
E? = (40)

where 1 >= T, ;ng > denotes the unperturbed state wih n, and ny atom s for each
ecies, respectively. Correpondingly, 3 >= HJ;n > is the ground state and the occu-
pation num bers are given by Eq. 33). A straightrward calculation gives the second order

correction to the ground state energy as follow s:

0 0
n n, +1
Eg(Z) = J222 Zi 1] 0 . 0 + " AO 0 (41)
A+UA (nA l)+ [JABDB= A [_%HA [JABnB=
n? nd + 1

2.2 2
PO AT 00 D+ Genl=2 % Gnl lpnl=2
B B \lp B Ha B B B*a

+Jz( 2+ 2):

T herefore, the phase boundaries between the M ott insulator and the super uid for soecies

A and B, respectively, are given by the follow ing conditions:

n? nd +1
1+ Jz 5 5 + 5 5 = 0; “42)
"A + UA (HA l) + QAB nB =2 'Z'% QXHA UABnB =2
ng nd +1

1+ Jz 5 5 + 5 5
"s + Ug (g 1)+ Gypgn, =2 " G ng Uy n, =2

13



Solring above equations yields

1 q

"= 3 Upsng + Uy @nY 1) Jz U2 203,Jz@nd + 1)+ (Jz)? ; 43)
1 0 0 4

"= 5 Uagn, + Ug @ng 1) Jz  UZ 26Jz@nd + 1)+ Jz)? :

W hen the chem icalpotential ", is In the ollow Ing region
"A < "A < "Z: ; (44)

the energy correction due to the tunneling events of species A is positive and thus the
M ott-insulator is the stablk ground state. A sin ilar result is valid for species B . W hen the
Inter-species Interactions U, g and the intra-species interactions U, 5 satisfy the condition
@1, we see that the mutual interactions and non-zero occupation for the other species
Indeed m odify the phase boundary for both species. W hen the m utualsoecies repulsion
is strong enough to m ake the system phase ssparated, then the system can be viewed as
two totally lndependent single species In the optical lattice. H owever, the m ost interesting
cbservation from Eqg. (@3) should be that the tips of the Ibes given by condition (@4) is
Independent ofthe inter-species interaction Up s and thus it is ndependent ofthe occupation

num ber of the other species too! T he tips of the lobes for species A and B are given by

UA=B q

=on’ _ +1+ (@n%._
JZ o A =B A =B

+ 1)? 1; (45)

which is the sam e as for the single species boson Hubbard m odel. The tip of the rst lobe
is given by the critical valie Uy 5 =(Jz) = 583 forboth species. It is worth noting that the
above result is valid even if the hopping integrals are not equal: J, § Jg ; the only thingwe

need to do isto scale Uy 5 by the corresponding hopping param eter J, 5 resoectively.

V.CONCLUSIONSAND DISCUSSIONS

In this paper, we have analytically studied the quantum phase transition between su-
per uid and M ott insulator for a m ultiocom ponent BEC system in an optical lattice. The-

oretically, this is a generalization of the wellstudied case of the boson Hubbard m odel In

14



the condensed m atter literature. Experin entally, the rst beautifiil cbservation of such a
quantum phase transition is acoom plished by loading a one-com ponent atom ic B oseE instein
condensate nto an arti cialoptical lattice and thus it would be nice to study the role ofthe
Inter-species Interactions in the QP T for the m ulticom ponent cases.

In the 1rst part of the paper, we have generalized the single species boson Hubbard
m odel to the m ulticom ponent case w ith m ost general interactions. To be concrete, we have
reduced our general boson Hubbard m odel to the two— and three-com ponent cases under
approprate conditions.

Starting with the two-com ponent boson Hubbard m odel, we developed a mean— eld
theory to study the quantum phase transition. D epending on Inter-soecies interactions, the
system m ay be in di erent ground states. If the repulsion between two gpecies is not very
strong, the two soecies can co-exist; nam ely, the system ism iscble. However, if the this
repulsion issu ciently strong, the two speciesm ay becom e inm iscible, and the ground state
w ill dem onstrate the behavior of phase ssparation. Nam ely two species of M ott lnsulator
w ill stay In ssparate spatial regions. A ffer tuming on the tunneling tem s, the ground state
energy w illget corrections from tunneling. W e calculated the energy correctionsup to second
order and determ Ined the boundary between the gain and loss In energy. W e found that
the inter-species interactions indeed can change the range of the param eters for the M ott
Insulator. H owever, the Inter-species interactions can not change the position of the tips for
the M ott nsulator Iobes. T he phase diagram of the two-com ponent boson H ubbard m odel
also dem onstrates a richer structure. From our analytical treatm ent, we conclude that the
follow ing three di erent phases are possible: (1) Both speciesA and B are in the super uid
phases; (2) one of the soieces is still iIn the super uid phase, while the other is n the M ott
Insulator phase; (3) both species are in the M ott insulator phase.

Finally, ssveral further rem arks are In order. (1) Above results for a two-com ponent
system can be directly generalized to the spinor BEC and other system s with m ore com —
ponents. (2) One can check without di culy that there is indeed an energy gap In the

excitation spectrum of the M ott insulator. The gap at zero m om entum is determ ined by
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the on-site Coulomb energy U, 5 and is lndependent of the inter-species interaction Uy 5 .
R ight at the phase transition, due to the gain oftunneling, the energy gap closes. T herefore,
the system becom es com pressible (or gapless) and therefore n a super uid phase. (3) In
this paper, our studies of the phase diagram for the muli soecies boson-H ubbard m odel
have been restricted In the case where the Jossphson-type tunneling term can be neglected.
Under certain experin ental conditions, such tem s would be dom nant and the physics is
signi cantly changed. T he resuls for this case w illbe published som ew here e]sega .
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FIGURES

FIG .1. The schem atic phase diagram ofthe tw o-com ponent boson-H ubbard m odel. T he phase
diagram is divided into three regions for xed occupation numbersn, 5 . O ne region is super uid
phase for both com ponents (S F . phase); the second region is a m ixture of super uid phase for
one com ponent w ith M ott nsulator phase for the other (SM . phase); The third region is M ott

Insulator for both com ponents M .I.phase).
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