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A bstract: W e develop a variational wave function for the ground
state ofa one-din ensionalbosonic Jattice gas. T he variationaltheory is
initally developed for the quantum rotor m odel and later on extended
to the B oseH ubbard m odel. T his theory is com pared w ith quasiexact
num erical resuls obtained by D ensity M atrix R enom alization G roup
OM RG) studiesand w ith results from otheranalyticalapproxin ations.
Our approach accurately gives local properties for strong and weak
interactions, and it also describes the crossover from the super uid
phase to the M ott=nsulator phase.
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1 Introduction

D uring the last years a spectacular developm ent in the storage and m anipulation of
cold atom s In optical lattices [1, 2] has taken place. G reiner et al. [1], to nam e one
In portant exam ple, succeeded in experim entally driving a quantum phase transition
between a super uid and a M ott-insulating phase In bosonic system s. T his experin en—
talprogress has revived the interest in the BoseH ubbard m odel Eqg. (1)] as a generic
Ham iltonian for strongly correlated bosons, by which the quantum phase transition can
be describbed [B]. T he BoseH ubbard H am iltonian hasbeen used previously in condensed
m atter physics to study the adsorption ofnoble gases in nanotubes [4], or C ooper pairs
In superconducting In swith strong charging e ects [5, 6]. In this context a lot ofwork
has already been done to characterize the quantum phase transition, the statistics, and
the low -energy excitations of the B ose-H ubbbard m odel [7, 8]. H owever, new nteresting
questions arise now due to the good tunability of the experin ents w ith optical lattices.
In particular, i becom es possible to study tim edependent processes such as driven
quantum phase transitions [L]. A theoretical understanding of such phenom ena is chal-
lenging, since the characteristics of the super uid phase | where the atom s tend to
delocalize throughout the lattice and large uctuations in the local density exist | ’
and the M ott-insulating phase | w here the number uctuations decrease, and a gap
in the excitation spectrum opens { m ust be covered at the sam e tim e. Both regions are
separated by a non-analyticity ofthe spectrum , which im plies that a perturbative study
O, 10] works best In strong coupling lin i, while a H artreeFock-Bogoliibovm ean eld
works best In the super uid regin e. In addition it is possble to develop a mean eld
theory [11, 12] based on a G utzw iller ansatz [3]: this reproduces the m ean eld theory
in the super uid lim i, aswell as the lim it of In nite interaction, which raises the hope



that the theory also Interpolates properly between these lim is.

In this paperwe develop a variationaldescription ofthe ground state ofan ensemble
of cold atom s In an one-dim ensional optical lattice. O ur trial wavefunction treats the
connectionsbetw een neighboring sites as entitiesw hich decouple in the lim it of in nitely
large lattices. W e apply this technique rst to the quantum rotor m odel | which de-
scribes the lattice for large and com m ensurate occupation per site 5], and has also been
used to describe an array of Josephson junctions [13]| , and next to the B oseH ubbard
Ham iltonian. The accuracy of the varational theory in both m odels is con m ed by
several com parisons. In the quantum rotor case, we use a spin wave approxin ation in
the lim it ofweak interaction, and a rst order perturbation theory in the lim it of weak
tunneling. For the BoseH ubbard m odel we com pare against resuls obtained apply—
ing the quastexact, num erical DM RG m ethod to one-dimn ensional lattices w ith up to
128 sites, and also w ith calculations based on the G utzw iller ansatz. O ur conclusion is
that the variationalpicture of selfrequlated connectionsbetw een sites provides a rather
cheap and sin ple, but very good description of the localproperties of the system in the
super uid and insulator regim es, and a fairly good iInterpolation across the quantum
phase transition. It cannot describe, how ever, the algebraic decay w ith distance of the
o -diagonalelem ents of the oneparticle density m atrix. T he sin plicity of the m ethod
suggests a possible generalization to higher dim ensionalities and other physicalm odels.

T he outline of the paper is as follow s: In Sec. 2 we Introduce the quantum rotor
m odel as a possble 1im it of the BoseH ubbard Ham ittonian. N ext, inform ation about
the ground state of the quantum rotor m odel is cbtained variationally as the solution
ofa M athieu equation.W e can estin ate energies, correlation fiinctions and length, and
the variance of the density as a function ofthe only free param eter. A com parison w ith
perturbative estin ates dem onstrates the accuracy of the m ethod when com puting local
properties. Since the quantum rotor m odel is only an approxin ate description of the
optical lattice, in Sec. 3 we develop a sim ilar variational theory for the B oseH ubbard
Ham iltonian. A fter bringing the BoseH ubbard Ham ittonian to an appropriate form ,
we can estin ate the local properties of its ground state. T he variational solutions are
com pared in Sec. 3.3 with the results of DM RG studies of the B oseH ubbard m odel.
W e con m that the variationalm ethod describes very well the local properties of both
the M ott-nsulator and the super uid regin e, and provides a fairly good interpolation
across the phase transition. F inally, in Sec. 4 we summ arize our results and comm ent
on possble extensions.

2 Q uantum phase m odel
2.1 Relation to the B oseH ubbard m odel
In this section we show the equivalence of the B oseH ubbard m odel

xq y U Y.y U
Hpy = J(%+1aj+ alas 1) + — ajajasay EM nim 1); @)

=1
and the quantum rotorm odel for large and integer occupation n [B]. In our notation, M
isthe num berof lattice sitesand N = nM thenum berofatom s.B oth the B oseH ubbard
m odel and the quantum rotorm odel show a phase transition due to the interplay be-
tween the kinetic term proportional to J and the interaction term proportionalto U .
For convenience we have subtracted the ground state energy in the perfect insulator
mitUu=Jg! 1.



Ifwe expand a con guration of the lattice using Fock states
X X
ji= G Ri= G Jui v LR @)
n n
and the num ber of particles per lattice site is large, ny > 1, we m ay approxin ate the
hopping tem s as ollow s

e —
aja;j i= n@+ DPAJA, Ri+ j i ?3)

Here,A J1i= N  1liare ladder operatorsand P profctson statesw ith non-negative
occupation num bers, ny 0.To lowest order the error j 151 is

X
. n+ 1) 0y )+ ). .
J yi= Cq o ﬁg(nl - ni; 4)
2 ninh+ 1)

and itsnom isbound by

s -
S n?+ (+ 1)=2 . )
E onm+ 1)

where ;= h@n; nYfi is the variance n the number of particles per lattice site. For
the approxinm ation (3) to be valid, the uncertainty in the num ber of atom s m ust be
an all com pared to the m ean value, n , and the interaction energy m ust exceed the
neglcted tem s, Un (0 1) J .

Follow ing the previous procedure the B ose-H ubbard m odelbecom es

X

— 2 + + U Z\2
Hgr =P J @A AR o AT) ©)
j
Pp— . . v . .
Here = nn+ 1) is approxin ately tpe dens:d:y,Aﬁ = aja4 n is essentially the

num ber operator and we have used that jA?j i= 0 when we work w ith states that
have a xed, comm ensurate num ber of particles. In the follow ing we w ill de ne the
energy per lattice site as

1 .
"oMHord: )

Since the physically interesting statesw illbe concentrated around large occupations,
nx = n, the usual step now is to drop the pro fctor, P , and m ove to the basis of phase
states, de ned by

myji=e® @) "% ~v20 ;1M @®)
In doing so, we obtain the identi ca‘cjonAj ! e *x and A? ! i@=@ 4, which pro-
duces the usual representation of the quantum rotorm odel
n #
X U @’
Hor = 2J cos(5 1) 2a 2 ; )
3 J
w ith the associated state w riten as
Z
. P
Ji= @ )M &M & ()T 10)

A sin ilar derivation is possible using path integrals [L5].
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Fig.1l. Instead ofworking directly w ith the population ofeach well, ny, we can use
other quantum numbers, wy, de ned by the relation ny = wy wy 1+ n,and
which behave like a set of chem ical potentials acting on the barriers that connect
neigboring sites.

2.2 Variational ansatz

In this section we estin ate the properties of the ground state of H gr variationally.
Due to the previous splitting (10), any wavefunction () can only depend on the
phase di erence between neighboring wells, ;= 411 5. These new quantum vari-
ables describe the connections between neigboring sites. In the lim it of large lattices
it seem s reasonable to assum e that these connections becom e independent from each
other adopting the product state

(M= 5ih(s5 1) (1)
This representation becom es exact In the M ott-insulating lim i, UsJd ' 1, where
hyote ( ) = 1, and in the super uid lim i, U=J ! O,wherehss ( )= _,, 2 n),

as can be veri ed by direct substitution n Eq. (10).

Even though the phase representation is the best one to nd a trial wavefunction,
it is not the optin alone for perform ing com putations. It is instead m ore convenient to
work with the variables which are conjigate to the phase di erences § = 441 e
T hese are the new quantum num bers, wy , given by

nyg = Wy W 1+ n: 12)

In tem softhese num bers, the ansatz (11) reveals itselfasa sin ple product w avefunction

ji=fHi ™ Y= K, K, i I a3)
w

w ith coe cients given by the Fourier transform
Z

K, = h()& d : (14)

A s sketched in Fig. 1, the wy play the roles of chem icalpotentials which are established
between di erent wells: the di erence between the potentials on the extrem es of a site
gives the uctuations over the m ean and com m esurate occupation n. In this picture

Hor = 27 (p+ O+

k=1

® . U z z 2
E(k kl) 7 (15)

where Wi= 1i are new In nie-dim ensional ladder operators and ?*Hwi =
w v i.

By m Inin izing the energy associated w ith H g overall statesw ithin a given ansatz
we can both obtain an upper bound to the energy of the ground state and approxin ate



its wave function. A sinple com putation w ih our product ansatz leads to the result
[com pare (7)]
"K]’ 47 Reh"i+ Un( ?)’i U *i%; 16)

w here the expected values are com puted over a s:ng&e connection, h #1i= F w Wy ¥,
and the w avefunctionsare assum ed to benom alized, | hy F = 1.Sincethe stationary
states have a wellde ned parity, i ) = ( 1¥ K, , the optin al variational state m ust
satisfy the linear equation

27 Hs1+ By 1)+ U FHy= "eehy; a7

which is nothing but the Fourder transform ofa M athieu equation

2

ez 2J oos( )h( )= "esth(); 18)
T he estim ated ground state energy per site is given by the lowest eigenvalue of either
equation.

U sing the product ansatz and the sam e approxin ations required to derfve Hgr ,we
can also com pute other properties of the ground state. For instance, the variance ofthe
num ber of atom s per lattice site

2 = h@la; nFi= 2n( H)*i: 19

and the correlation functions

ke, a5 = hi v 20)
*
g1

Y, ja5i = . = 1i @1)
k=73

which decay exponentially w ith the distance. This in plies that the ansatz (13) only
describes properly the decay of the correlations in the M ott-insulating regin e, since the
correlations in the super uid regin e follow a power law decay. H owever, aswe w ill see
below , localm agnitudes ( ; 1; " :::) are properly estin ated even if long{range ones are
not.

W e have solved Eq. (17) num erically in a truncated gpace. T he resuls are summ a—
rized In Fig. 2, where we also plot reference estin ates arising from two other analytical
m ethods. In the lim it U J we compare wih a rst order perturbative calculation
around the solution j i= 1, which is possible thanks to the energy gap oforder O (U )
in the excitation spectrum . In the lim it J U we rather use a spin wave or har-
m onic approxin ation in which the cosineterm ofthe Ham iltonian H g r is expanded up
to second order In the phase di erence between neighboring sites [see Sec. 2.3]. This
approxin ation is valid in the super uid regin e, where the phase does not vary much
betw een neighboring wells. From the graphical com parison we see that, as expected, the
variational wavefunction provides a fairly accurate description of the ground state of
the quantum rotorm odel in both the super uid and insulating lim its. A s a side note,
wem ust ram ark that this ground state has a divergent uctuation ofthe num ber ofpar-
ticlesper site as J ! 0. This disagrees from the expected behavior of the ground state
of the original B oseH ubard Ham iltonian, and it rem inds usthat Hgr can only m odel
the atom ic ensem ble when the variance, , is sm all com pared to the m ean occupation
num ber, n.
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Fig.2.E stin ates for (@) energy energy per lattice site and (o) density uctuations
ofthe quantum rotor H am iltonian (6) obtained w ith the variationalm ethod (solid),
and perturbative calculations for U J (dashed) and U J (dots).
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2.3 Ham onic approxim ations to the quantum phase m odel

In the Imi J U it is possble to estin ate the ground state of the rotor m odel
(6) analytically. Since we are deep in the super uid regin e, the wavefunction will be
concentrated around the line ;= ,= :::= |y ,and we can approxin ate
" #
X U e’ 2

Hor ’ 282 J (5 3+ 1 (22)

Ifwe rem ove the periodic boundary oondjEi):jons on ; and change variables, the preceding

Ham iltonian m ay be diagonalized, H = | !} AJA + %
'y = p8J U jsin( k=M )jwherek isan Integern therange M + 1< 2k < M which
labelsthe di erent valuesofthem om entum in the lattice.T he ground state energy F ig.
4 (@)l may be estin ated as the zero-point energy of the ham onic oscillator. For large

M , the sum overk m ay be replaced w ith an Integral, giving

, wih frequencies given by

oM P
Eq’ — 2J U: 23)

T he variance of the num ber of particles is related to the expectation value of the m o—
m entum using the sam e procedure as above

r

, 1 87 oa)
—

3 The B ose-H ubbard m odel

In this section we apply to the B oseH ubbard H am iltonian the techniques that were de—
veloped In Sec.2 .W ew illdo it In three steps:F irst we w illdevelop a phase representation
which isvalid for all occupation num bers. N ext we w ill prove that this representation is
equivalent to a sin ilarity transform ation of the H am ittonian which brings it to a form
sin ilarto (6), at the price of losing H em iticity. F inally we w ill show how to in plem ent
the ansatz of independent connections (13) to produce estin ates for the usual set of
observables ("; 1; ), which are to be validated wih DM RG calculations.



3.1 Coherent states
T he phase ocoherent states j i are de ned by

mji= e = nt @5)

U nlike the phase statesde ned in Sec. 2, they are not orthogonalto each other,h j i=
exp e ), butthey om a com plete basis, so that an expansion like (10) is still possi-
ble.A nice property ofthe coherent states is that we can rew rite the operatorsa, a¥, a’a,
etc, In tem s ofthe phases very easily.For instance,aj i= €' j i,a¥j i= de* &34,
and a¥aj i= %j i.U sihg this J:epresentatjon,ge obtain an e ective H am iltonian for
P

the wavefinction (), ie.Hgy ji= 2 )M =2 g &° FHE, (7131, which is
of the form

|
X @2

2
¢ j

x i @
H:::oh= J 2n+ 1)cos( ; ;) idCs 9) I
hi;ji 5

(@6)

™
.
NS

Here H Ctoh stands for the tranpose of H .oy . T his operator was already used In Ref. 28]
to study the BoseH ubbard m odel w ith only two sites. On the one hand, i is a non-
Hem itian operator' and we cannot do a sin ple variational study. O n the other hand
the Ham iltonian still depends on the phase di erences, and it is reasonable to ook for
approxin ate eigenstates which have the form (11). This w ill be done in the follow ing
section . H ow ever, since working w ith phase variables is inconvenient, we w ill develop a

representation sin ilar to that ofEqg. (15) In the f©llow ing.

3.2 Vardational procedure for non-H em itian operators

In this section we will nd the best variational fiinction which has the product form of
Eqg. (11). However, as it happened in Sec. 2, Instead of working w ith phase variables
it is m ore convenient develop a representation of the BoseHubbard Ham iltonian in
term s of connections. T his is once m ore a tw o-steps process. F irst we use a sin ilarity
transform ation suggested by the de nition of the coherent states

¥ p___
0 hi= ny i e7)
k=1

Since0aj0 '= A, and0ai0 = A%AL,we nd

Hen = OHpgO ! @8)
X 4 + UX Z\2
= J (Z-\:-L+r1)AiZ-\j + E (Aj) :
hi;ji j

The Ham iltonians (26) and (28) are equivalent: while one is de ned in temm s of phase

variables, the other one is de ned wih occupations num bers, and both are related

by a Fourier transform . The second and nalstep is to rew rite everything in temm s of

connections, using the quantum numbers from Eq. (12),and the relations * = *+ ,
Y= i( *). The resulk is a decom position of the H am iltonian

Heon = Hit+ Hypp (29)

1T he hem iticity of Hg g is m aintained due to an im plicit projection that takes place when we
reconstruct the state Hgy j 1 from H® . (™) (See Ref. 28]).

coh
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into term s which are local, H 1, and tem s which involve pairs of connections, H ;.

For the quantum rotor m odel we proved that the optim al product wavefiinction
was an eigenstate of a Ham iltonian which did not couple connections, lke H;. The
di erence now is that, since the operator H o, is not Hem iian, we cannot establish a
variationalprinciple and that proofisno longervalid.N evertheless, wew illagain propose
a variationalansatz w hich isan eigenstate ofthe IocaloperatorH ; fii ¥ =M " Fii ¥
U sing the follow Ing equality

_ .h:HBHji_ .hszcohji
0= mmn =min —; 30)
s0 k k? s0 h D 291
and the product ansatz j i = Fi ™ , we arrive to an upper bound for the lowest
eigenvalue of the B oseH ubbard H am iltonian, expressed in tem s of the non-H em itian
one

0w 13" 0 “Hofi M
0

_ ] n .
est+ N l’ﬁ] M o Zj\ii M est+ est - (31)

The way to use this varationalprinciple is as ollow s. First, fora given J and U we

com pute the lowest eigenstate of H; and thisway obtain R.A fter the equivalence (14),

nding the ground state of the local Ham ittonian H ; becom es equivalent to solving a
m odi ed M athieu equation

2
U% 20+ 1)cos( ) 23 sjn(é%— h = ".sh; (32)

which describes exactly the static properties of a pair of sites w ith open boundary
conditions R8]. O nce we have "¢+ we must still com pute the correction " .5t usihg a
rather straightforw ard expansion which isshown in Sec.3 .4 .Surprisihgly, " <st happens
to be negative, so that it is actually an in provem ent over the sin ple estin ate given by
"est [See Fjg- 5]

From the optin alvariationalstate,j i= O i ™ , and the estin ate Hrthe energy,
"rar = "est t " est, Wwe may com pute other observables. For the density uctuations
and nearest neighbor correlations we use the virial theorem

3 @ Ll
e, aji a5 e (33)
@
Co= g e T (34)

w hereas for other properties one has to evaluate num erically the m atrix products shown
in Sec.3.4.This allow sus to prove that for the product states fii ™ correlations decay
exponentially, opposite to what is expected in the super uid phase, whose correlations
should decay algebraically. N evertheless, as we w ill see next, this fam ily of states does
estin ate accurately the local properties of the optical lattice.

3.3 Comparison to DM RG resuls

W ewillnow com pare the resuls for the ground state energy, the correlation finctions,
and the variance of the particle num ber provided by the two variational ansatz, (18)
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Fig. 3. (@) The ground state energy per site, ", (o) nearest neighbor correlation,
c1 = ¥, aji, and (c) variance of the number of atom s per site, 2 = h@y nFi.

3+ 1
Plots (o) and (c) use a log-log scale. The results of the DM RG (solid line) are
obtained on a system with 128 sites, a m axin um occupation num ber of 9 bosons
per site and a reduced space of states of about 200 states. The estin ates from
the variational theory are plotted using dashed lines. T he vertical lines m ark the
location of the phase transition according to [10]. The m ean occupation num bers
are denoted w ith circles (n = 1), diam onds (n = 2) and boxes (n = 3).

and (32), and the G utzw iller ansatz [14] w ith those obtained by DM RG studies of the
BoseHubbard model. The DM RG, developed 1992 by W hite [16, 17] In the area of
condensed m atter theory, is a very pow erfilnum erical toolto Investigate static and dy-
nam ic properties of strongly correlated quasi-one-din ensionalspin, ferm ionic orbosonic
quantum system s.TheDM RG isan essentially quasiexact num ericalm ethod. T he fun—
dam entalideas stem from real space renom alization m ethods: the system size is grown
feratively while the (exponentially diverging) size of the H ibert space is kept constant
by decin ation. Hereby one tries to retain only that subset of states that is essential
to describe the physical quantity under consideration. In DM RG these are expectation
values w ith respect to low -lying states (\target states"), and in particular w ith respect
to the ground state wave function.

DM RG buildsup the system linearly:at each grow th step, suitable density m atrices
for the target states are derived that yield inform ation on the relevance ofH ibert space
states.Building on this Inform ation, the states and operators are pro cted onto H ibert
subspaces of xed dinension M containing the m ost relevant states. M is chosen to
be sm all enough to be handled num erically, but large enough to obtain the desired
accuracy; num erical results can be extrapolated n M to the exact lim it of n nite M
in the them odynam ic lin it. H owever, results presented here have converged for the
largest M considered and no further extrapolation was necessary.



Details on the DM RG method may for exam pl be found in [18]. In the case of
the BoseH ubbard m odelthe DM RG has been used to study properties of the system
19,20, 21].The results of DM RG agree very wellw ith exact diagonalization resuls for
an all system s, w th quantum M onte<€ arlo sin ulations eg. R2, 23, 24, 25], and w ith
13th order perturbation theory 26].

W e have used the DM RG to study the properties of the ground state of the Bose—
Hubbard m odel on one-din ensional lattices w ith 128 sites, and comm ensurate lings
n = 1;2; and 3. In Figs. 3(@<) we show the results for the m ean energy per site ",
the nearest neighbor correlations, ¢ = lrlag+ ;a41, and the variance of the density,
calculated both w ith theDM RG and w ith the variationalestin ates developed above.A s
expected, there are no indications of the phase transitions in these quantities, neither in
the variational results nor in the num erical solutions.R ather, an in exion ofthe nearest
neighbor correlation points out the location of the super uid-nsulator transition which
lies roughly between 3n and 4n (see [19] and ref. therein). T he agreem ent of the two
m ethods is f2irly good above the phase transition and below it.

A m ore detailed com parison is provided In Fig. 4 forthe casen = 1. In this gqure
we plot together results from the DM RG, the variational ansatz derived above, the
quantum rotor m odel and the weltknown G utzw iller ansatz. The G utzw iller ansatz
R7, 3] isa variationalansatz w hich reduces the wave function to a product of single-site
wave fnctions, j ¢i= ' ,J jiwherej ji= _ £’ injiand £ areconstants.
Such a wavefunction cannot be used In the onedim ensional M ott Insulator regin e,
because a perturbative study of the G utzw iller ansatz show s that the corrections of
orderO (J=U) are lost and all correlationsbecom e zero. H ow ever this ansatz gives good
results in the super uid regin e, where the longrange order is well described by j ¢ i,
and we can use these results and those of the DM RG to assert the accuracy of our
variationalestim ates.A sF ig. 4 shows, In theM ott nsulator regin e, the DM RG resuls
agrees perfectly w ith our variational theory for the BoseH ubbard m odel and for the
quantum rotorm odel. C lose to the phase transition is the point at which the quantum
rotorm odelno longer describes well the atom s in the optical Jattice due to the grow th
ofdensity uctuations.At thispoint we also observe a am all disagreem ent betw een the
DM RG and the coherent states, which is due to the grow th of long range correlations
and vanishes as we get deeper into the super uid regim e.

34 N um erical evaluation of the upper bound

In this section we w ill show how to com pute the corrections to the localenergy, " cst,
from Eqg. (31).W ebasically need am ethod to com pute expectation values ofthe operator
0 2 around product states which have the form

ji= #i A IRARKPHL ke Hiv 3 35)
in which atm ost tw o contiguous vectors are a ected by tw o single-connection operators.
For instance, this is the case of H,j i, where A and B are *, or ?%,and also of

j i, where A and B are jist the identiy. A fter som e m anipulations it is possble to
w rite, for the optin alvariationalstate j i= 0 'Hi M,

l\'x 2

W %H,i = wfo @O) lzyo@o) * ly;
k=1

Zk = J(HZOH+ H OHZ) U(HZOHZ);

w ith the realm atrices and vectors

Hy = JuF i
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Fig. 4. (@) The ground state energy per site, ", (o) nearest neighbor correlation,
c = ha?+ ,a;ji, and (c) variance of the number of atom s per site, 2 = hny nPFi.
Plot (o) and (c) are In log-log scale. Using 1lling factor n = 1, we show results
from the variationalm odel for the B oseH ubbard m odelusing phase coherent states
(solid), the quantum rotor m odel (dashed), the G utzw iller ansatz for the B ose-
Hubbard H am iltonian (dots) and DM RG (circles).Verticaldash-dot linesm ark the
location of the phase transition according to [10].

H )y = Fi( BLT s

0. - [@ J+mi17% i 3 n,
= 0; i 9< n'
ui = i07s

9 2 Z; 2 f+; ;zg:

W e have used this technique to com pute num erically the correction " o5t using
di erent lattice sizesand found sm allorno di erences form ore than 30 sites. Intuitively,
this is because in the Ilim it of Jarge powers the m atrices H O ) becom e pro fctors on
the eigenvector w ith the largest eigenvalie.

U sing the sam e type of expansion we m ay com pute other correlations

WO HO) 1®E 0) ®O)M Kly

y L, .
Y, ai = TR : 36)

For large values of and large lattices, the num erator w ill decay exponentially as ; ,
where ; isthe largest eigenvalie ofthematrix H O .

4 C onclusions

In this work we have studied analytically and num erically the properties of the ground
state of an ensemble of bosonic atom s In an 1D optical lattice. For the study of the
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Fig. 5. The energy of the product ansatz contains a contrbution from each con-
nection, "est, plus the interaction betw een neighbouring connections, " est.In Fig.
(@) we show that " est (dash) is actually negative, and im proves the estim ate "est
m oving it tow ards the exact value, "p y rg (circles).E verything hasbeen com puted
forn= 1.In Fig. (o) we show that the correction " st does not change much for
Jarge lattices.

atom ic ensem ble we have used both the quantum rotor m odel and the B ose-H ubbard
m odel. E xploiting the fact that in these m odels there exists only nearest neighbor hop-
ping and local interactions, we have developed a variationalwavefuinction that m ay be
used to easily estin ate localproperties, such as the energy per well, the nearest neigbor
correlations and the uctuations ofthe density. In the case ofthe quantum rotorm odel
we have veri ed our results w ith perturbative calculations around the strongly inter—
acting regin e, and w ith a soin wave approxin ation around the super uid regim e. In
the case of the BoseH ubbard m odel we have com pared the variational estin ates w ith
num erical results obtained using the DM RG technique for a m axinum densiy ofthree
atom s per well. W e have concluded that this procedure leads to fairly good estin ates
of local ground state properties of both Ham iltonians, in both the super uid and the
Insulator regin e, the largest disagreem ent being localized around the phase transition.
In future work we forsee the application of these m ethods to tin e dependent problem s.
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