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W e discuss the Bloch-state solutions of the stationary
G rossP itaevskii equation and of the Bogoliubov equations
for a BoseE instein condensate in the presence of a one—
din ensional optical Jattice. T he resuls for the com pressibil-
iy, e ectivem assand velocity of sound are analysed asa func—
tion of the lattice depth and of the strength of the two-body
interaction. The band structure of the spectrum of elem en—
tary excitations is com pared w ith the one exhibited by the
stationary solutions (\B loch bands"). M oreover, the num eri-
calcalculations are com pared w ith the analytic predictions of
the tight binding approxin ation. W e also discuss the role of
quantum uctuations and show that the condensate exhiits
3D ,2D or 1D features depending on the lattice depth and on
the num ber of particles occupying each potentialwell. W e
nally show how , using a localdensiy approxin ation, our re—
suls can be applied to study the behaviour of the gas in the
presence of ham onic trapping.

I. NTRODUCTION

Cold atom s in optical lattices exhb i phenom ena typ—
ical of solid state physics lke the fom ation of energy
bands, B loch oscillations, and Josephson e ects. M any
of these phenom ena have been already the ob fct of ex—
perin entaland theoretical nvestigation in B ose-E instein
condensates. For deep potential wells further im portant
e ects take place like the transition from the super uid
to the M ott insulator phase [1,2].

T he purpose of this paper is to study som e structural
properties of interacting B oseE instein condensed dilute
gasesat T = 0 In the presence 0of 1D periodic potentials
generated by laser elds (1D optical lattices). Unless
the con nem ent In the radialdirection is very tight, the
transition to the insulator phase in 1D optical lattices is
expected to take place only for extrem ely deep potential
wells. There is consequently a large range of potential
depths where the gas can be described as a fully coher-
ent system , In the fram ework of the mean eld G ross-
P ftaevskii approach to the order param eter.

W e will explicitly discuss the change in the behaviour
ofthe system asa function ofthe opticalpotentialdepth,
ranging from the uniform gas (@bsence of optical lattice)
to the opposite regin e of deep wells separated by high
barrieres (tight binding lim it). Special em phasis willbe
given to the rol of two-body Interactions, whose e ects

w il be adressed by varying the average density n.

An in portant feature produced by the periodic poten—
tial is the occurrence of a typicalband structure in the
energy soectra. In this paper we will discuss di erent
m anifestations of such a band structure, including:

— the energy per particle "5 (k) of stationary B loch—
wave con gurationsconsisting in them otion ofthe whole
condensate and carrying a current constant in tim e and
uniform in space (\Bloch bands"). This energy is natu—
rally param etrized as a function of the quasin om entum
k which, together w ith the band index j (j= 1;2;:3), is
the proper quantum num ber of these states;

—the chem icalpotential
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ofthe sam e stationary con gurations,wheren isthe aver-
age density ofthe sam ple. T he cheam icalpotentialplaysa
crucial role In the determ nation of the equation of state
and em erges as a natural output of the solution of the
G rossP ftaevskiiequation (see Eq.(10) below );

—the spectrum h! () of the elem entary excitations
(\B ogoliubov bands") carrying quasim om entum q. T he
elem entary excitations are an allperturbations ofthe sys—
tem and in generalcan be calculated w ith respect to each
stationary con guration of quasim om entum k. In this
paper we w ill Iim i the discussion to the elem entary ex—
citations built on top of the groundstate con guration
k = 0). They can be determ ined by solving the lin—
earized G rossP itaevskii equations (see Egs.(25,26)).

The three band spectra "y, j and h! represent dif-
ferent physical quantities and have the sam e dependence
on quasin om entum only in the absence oftwo body in—
teractions. Due to the periodicity of the problem the
quasim om entum can be restricted to the st Brillouin
zone. Still it is offen convenient to consider all valies
of quasim om entum to em phasize the periodicity of the
energy spectra In quasim om entum space.

In Sect.JI, we discuss the equation of state and the
B loch bands, assum ing uniform con nem ent in the ra—
dialdirection. Specialem phasis is given to the behaviour
of the com pressbility and the e ective m ass. The com —
pressbility is de ned by the them odynam ic relation
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where isthe chem icalpotential relative to the ground-—

state solution of the G rossP itaevskii equation (

k) =
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=1k = 0)). For system s interacting w ith repulsive

forces, the optical trapping reduces the com pressibility

of the system since the e ect of repulsion is enhanced

by the squeezing of the condensate wavefunction in each

well. The e ectivem ass isde ned through the curvature

ofthe lowest (j= 1) energy band
1 @ 2n
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Here and In the follow ing, we om it the band index j when
we refer to the lowest band (j= 1). The current owing
along the direction of the optical lattice, is xed by the
relation
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and In the long wavelength Imit k ! 0, one ndsI !
nk=m , where we have used the notation m m k=
0). Equivalently, one has
\ 2
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For am all ntensities of the laser eld the e ective m ass
m approaches the bare valuiem . Instead, for large In—
tensitiesthe e ectivem ass is nversely proportionalto the
tunneling rate through the barrier separating neighbour-
Ing potentialwells and is strongly enhanced w ith respect
to the bare value.

Based on the know ledge of the com pressbility and of
the e ective m ass, one can calculate the sound velocity
according to the thermm odynam ic relation

c= p——: )
m

This quantity =xes the slope of the lowest Bogoliubov
band at low quasim om enta.

In Sect.JIII, we discuss the behaviour of the elem en—
tary excitations. The excitation spectrum B ogoliitbov
spectrum ) is obtained from the solution ofthe linearized
tin edependent G rossP itaevskii equation and develops
energy bandsh! 5 () periodic in quasim om entum space.
From the sam e solutions one can calculate the excita—
tion strengths Z 5 (p) relative to the density operator and
hence the dynam ic structure factor S (o;!) B]l. Here, p
and h! are the mom entum and the energy transferred
by a weak extemal probe. D i erently from the Bogoli-
ubov energies h! j, the strengths Z 5 (p), and S (p; ! ), are
not periodic functions ofp, putting in clear evidence the
di erence between m om entum and quasim om entum .

W e w ill often com pare our num erical results w ith the
predictions of the so called tight binding approxin ation,
w hich is reached when the intensity ofthe laser eld gen—
erating the optical Jattice is so high that only the overlap
betw een the wavefiinctions of nearest-neighbour conden—
sates plays a role. In the tight binding lin i, the lowest

B loch and B ogoliubov bands take analytic form sthat w ill
be discussed explicitly.

In Sect.IV, we study the e ect of the lattice on the
quantum depletion of the condensate and comm ent on
the validity of G rossP itaevskii and Bogoliibov theory.
D gpending on the param eters of the problem , we distin-
guish between di erent con gurations which show 3D,
2D or 1D features.

Finally, n SectV we inclide the presence of an addi-
tionalham onic trapping. T his is achieved by em ploying
a localdensity approxin ation to treat the inhom ogeneity
of the density pro le due to the ham onic con nem ent.
Im portant applications concem the frequencies of collec—
tive oscillations.

II.COM PRESSIBILITY AND EFFECTIVE M ASS

The ain of this section is to calculate the com press—
Dbility and the e ective m ass as a function ofthe average
density of the gas and of the depth of the optical poten—
tial. Using these quantities, we will also calculate the
velocity of sound.

W e consider the ollow ing geom etry: along the z direc—
tion the atom s feel the periodic potential created by two
counterpropagating laser elds, whilke the system isuni-
form in the transverse direction. T he in portant length,
m om entum and energy scales ofthe problem are: the lat-
tice gpacing d = =kt related to the wavevector Kqp of
the laser eld In the lattice direction, the B ragg m om en—
tum o = hkepe = h =d which identi es the edge of the
B rillbuin zone and the recoil energy Ex = h? 2=2m &?,
corresponding to the energy gained by an atom at rest
by absorbing a lattice photon.

T he trapping potential generated by the optical eld
can be sin ply written in the fom

V @2)= sEg si’ FZ ; 7)

where s is a dim ensionless param eter which denotes the
lattice depth in units of the recoilenergy Eg .

T he param eter characterizing the role of interactions
In the system is gn, de ned as the two-body coupling
constant g = 4 h’a=m tin es the 3D average densiy n.
Here a is the swave scattering length which willbe al-
ways assum ed to be positive. T ypical values of the ratio
gn=Er used In recent experin ents @{7] range from 0:02
tol.

Since the density isuniform in the transverse direction,
the transverse degrees of freedom decouple from the axial
ones and the stationary G rossP itaevskiiequation can be
reduced to a 1D equation of the form

Z
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here the order param eter ’ is nom alized according to

d=2 b
wy J @) Fdz= 1.

In spite of tsnon-lnearity, Eq.(8) pem is solutions in
the form ofB loch waves
" e (2) = Ty (2) )
w here k is the quasin om entum , j is the band index and
the function *~jx (z) is perdodic with period d. Notice
that Eqg.(9) does not exhaust all the possble station—
ary solutions of the G rossP itaevskii equation B]. The
G rossP ftaevskii equation (8), rew ritten in term s of the
functions ~y (z), reads
"
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From the solution of Eq.(10) one gets the functions
"~ (z) and the corresponding chem icalpotentials 5 k).

T he energy per particle "5 (k) can be calculated using
the expression

Z g=2 1 ,

"j k)= — ,~jk (z) E ( ih@ + k)™ +
L1 ,

+sEg sit’ @)+ Jgndf @)%~y (2)dz: a1)

and di ers from the chem icalpotential j (k). In fact by
muliplying Eq.(10) by ~4 and iIntegrating, one ndsthe
expression

Z g=2 1 ,
j k) = d=2 ,~jk (z) E ( ih@ + k)™ +
+sEg sit® (z) + gndFg @)F ~y (2)dz: 12)

for the chem ical potential which coincides with Eq.(11)
only in absence of the interaction term . In general,
and "y are related to each otherby Eq.(1).

The solution ofEq.(10) fork = 0 and j= 1 gives the
ground state of the system . T his state corresponds to a
condensate at rest in the fram e of the optical Jattice. In—
stead the solutionsofEq.(10) with k € 0, descrbe states
of the system where all the atom s, occupying the sam e
single-particle wavefiinction, m ove together w ith respect
to the optical potential giving rise to the constant cur-
rent (4). Experin entally such states can be created by
tuming on adiabatically the Intensity of a lattice m oving
at xed velocity 4]. In this way, it is possible to m ap
higher B rillouin zones onto higher bands.

Results for the Bloch bands (11) are shown in Fig.l
fors= 5and gn=Ex = 0;0:1 and 05. The e ect of in—
teractions for these param eter values can be hardly dis—
tinguished in the energy band structure. It can bem ade
m ore evident by plotting the group velociy

- @"k) 13)
@k

as a function of the quasim om entum . Forgn = 0:5ER
one ndsa di erence In the group velocity of about 30%
w ith respect to the non interacting case. T he quantity
pltted in Fig.d (o) is accessble experin entally through
B loch oscillations experin ents P]. In this context, it is
In portant to note that the Bloch states (9) wih k€ 0
can becom e energetically or dynam ically unstable de-
pending on the choice of the values for s and gn (See
for exam ple [10{14]). N ote also that for values ofgn S
one encounters loops (\swallow tails") in the band struc-
ture at the band edge of the lowest band [12,15] and, at
even sn aller values of gn, at the center of the rst ex—
cited band [12]. For the values ofgn we have considered,
these swallow tails exist only for very sm all values of the
lattice depth s.
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FIG.1. (@) Lowest three Bloch bands for s = 5, gn = 0
(solid line), 0:1lEr (dashed line) and 0:5Er (dash-dotted line).
T he energy of the groundstate (k = 0) has been subtracted;
) G roup velocity for the sam e param etersas In @).



Let usnow focus on the properties of the ground state
k = 0;3= 1). By solwving num erically Eq.(10) and
calculating the chem ical potential, it is straightforward
to evaluate the inverse com pressibility () as a function
of the relevant param eters of the problem . The resuls
are potted In Fig2 as a function ofgn for s = 0;5;10.
The case s = 0 is the uniform case, where the equation
ofstateis = gn and ! = gn. In the presence of the
optical lattice, we predict a deviation from this linearde—
pendence on densiy. One ndsan increase ofthe inverse
com pressbility with s, which is a direct consequence of
the localization ofthe wavefunction at the bottom ofthe
wells produced by the optical Jattice. W hen the e ect of
two body interactions on the wavefunction is negligble
one can acoount for this increase through the sin ple law

1 = g(s)n. The e ective coupling constant g (s) de—
pends only on the lattice depth s and takes the explicit
form

Z g2

g= gd " o= 0dz; 14)
d=2

where ' g5-¢ is the groundstate solution of Eg.(8) for
gn = 0. It is correct to descrbe ! with a linear de-
pendence on the density only for an all interaction pa—
ram eters gn. For higher values of the interactions the
slope of the curves tends to decrease. T his is due to the
fact that interactions tend to broaden the order param e-
ter in each welland hence counteract the e ect produced
by the optical lattice. Num erical results for ! =gn are
presented In Fig.(3) and com pared w ih the densiy in—
dependent quantiy g=g (solid line), con m ing that n
general the com pressibility does not depend linearly on
the interaction. However for large s the density depen—
dence of !=gn becomes less and less in portant and
the expression ! M;s) = g(s)n becom es applicable in
a larger range of gn-values.
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FIG .2. Inverse com pressbility ! = n@ =@n as a func-

tion of gn=Er for s= 0 (solid line), s= 5 (dashed line) and
s= 10 (dashed-dotted line).

Let us now determm ine the e ective m ass by studying
the Jow %k behaviour ofthe Iowest band " k). The resuls

form = m k = 0) are shown in Figd4. Fors ! 0,
the e ective m ass tends to the barem assm . Instead for
large s the e ectivem ass increases strongly due to the de—
creased tunneling betw een neighbouring w ells ofthe opti-
calpotential. The e ect ofthe Interactions is to decrease
the value ofm as a consequence of the broadening of
the wavefiinction caused by the repulsion, which favours
tunneling, contrasting the e ect of the lattice potential.
In fact, the e ective m ass is xed by the tunneling prop—
erties of the systam , which are exponentially sensble to
the behaviour of the wavefunction in the region of the
barriers. Then, any an all change in the wavefunction
due to Interactions can have a signi cant e ect on the
e ective m ass.
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FIG . 3. 1=gn for gn = 0:IEr (dashed lne) and
gn = 05Er (dashed-dotted line) as a function of the lat-

tice depth s; com parison w ith the e ective coupling constant
g=g de ned In Eq.(14) (solid line).
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FIG.4. E ective m ass as a function of lattice depth s for
gn = 0 (solid line),gn = 0:1Egr (dashed line) and gn = 0S5ER
(dashed-dotted line).

The two quantities calculated above, com pressibility
and e ective m ass, can be used to calculate the sound
velocity using relation (6) [12,17]. T he corresponding re—
sultsare shown In Fig5. W e nd that the sound velocity



decreases as the lattice ism ade deegper. T his isdue to the
fact that the increase of the e ective m ass is m ore in —
portant than the decrease of the com pressibility . The
solid line in Fig.5 show s that decreasing th%l Interactions

gN=Mm o, _or
wherem ,_, isthee ectivem asscalculated w ith gn = 0.
T he sound velocity is in principlem easurable by studying
the velociy of a wavepacket propagating In the presence
of the optical potential. T his could be done for exam ple
by ©llow Ing the experin entalprocedureused In [18]. Yet
note that in deep lattices, non lineare ects are expected
to be in portant also for am all am plitude perturbations
[L11.

the sound velocity approaches the law c=
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FIG .5. Sound velociy as a function ofthe potentialdepth
s divided by the sound velociy in the absence of the optical
potential (s = 0) orgn = 0:02Er (solid line), gn = 0:dEg
(dashed line) and gn = 05ER (dashed-dotted line).

M ost of the results discussed above can be qualita-—
tively understood by working in the so called tight bind—
Ing approxin ation which becom es m ore and m ore accu—
rate as the intensity of the lJaser eld increases. W ithin
the tight binding approxin ation we can derive analytic
or sam Fanalytic expressions for the energy bands and
consequently for the e ective m ass, com pressbility and
sound velocity.

U sing B loch’s theoram , we can w rite the condensate in
the Iowest band as

X .
"w2)=  e*TMEE 1) 15)
1

where 1 is the index of the well and f are the W annier
functions. T he function f (z) isnom alised to uniy and is
orthogonalto the functions centered at di erent sites. In
general, it depends on two-body interactions and hence
on the density. Equation (15) holds for any depth of the
optical potential. However, In the tight binding regin e,
f (z) isawell localized function. T hisprovides in portant
sim pli cations In the calculation of the relevant quanti-
ties, since only nearest-neighbour overlap integrals have
to be considered.

In our deriwvation of the tight binding results we will
include also the interaction temm s in the H am iltonian. By
substituting Eq.(15) into (10) and using de nition (11)
it ollow s, affer som e straightforward algebra, that the
energy per particle takes the sim ple tightbinding form

kd
"(k) - n cos — ; (16)
h
R 242 i
where " =  f(z) S=+V @)+ ZE2@) £(2)dz is

an energy o set, which depends on s and gn but not on
k, and is the tunneling param eter de ned as

Z 2.2
h @z 2
= 2f(z) o + V (z) + 2gndf” (z) £ (=

dydz: (17)

U sing the sam e approxin ations, the chem ical potential
takes the fom

k) kd (18)
= cos — H
0 h
R h 2.2 i
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where ( = f (z) = TV (z) + gndf“ (z) f (z)dz
and = 4gnd £°(@z)f (z  d)dz.g To derive

Egs.(16,18),wehave kept tem softheprder  £° (2)f (z
d)dz and neglected tem softhe order f2 (z)f2 (z d)dz,
which, for localized functions, tum out to be much
an aller.

Note that and depend on densiy both explic—
itly and in plicitly through the density dependence of £
(see Egq.(17)). In all situations considered in this work,
contrbutions Involving @f=@n can be safely neglected.
This approxin agion allow s us to dentify the quantity

= 4gnd f2@z)f x d) withn@ =@n.

To check the accuracy ofthe tight binding approxim a—
tion, one can com pare the num erical results for the st
B loch band w ith expression (16). The param eter isre—
lated to the curvature of the band at k = 0, ie. to the
e ective m ass de ned in Eq.(3), through the im portant
relation [19]

2 m
_Zm_ER : (19)

Hence, we can evaluate (16) by using the num erical re—
sults for the e ective m ass discussed above (see Fig.(4)).
In thisway, we autom atically lnclide the correct density
dependence of the tunneling parameter . In Fig.6, we
com pare the rst B loch energy band w ith its tight bind—
ing approxin ation for gn = 0:5ER and various valies
of s. The com parison show s that, for this value of the
Interactions, the tight binding approxin ation is already
quite good for s= 10 and becom es better and better for
Increasing s.
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FIG.6. Lowest Bloch band at gn = 05Er for di erent

values of the potential depths: s = 1 @), s = 5 () and
s= 10 (c). The solid lines are cbtained by evaluating Eq.(11)
using the num erical solution ofE q.(10) while the dashed lines
refer to the tight binding expression (16). T he energy of the
groundstate (k = 0) hasbeen subtracted.

Using Eq.(18) ork = 0, we can also derive an expres—
sion for the inverse com pressibility, which reads
Z Z
= gnd f£f'@)dz+ 8gnd f£3@)f@ d)dz; ((0)
where contrbutionsglue to @£=0@n have been neglected,
aspreviously.Since £’ (z)f (z d)dz isnom ally much
am aller than £? (z)dz, the on-site contrbution to the
nverse com pressibility ( rst termm in (20)) is usually the
leading tem .
A tightbinding expression for the density-independent
e ective coupling constant g (14) isobtained from (20) by
replacing £ w ith the W annier function fy,- ¢ ofthe non—
interacting system . Then ! is linear in the density and
1 =n can be identi ed with g. Neglcting the overlap
contrbution, g takes the form [17]
Z
g=gd fj,_,@)dz: @1)
T his show s that in the tight binding regin e, the e ective
coupling constant g can be safely estin ated replacing the
Bloch state ' gn-9 In Eg.(14) by the W annier function
fgn=o0-
Deep in the tight binding regin e, the function f (z)
can be oonvenjentj%s _approxjm ated by a gaussian £ =

exp( #Z=2 %)= "% 7 ,wherethewidth ischosen such
as to satisfy the equation
r__
d31+ *, 1lagn &1 o o2
=4 os— s -2 - - =
3 3 d a3 2ER 2 2 2

acoounting for the anham onicities ofO (z*) ofthe poten—
tial wells and for the broadening e ect of repulsive two
body interactions. W ithin the gaussian approxim ation,
the inverse com pressibility (20) can be rew ritten in the
sin pli ed form

@3)

where we have neglected the contribution arising from
the overlap of neighbouring wavefiinctions. Iffwe neglect
the interaction tem i Eq. (22), we obtain ! = on,
withg=gd= 2 and = s'™ 1+ 1=4 s)d= . For
s= 10;gn = 05Egr the approxim ation (23) di ers from
the exact value of ! by lessthan 1% .

N ote that even though the gaussian approxim ation is
usefiil in estin ating the com pressbility at high s, it can
notbe em ployed to calculate the e ectivem ass or, equiv—
alently, the tunneling param eter , which requiresam ore
accurate description of the tails of the function f.

ITII.ELEM ENTARY EXCITATION S

In this section we study the spectrum of elem entary
excitations. W e will focus our attention on the excita—
tions relative to the ground state, ie. to the solution of
Eqg.(10) with j= 1 (lowest band) and k = 0. To this
ain we look for solutions of the tin edependent G ross-
P ftaevskiiequation of the form

h i
Tzt =e TP @)+ Uiq (2)e @ty Vig (z)elt s @t

where ujq and vyq descrdbbe a sm all perturbation with
regpect to the groundstate condensate ’ "= 1k=0-
At rst order In the perturbations, the tin e-dependent
G rossP ftaevskii equation yields the Bogolitbov equa—
tions

h2@§+ Ep sin? — + 2gndy 3 ) +
S sm — Usq (2
2m R d an 7
+gnd’ *viq ) = h!5@uiq @); ©5)
h?@2
S+ SEx s’ _z + 2g9nd] § v (2) +
m

+ond’ *uig@) = hly@vig@): (6)
The solutions ujq and vy are Bloch waves (Uyq =
exp (igz=h)w;4 (z) where v, is periodic w ith period d and
analogously for viq). They are labeled by their band
Index j and their quasin om entum g belonging to the
rst Brillbuin zone. Hence, also the Bogoluibov soec—
trum !5 (@) exhibits a band structure R0,21].
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FIG.7. Bogolibov bands In the st Brillbouin zone for
s= 1,gn = 0 (solid line) and gn = 05Er (dash-dotted line).
N ote that for such a an all potential, the gap between second
and third band is still very sm all.

Sin flarities and di erences w ith respect to the well-
known Bogoluibov spectrum in the uniform case (s =
0) are Inm ediate. As in the uniform case, interactions
m ake the com pressbility nite, giving rise to a phononic
regin e for long wavelength excitations (@ ! 0) in the
Iowest band. In high bands the spectrum of excitations
Instead resem blesthe B loch dispersion (seeEq.(11)). The
di erences are due to the fact that In the presence ofthe
optical Jattice the B ogoliubov spectrum develops a band
structure. A s a consequence, the dispersion is periodic
as a function of quasin om entum and di erent bands are
separated by an energy gap. In particular, the phononic
regin epresentat g= 0 is repeated at every even m ultiple
ofthe Braggm om entum ¢ . M oreover, the lattice period
d em erges as an additional physical length scale.

In Fig.7 we com pare the Bologoliibov bandsat s= 1
forgn = 0 and gn = 05ER . In the interacting case,
one notices the appearance of the phononic regine in
the Iowest band, whilk higher bands di er from the non-
Interacting onesm ainly by an energy shift.

In Fig.8 we com pare the low est B ogoliuibov and B loch
bands. C learly, the lowest B loch band is less a ected by
the presence of Interactions than the B ogoluibov band.
Recall that the B ogoliibov band gives the energy of the
elem entary excitations while the B loch band gives the
energy per particle of an excitation involving the whole
condensate.

T he solid Iines in F ig.9 show how the low est B ogoliubov
band changesw hen the lattice depth is increased at xed
Interaction. At s= 1 Fig.9a), apart from the fom ation
oftheenergy gap closeto g= ¢ , the curve stillresem bles

the dispersion in the uniform case: both the phononic
linear regin e and the quadratic regin e are visble. W hen
the potential is m ade deeper (s = 5;10; Fig.9b,c), the
band becom es atter. A s a consequence, the quadratic
regin e disappears and the slope of the phononic regin e
decreases. This re ects the behaviour of the velocity of
sound (see Figlb).
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FIG .8. Lowest Bloch band (dashed line) and lowest Bo—
golubov band (dash-dotted line) bands for s = 1 and
gn = 0B5ERr com pared w ith the energy band w ithout interac—
tions for s= 1 (solid line). T he groundstate energy has been
subtracted in the case of the B loch band (dashed line) and of
the energy band w ithout Interactions (solid line).
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FIG.9. Lowest Bogolubov band at gn = 05Er fordi er-
ent valies of the potential depths: s= 1 @), s= 5 () and
s = 10 (c). The solid lines are obtained from the num eri-
cal solution of Egs.(25,26) while the dashed lines refer to the
tightbinding expression (29).



Sin ilarly to the B loch energy and chem ical potential
spectra, also for the Bogolibov excitation spectrum we
can obtain an analytic expression in the tight binding
lim . W e w rite the excitation am plitudes in the form

Uq(z)=U eMEZ  1); @7)
1
Ve@)=Vy T E@E 1) 28)
1
phere £ is the same function as n (15). Recall, that

dzf? = 1. U sing expression (15) or the order param e~
ter, we nd the resul

h!,= 29)

d
R P S,
2h @n

2 sir? +2 1

. o
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for the excitation frequencies (lowest band), where and
1 are the tunneling and inverse com pressibility param —

eters de ned respectively in (17) and (20). In the sam e
lim i, the Bogoliubov am plitudes are

"yt hlg
q= > h'—"; (30)
9 g
" h!
Vg= B——=; 31)
2 hlg"y

where !4 is given by Eq.(29) and "q = 2 sin? (ad=2h)
captures the quasin om entum dependence of the B loch
energy (com pare wih Eqg.(16)). Note that in deriving
Eqs.g0,3l), we have In posed the nom alization condi-
tion 40 #14@7F  Jg@)Fdz= 1.

In expression (29) the density dependence of the spec—
trum show s up in three di erent ways:

— rstofall, theparam eter dependson interactionsas
shown explicitly in Fig4, where the quantity m / 1=
(see relation (19)) is plotted;

-second, ! has a more general dependence on the
density than the one accounted for by the linear law on,
as shown In Fig3;

—third, a contrbution due to the density derivative of

appears. However this term is always sn all: for an all
Interactions one has n@ =@n while for larger inter-
actions the nverse com pressbility ! dom iatesboth
and n@ =@n.However, asshown in [13,14] thistem can
signi cantly a ect the exciation frequency calculated on
top ofa m oving condensate.

F ig.9 com pares the num erical data w ith the approxi-
m ate expression (29) evaluated using the param eters  *
and calculated in the previous section. T he tunneling
param eter is obtained from the data for the e ective
massm through Eq.(19). A s already found for the low —
est B loch band, for this value of gn, the agreem ent w ith
the tight binding expression is already good for s= 10.

Tt is possible to identify two regim es, where the Bo—
goluibov spectrum can be described by fiirther sin pli ed
expressions:

(I) or very large potential depth, the spectrum is
dom inated by the second term in the square brackets
of Eq.29). In fact, ! Owhile ! becomes largerand
larger as s increases. H ence, the spectrum takes the form

g Tam B G2)
both for large and sanall gn. O f course for large gn,
the proper density-dependence of and ! has to be
taken into acocount In evaliating (32). N ote that the Bo—
goluibov band becom es very at since  decreases expo—
nentially for large lattice depth s. Yet, its height de—
creases m ore slow ly than the lowest Bloch band (16)
whose height decreases linearly In . W e also point out
that in the regin ewhere E q.(32) isvalid, the B ogoluibov
am plitudesE gs.(30,31) becom e com parabl in m agnitude
forallg in the st Brillouin zone, even if the excitation
spectrum (32) is not linear. This in plies that all excita—
tions in the lowest band acquire quasiparticle character
and the role of interactions is strongly enhanced.

(I) for sm all enough gn, one can neglect the density
dependence of and use the approximation ' = en,
where g was de ned In (14) and takes the orm 21) In
the tight binding regin e. This yields

S

» ® e @

h!
E 2h 2h

2 o sin + 20n ; (33)

which was st obtained in R2] (see also [11,23,24]).
Eqg.(33) hasa form sim ilar to the wellknow n B ogoliibov
soectrum  of uniform gases, the energy 2 osin? (ad=2h)
replacing the free particle energy o=2m .

The spectrum of elem entary excitations can be m ea—
sured by exposing the system to a weak perturbation
transferring m om entum p and energy h! . The response
ofthe system is described by the dynam ic structure fac—
tor S (p;! ) which, in the presence of a periodic potential
takes the form

X
Spil)=

Z560) (! (34)

j
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where Z 5 (p) are the density excitation strengths relative
to the §® band and h! ; ) are the corresponding exci-
tation energies, de ned by the solutions of Egs.(25,26).
N ote that p, here assum ed to be along the optical lat—
tice (z axis), is not restricted to the st Brillouin zone,
being the physicalm om entum transferred to the system

by the extemalprobe. In this respect, it is In portant to
notice that, while the excitation energiesh! 5 (p) are pe-
riodic as a function ofp, this isnot true for the strengths
Z 5 (). Starting from the solution of Egs.(25) and (26),
the excitation strengthsZ 5 (p) can be evaluated using the



standard prescription of Bogoluibov theory (see for ex—
ample 25])

2

@)+ vy, @) e @)z ; (35)

2 g=2

Z3p) = Uig
d=2

where q belongs to the rst Brillouin zone and is xed
by the reltion g = p+ 2% wih ' integer and

e Bogoliubov am plitudes are nomm alized according to

o $134@F g @Fdz= 1.Thedynam ic structure
factor of a Bogoliubov gas In an optical Jattice has been
recently calculated in [B]. I is found that for an inter-
acting system the strength towards the rstband devel-
ops an oscillating behaviour as a function ofthe m om en—
tum transfer, vanishing at even m ultiples of the Bragg
momentum due to the presence of a phononic regin e.
M oreover, in the presence of jrlteractqui the strength
Z1 towards the rst bands vanishes as in the lim it
of very deep lattices, due to the quasiparticle character
of the exciations in the whole band. Finally, the sup-—
pression of the static structure factor at am allm om enta,
due to phononic correlations, is signi cantly enhanced by
the presence of the Jattice.

A .Link with the Josephson form alism

In this section, we show that the results for the excita—
tion spectrum in the tight binding lim it cbtained in the
previous section (see Eg.(29)) can be recovered using a
di erent form alism based on the Josephson equations of
motion. These can be derived starting from the ansatz
for the condensate

r

X

m @
" (zit) = 2 s,

fi(ziny)
1

(36)

where for su clently deep optical lattices the wavefiinc—

tion f; is localized at site 1and extends only over nearest—
neighbouring sites, n; is the tin e-dependent average den—
sity at site 1 where the average is taken over the 1-
th well, n is the average equilbrium densiy and S; is
the phase of the condensate at site 1. At equilbrium

the functions f; coincide with the W annier functions
fz 1d) introduced before. In general, they depend on
the density at the corresponding site, as indicated in Eq.
(36), and hence m ight them selves in plicitly depend on
*R'm e. Furthem ore, these functions are chosen such that

fp (Z;np)fi1(z;n;)dz= 0 orlé Pand 1 ori= 1.

W hen exciations are present, the phases S; at di er-
ent sitesw illbe di erent from each other, indicating the
presence of a current. U sing the tim e-dependent G ross—
P iaevskii form alisn one can derive the follow Ing equa—
tions ofm otion for the densiy and phase variables

X Ly

— nmp sn@©;  Sp); 37)

n; =
P=1+1;11

X 1;1° r

1 np
Se= —+ —— — oos(S1  Sp); (38)
2h n;
=1+1;11
h?@? .
where ; = fi =+ V (z)+ gndifif fidz, whike

the tin edependent tunneling param eters ¥ and ¥
are directly related to the overlap between two neigh-
bouring wavefiinctions
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Note that at equilbriim ' = and ¥ = ,where

and  havebeen previously de ned n Eq.(17) and after
Eg.(18). At equilbrium they do not depend on the sites
land 1° since the wavefiinctions f; are allthe sam e.

In order to obtain the exciation frequencies, one has
to linearize Egs.(37,38) around equilbrium : in Eq.(37) i
is enough to take the value of ¥ at equilbrium ; nstead
in Eq.(38) one has to expand ¥ to rst order in the
density uctuations n ;

@ v @ v
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ni+
@nl @nlo

nop: 1)

T his procedure allow s us to recover exactly Eq.(29). In—
stead, ifone sets™ ninp = n; from the beginning one cb—
tains result (32) forthe excitation spectrum . T hisproves
that the rsttem in thebracketsofEg.(@29) has itsphys-
icalorigin in the quantum pressure, because it arises from
thedi erence n population n; np between neighbouring
sites.

N ote that In the form (37,38), the equations ofm otion
di er from comm only used Josephson equations in that
the quantities ** and ! can betim edependent. In the
usual treatm ent, these quantities are calculated at equi-
Ibrium and one approxin ates = . The resulting sin —
pli ed equations are equivalent to the discrete nonlinear
Schrodinger equation used for exam ple In 26] to Inves—
tigate nonlinear phenom ena lke solitons and breathers.
An approach equivalent to the Josephson form alism pre—
sented in this section, based on the ansatz (36), hasbeen
developed independently in [L3], where the approxin a—
tions involved are discussed in detail.

Fora system con ned in the radialdirection, contain—
Ing N atom s per site, it is also convenient to introduce
the Josephson energy E; = N and the charging energy
Ec = 2@ =@N = 2 !=N which play an in portant rolk
In the physics of Josephson oscillations.



IV.QUANTUM FLUCTUATIONS AND
DEPLETION OF THE CONDENGSATE

T he presence of the optical potential m ay introduce
phase uctuations which reduce the degree of coherence
of the sam ple. This e ect is known to yield spectacular
consequences in 3D optical lattices, giving rise to a tran—
sition from the super uid to the M ott Insulator phases.
A Iso in thepresence ofa 1D opticallattice one can predict
Interesting e ects. First of all, the quantum depletion of
the condensate increases as a consequence of the increase
of the e ective coupling constant (14) and of the e ec—
tive m ass. Eventually, if the tunneling rate becom es very
an all, the system reduces to a 1D chain of Jossphson
Jjinctions w ith a m odi cation of the behaviour of long
range order a ecting the phase coherence of the system .

Let us consider the problem in a 3D box, w ith the op—
tical Jattice ordented along the z-direction (N ote that the
quantum depletion ofthe condensate hasbeen calculated
In R23,24] for di erent geom etries). The quantum num -
bers of the elem entary excitations are the band index j
and the quasim om entum g along the z direction and the
momenta py, and py, In the transverse directions. The
quantum depletion of the condensate can be calculated
using the Bogolubov result

N. 1X X Za22 2
N N dz dx dy Figm.m, ©F; ©@2)
o 5 apepy 972

where N o+ denotes the totalnumber ofatom s, N o is
the num ber of non-condensed particles and we sum over
all bands j, over the quasim om enta g in the rst Bril-
louin zone and the m om enta of elem entary excitations in
the transverse directions py;p, allowed by the periodic
boundary condiions. Eq. (42) describes correctly the
depletion when Bogoliibov theory is applicable.

In the them odynam ic lin i, the depletion can be cal-
culated replacing the sum w ith an ntegralin Eq.(42). In
the uniform case, the m ain contribution to the depletion
is given by quastparticles with o + pi + p; mcf.
Y et the convergence is very slow and the Integral is sat—
urated by m om enta much higher than m ¢ R7], where
the dispersion exhibits the quadratic p?=2m behaviour.
T his in plies that In the presence of the lattice it is pos—
sble to calculate the depletion as in the uniform case,
provided all the quasin om enta relevant for the calcula—
tion of the depletion lie within the st Brillouin zone.
T his zone should include a region beyond the phononic
regin e w here the dispersion goes lke o¢=2m . T his con—
dition is satis ed ifthe lnequaliym ¢ o (Orequiva—
lently ! ), corresponding to weak interactions and
relatively low values of s, is ful lled. Under this condi-
tion, we can replace #=2m ! ¢=2m and g ! g and
the quantum depletion takes the generalized B ogoliuibov
form

r__
1 m
=2

N ot _
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e 43)
N ot 3
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where we have de ned a through the relation g
4 h’a=m . In this regin e, the depletion w illnot be quan-—
titatively very di erent from the corresponding one in
the absence of the Jattice. T he situation becom es m ore
Interesting for larger optical potential depth, where the
lattice is expected to a ect the coherence properties of
the system .

In the regin e of deep optical lattices, one can neglect
contrbutionsto the depletion from higherbands, because
high energy excitations are particle-lke. W e are then
allowed to restrict the sum In (42) to j 1. In the
tight binding lim i, one can easily generalize expressions
(27,28) forthe Bogoliubov am plitudes in the lowest band
to account for transverse excitations

ei(prJr pyy)=h N
e (2

1d);

Ugip, ipy (¥) U i ipy

L
1

X

ei(pX x+ pyy)=h
Vq,‘Px Py

Vaips py (£) = I P E ¢ 1d);

1
where f (z) is the sam e finction as in (15) and L is the
transverse size of the system . Neglecting for sin plicity

contrbutions arising from n@ =@n, Eq.@29) can be gen—
eralized In a straightforward way to

p
"oz i) (Moo i)+ 2 )i (46)

hlg
where "o (0, ;Q) = P2 =2m + 2 si’ (qd=2h) and p? = p2+
p§ . For the am plitudes U gy, 5p, and Vg, p, we nd the
result
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the nom alization condition
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W e replace again the sum (42) by an integral. This
corresponds to considering the them odynam ic lm it In
allthe 3 directions. Inserting Egs.(45,47), the calculation
can be perform ed analytically and gives

N a
—®*-2-6 — ; @8)
N ot d gn
p- p-
whereG () = 1=2 b= +b=2 arctan( b) (1+b)= and,
r sin plicty we have used the approxination ! = gn

for the com pressbility. Since In the tight binding regin e
the ratio =gn isusually sm all and becom es an aller and
an aller w ith increasing lattice depth, the result (48) con—
verges to

a

q°

N or

49)
N tor

Resul (49) coincides w ith the 2D depletion of a disc of
axialextension d and scattering length a, w here the axial

con nem ent is so strong that the m otion is frozen along
the z-direction. In this lm it the actual 3D system is

(44)

45)



described as a series of sgparated 2D discs. It is inter—
esting to note that the depletion rem ains nite even if
the tunneling parameter ! 0. The reason is that be-
foretakingthelimit ! O we have taken the continuum

lim i in the radial direction, which forces the system to
be coherent. In thiscasethe mtio Ej=E: = N =2 be-
tw een the Josgphson energy and the charging energy (see
end of the last section) is large and hence coherence is
m aintained across the whole sample. A di erent result
would be obtained by xing N and considering the Im it

! 0. W e point out that the dependence on the inter-
action strength is stronger in the 2D case than in the 3D
case, sihce the depletion scals lke a (2D ) rather than
a*? (3D).

From Eq.(48), one recovers the 3D result (43) in the
Iimit =gn ! 1 . Thislimi is by the way only of aca—
dem ic interest, since in the tight binding lm i, where
(48) was derived, the ratio =egn becomes large only
if interactions are vanishingly am all For example, for
gn = 0:02Eg and s= 10 one nds =gn 1..

U nder the assum ption m ade In the continuum approx-—
In ation, the depletion is always very sm alland is upper—
bounded by the quantity a=d. If the contihuum approx-—
In ation in the radial direction is not applicable and it
is crucial to take into account the discretization of the
sum over the quantum numbers p, and p, in Egq.(42),
the results are di erent. This is the case if the num -
ber of particles in each wellis su ciently am all, or if the
Iongiudinal size of the system , xed by the num ber of
wells N, , is su ciently large. The lin iting case takes
place when the contrbution arising from the tem w ith
Px = py = 0 isthe dom inant one In £Eq.(42). In this case
the system exhibitstypicallD featuresand one ndsthe
result

4N

N tot
O_ ]n ;

(50)
N tor

w here
p— m w .
2 hN
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Here, N is the number of particles per well. The de-
pendence on the interaction strength in the 11?, case is
strongerthan in the 2D and 3D cases, sihcec=  gn=m
and hence the depletion scales like &= . This should be
com pared w ith the a and a>~? dependence in 2D and 3D
respectively.

T he transition to the 1D character of the uctuations
can be identi ed by the condition

a 4N
= n — (52)
d

Whjd’l, ﬁ)rgn = OZZER/ Ny
predicted to occur around s

right side of the Inequality becom e equalto

200 and N 500, is
30 where the lft and
4% .
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Resul (50,51) is strictly linked to the coherence the—
ory of1D system s, where the o -diagonall-body density
exhibits the power law decay

nPxE Mo (53)
at lJarge distances. Ifthe exponent ismuch an allerthan
1, the coherence survives at Jarge distances and the appli-
cation ofB ogoliibov theory is jisti ed. Fora super uid,
the valuie of is xed by the hydrodynam ic uctuations
of the phase and is given, at T 0, by the expression
(51) R8,29]. In tem s of the Josephsian param eters (see
section IITA ) one can also w rite Ec=8 2E;.One
can easily check that, unless N is of the order of uniy
orm isextremely large, the value of always rem ains
very small. W hen the exponent of the power law takes
the value 0:14, corresponding to E 5 1:62E ¢ , the
1D system is expected to exhibit the B radley-D oniach
phase transition to an insulating phase w here the 1-body
density m atrix decays exponentially [30]. N ote however
that before this transition is reached the depletion (50)
becom es Jarge and hence B ogoliubov theory is no longer
applicable.

To give an example, we sest gn = 02Ex ;N = 200 and
N, = 500 describing a setting sim ilar to the experim ent
of B]. Bogoliibov theory predicts a depletion of 0:6%
In the absence ofthe lattice (s = 0). At a lattice depth of
s= 10 the evaluation ofE q.(42), using the tight binding
resuls (45,47), and keeping the sum discrete yields a de—
pktion of 1:7% . On the otherhand, Eq.(48), obtained
by replacihg the sum in Eq.(42) by an integral, yields
a depletion of 2% , In reasonable agreem ent w ith the
full result 177% . The 2D formular (49) Instead yields

2:9% depltion, revealing that the system is not yet
fully govemed by 2D uctuations. W ih the sam e choice
ofparam eters, the power law exponent (51) hasthe value
0001 and the 1D depltion (50) is predicted to be

06% , signi cantly sm aller than the fullvalue 1% .
This reveals that the sum (42) is not exhausted by the
term s wih py = py 0. In conclusion, one nds that
for this particular setting, the characterof uctuations is
intermm ediate between 3D and 2D, and still far from 1D .
In particular, from the above estin ates it em erges that in
order to reach the conditions for observing the B radley—
D oniach transition one should work atm uch largervalues
ofs.

V.APPLICATIONS TO HARM ONICALLY
TRAPPED CONDENSATES

The results obtained in the previous sections can be
used to describe hamm onically trapped condensates in the
presence ofan optical lattice: Tfthe trapped condensate is
well described by the TF -approxin ation in the absence
of the lattice and if the axial size of the condensate is
much larger than the interwell separation d, then one
can generalize the localdensity approxin ation (LDA) to



describe ham onically trapped condensates n a lattice.
B asically, the idea is to Introduce the average density

Z 1+ a=2
n(; ;z)dz ;

54)

Q.| -

ny(r; )
d d=2

where n (r; ;z) is the m icroscopic density and 1 is the
Index of the lattice sites. W ithin the LDA , the chem ical
potential is given by
m

1= ope @il ) (CTA 1) (55)

where ¢ (1(r; )) is the chem ical potential calculated

at the average densiy n; (r; ) In the presence of the op-

tical potential and !,; !, are the axial and transverse

frequencies of the ham onic trap respectively. EJ.(55)

xes the radialdensity pro lenj(r; ) at the I-th site once
the value of ; or, equivalently, the num ber of atom s

Z

N 1= 2 d

R1

r; dr, ni(r; ) ; (56)

0

occupying the I-th well is known. In Eg.(56), R is the
radial size of the condensate at the I-th site, xed by
the value of r; where the density nj (r; ) vanishes. This
procedure avoids the f1ll calculation of the m icroscopic
density n (r; ;z).

W hen equilbrium is established acrossthe whole sam -
plewehave ;3 foralll. M aking use of this fact and
employingthat |N;= N wecan ndthedependence
of on the total number of particles N o+ . This proce—
dure also yields the well occupation num bersN ; and the
num ber of sites occupied at equilbriuim . In the sinple
case In which the chem icalpotentialexhibits a linear de—
pendence on density pc = gn + const: one obtains for
the radialdensity pro e B1]

1
niy(e; )= -

T 2pg
g

Dz,
2 277"

(57)
where the cheam ical potential, apart from a constant,
is given by }%J! (15N ora 9=anog)?>=2 wih !
Cely )™, ano h=m ! . The well occupation num —
bers and transverse radii are given by

2

N,=N, 1 I=¢ °; (58)
Rl= RO 1 i=]§‘ =2 7 (59)
where , = 2 =m ! 2? xes the number 21, + 1 of

occupied sites, Ny = 15N =161, and Ry 2 =m!Z.
The Increaseof dueto the opticallattice (> g) Inplies
an increase ofthe radiiR ;. Thise ect hasbeen observed
In the experim ent of [6].

The LD A -based approach not only pem its to calcu—
late equilbriim properties, but also dynam ic features of
m acroscopic type. To this purpose one can generalize the
hydrodynam ic equations of super uidsby taking into ac—
count the e ects of the lattice. A Iso In this case one can

12

use the concept of the average density pro ke n;(r; ) as
de ned In Eq.(54). Furthem ore, one can replace the dis—
crete index 1by the continous variable z = 1d. In this
way, one can de ne a sn oothed m acroscopic average den—
sity pro ke ny (r; ;z). The dynam ics we are interested
In then consists of the evolution of the m acroscopic den—
sity ny and of the m acroscopic super uid velocity eld
v whose com ponent along the direction of the lattice is
de ned by the average

Vz

(60)

Here S is the phase of the order param eter and D is a
length longer than d, but sm all com pared to the size of
the system aswell as to the wavelength of the collective
oscillations. O n this length scale, the e ect 0ofVy, can be
neglcted and all the m acroscopic variables are constant.
Hencethephasedi erence In (60) can be calculated using
B Ioch statesw ith quasin om entum k (seeEg.(9)) and one

nds the resul v, k=m [(2]. Ushhg this result and
the fact that the energy change per particke due to the
presence of a sm all current is k?=2m = m*v2=2m , the
use ofthe LDA yields the result

Z n

m m
dr —ny V2 + —ny V2 +
R R

m m
TV

+ ey )+ ny Viols

E

(61)

for the total energy of the system . Here e(ny ) is the
equilbriim energy per unit volum e calculated at the av—
erage density ny in the absence of the ham onic trap
and both ny and v, are now functions ofr; ; z and t.

Starting from the functional (61) we can derive the
hydrodynam ic equations

@
—ny + @x (Vng )

ot + @y fwyny )+ Q@ —wny =0
@
ma:V+r (Vho+ opt(nM)
m m @ m m
+ =i+ =+ —ny —v: =0;
2 2 ¥ @ny m 2
where Vi, = m (1Zz* + !Z12)=2 is the ham onic po-
tential and where we have used the relationship pc =

@e(y )=Rny . Egs.(62,63) generalize the hydrodynam ic
equationsderived in [17] to situations in which the e ec—
tive m ass is density dependent and the chem ical poten—
tial opt hasa nonlinear density dependence (see section
(I0)). They can be further generalized to account for
larger condensate velocities [12].

T he hydrodynam ic equations serve to determm ine the
frequencies of collective oscillations associated wih a
density dynam ics of the form ny (r;t) ny () +
et n). Here, n (r) denotes a an all deviation from
the equilbrium average density ny (r) that is associated

(63)



wih a anallvelocity eld v. Hence, it is appropriate to
linearize Egs.(62,63) yielding

" x
12 n+ @ nl@}g @ opt +
om @n
" V4
Ny @ opt _
+ 0, —@ =0: (64)
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This second order equation nvolves the derivative
@ opt=Cn le directly related to the nverse com pressibik-
iy T (see Edg.@)). In general, the solution of Eq.(64)
should be found num erically because the density depen—
dence of m and @ ,=@n is not known in an ana-
Iytic form . Yet, for an all enough densities the density—
dependence ofm can beneglected and @ opt=@njlM =g
aswasdiscussed In Sect.(II) . In this case, the frequencies
ofthe collective oscillations can be calculated analytically
[L7]. In particular, they can be obtained from the values
In the absence of the lattice B3] by sin ply rescaling the
trapping frequency along z

r
m

z ! — !,
m

(65)

This result was obtained theoretically for the dipole os—
cillation in the tight binding regine In 6] and has been
con m ed experim entally both for the dipole [B] and
quadrupole oscillation [34].

The LDA de ned by (55) can also by employed to
study B ogoliibov excitations occurring on a length scale
much an allerthan the size ofthe system . Under this con-
dition, one can de ne a localB ogoliubov band spectrum
given by h!j(@ny (r)) where ny (r) is the locally av-
eraged density Introduced above. T he B ogoluibov band
spectrum can be probed by m easuring the dynam ic struc—
ture factor S (o; ! ), related to the linear response of the
system to an extemalperturbation transferring m om en—
tum p and energy h! . In LDA, the dynam ic structure
factor reads B5]

Z

Stpa Pi!)= drnu (@S @E;!;r); (66)
where S (o;! ;1) is the dynam ic structure factor (34) cal-
culated at density ny (r) In the absence ofham onic trap—
pihg. A sa result ofthe averaging In plied by Eq.(66), the
dynam ic structure factor of the system is not any m ore
given by a series of delta-fiinctions as In the absence of
the ham onic trap, but instead consists of resonances of
nite w idth. The validity ofthe LD A to describe the lin—
ear response of the trapped condensate in the absence of
a lattice has been con m ed by B ragg spectroscopy ex—
perin ents where the transferred m om entum was larger
than the inverse of the system size and the duration of
the B ragg pulse was san allcom pared to the inverse ofthe
trapping frequencies [36,37]. Experim ents and calcula—
tions w hich investigate the regin e beyond the validity of

the LDA have been recently carried out [37,38].
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In the absence of ham onic trapping, the solution of
the hydrodynam ic equations (62) and (63) pem is to
calculate the propagation of sound waves not only In
condensates at rest, yielding result (6) for the sound ve—
locity, but also In condensates m oving slow Iy w ith re—
spect to the lattice. Let us start from stationary solution
w ith m acroscopic velocity v,, corresoonding to quasin o—
mentum k = mv,, with k o , and let us consider
an all changes of the velocity eld and of the density

w ith respect to the stationary values: v, = v, + v,

ny = ny + ny .By linearizing Egs.(62) and (63) and
looking for solutions oscillating like et@ 'Y one
nds at rst order in k
. k
L= cijt a— ©7)
m

where 1=m @ nh=m )=@n and c is the sound veloc—
iy in the condensate at rest (see Eq.(6)). The quantiy
m gives the k = 0 curvature of the lowest chem ical
potential band (see Eqg.(12) wih j = 1) according to

&)= @)+ k?=2m frk! 0.Eq.(67) generalizesthe
usual behaviour of the sound velocity in slow Iy m oving
fram es to acocount for the presence of the optical lattice.
The signi cance of m  for the excitation spectrum has
been pointed out for any opticalpotentialdepth foram all
g and any k in [12] and in the tight binding regin e for
any gand any k in [13,14].

VI.SUMMARY

W e have studied B loch-wave solutions of the G ross—
P itaevskii equation in the presence of a one-din ensional
optical lattice. In particular, we have calculated the
band structure of both stationary (\Bloch bands") and
tin edependent lnearized (\Bogolubov bands") solu—
tions. W e have discussed these solutions for di erent
choices of the lattice depth sEr and the two body in-—
teraction param eter gn. Special attention has been paid
to the behaviour of the com pressibility and of the e ec—
tive m ass. W e have shown that the com pressbility of
the systam is reduced by the presence of the lattice and
that its inverse is approxin ately linear in the density for
low enough gn or high s. In these regines, the com —
pressbility and the chem ical potential can be expressed
In tem s of an e ective coupling constant g > g, which
acoounts for the squeezing of the condensate wavefinc—
tion in each well. Conceming the e ective m ass we have
found that two body interactions give rise to a signi —
cant density dependence which decreases its value w ith
regpect to the prediction for the non-interacting system .
T he com pressbility and the e ectivem ass pem it to cal-
culate the sound velocity w hose value is found to decrease
as a function ofthe lattice depth, re ecting the exponen—
tial increase of the e ective m ass. For the tight binding
regin e, we have com plem ented the num erical results by

analytic expressions.



C onceming the B ogoliibov bands, we have found that
In a deep lattice the excitations In the lowestband acquire
a strong quasiparticle character in the whole B rillouin
zone, characterized by B ogoliibov am plitudes u v. In
the tight binding regim e, analytic expressions for the low —
est Bogliibov band and the corresponding B ogoliuibov
am plitudes have also been reported.

In section IV, we have presented resuls for the quan—
tum depletion of the condensate. In particular, we have
found that In a deep lattice the quantum uctuations of
the condensate acquire 2D character, re ecting the trans—
formm ation of the system into a serdes of two-din ensional
discs. As a oconsequence, the quantum depletion in—
creases, but ram ains an all, provided the coherence be-
tween the discs ism aintained. If the lattice depth is in—
creased further, 1D quantum uctuationsbecom e In por—
tant. E stim ates ofthe corresponding e ectsw ith realistic
values of the param eters have been presented.

F inally, we have dem onstrated the use of a Iocalden-
sity approxin ation to study m acroscopic static and dy-—
nam ic properties ofham onically trapped system s in the
presence of an optical lattice.

In conclusion, B oseE instein condensates in opticallat—
tices share In portant analogies w ith solid state system s.
D i erences arise due to the presence of two body inter-
actions giving rise to In portant new featureseven In the
coherent regim e where m ost particles are n the conden—
sate. The density dependence of the e ective m ass, as
well as the distinction between B loch, chem ical poten—
tial and B ogoliibov bands are som e exam ples discussed
In this paper. N atural developm ents of the present work
concem the study ofthe dynam ics built on top ofm oving
condensates w here dynam ic instabilities can be encoun-
tered [10{14]. Another In portant direction is the study
ofnonlineare ects which m ight sizeably a ect the prop—
agation of sound in the presence of an optical Jattice.
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