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A tom ic B ose-Ferm im ixtures in an opticallattice
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A m ixtureofultracold bosonsand ferm ionsplaced in an opticallatticeconstitutesa novelkind of

quantum gas,and leadsto phenom ena,which so farhavebeen discussed neitherin atom ic physics,

nor in condensed m atter physics. W e discuss the phase diagram at low tem peratures,and in the

lim it ofstrong atom -atom interactions,and predict the existence ofquantum phases that involve

pairing offerm ionswith oneorm orebosons,or,respectively,bosonicholes.Theresulting com posite

ferm ionsm ay form ,depending on the system param eters,a norm alFerm iliquid,a density wave,a

superuid liquid,or an insulator with ferm ionic dom ains. W e discuss the feasibility for observing

such phasesin currentexperim ents.

Since the �rstobservation ofBose-Einstein condensa-

tion (BEC)in atom icvapors[1],atom icphysicshasbeen

constantly approaching research topics traditionally as-

sociated with condensed m atterphysics,such astheanal-

ysisofsuperuidity in BEC [2],ortheon-goingintensive

search for the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrie�er (BCS) super-

uid transition in ultracold atom icFerm igases[3,4].Re-

cently,striking experim entaldevelopm entshavedriven a

rapidly-growing interest on strongly correlated system s

in atom icphysics.In thissense,thecontroloftheinter-

atom ic interactions via Feshbach resonances[5]has be-

com e particularly interesting,opening the way towards

strongly-interacting gases [6]. Additionally,strong cor-

relations are predicted to play a dom inant role in low-

dim ensional system s, such as 1D Bose gases (Tonks-

G irardeau regim e)[7],1D Ferm isystem s(Luttingerliq-

uid)[8],orrapidly-rotating 2D gases,where the physics

resem blesthatoffractionalquantum Halle�ect[9].

The recentobservation ofthe superuid (SF)to M ott

Insulator (M I) transition in ultracold atom s in optical

lattices [10], predicted in Ref. [11], constitutes up to

now them ostspectacularexam pleofphenom ena related

to strongly-correlated atom ic gases. In this experim ent

(perform ed with 87Rb atom s),by changing the laserin-

tensity and/or detuning,one can controlthe tunneling

to neighboring sitesaswellasthestrength oftheon-site

repulsiveinteractions,and thereforeoneisableto switch

between theSF phase(dom inated by thetunneling)and

theM Iphasewith a �xed num berofatom spersite[10].

Thepossibility ofsym patheticcoolingofferm ionswith

bosonshaslead to severalrecentexperim entson trapped

ultracold Bose-Ferm im ixtures[4]. So far,tem peratures

T � 0:05 TF havebeen obtained,where TF isthe Ferm i

tem perature at which the Ferm i gas starts to exhibit

quantum degeneracy (typically ofthe order of10 �K ).

Although them ain goaloftheseexperim entsistoachieve

theBCS transition in atom icFerm igases,severalgroups

recently show a growing interesttowardsthe physicsof

ultracold Bose-Ferm im ixturesthem selves,including the

analysisofthe ground-state properties,stability,excita-

tions,and thee�ectiveFerm i-Ferm iinteraction m ediated

bythebosons[12].Additionally,new experim entaldevel-

opm entshaveattracted theattention towardsthebehav-

iorofthese m ixturesin 1D geom etries[13],and optical

lattices[14,15].

In thisletter,we investigate a Bose-Ferm ilattice gas,

i.e. a m ixture ofultracold bosonic and ferm ionic atom s

in an opticallattice.Thissystem issom ewhatsim ilarto

theBoselatticegasofRef.[10],yetm uch m orecom plex

and with a richerbehavioratlow tem peratures.W edis-

cuss the lim it ofstrong atom -atom interactions (strong

coupling regim e) at low tem peratures. O ur m ain pre-

diction concernsthe existence ofnovelquantum phases

thatinvolvepairingofferm ionswith oneorm orebosons,

or,respectively,bosonic holes,depending on the sign of

the interaction between ferm ions and bosons [16]. The

resulting com posite ferm ions m ay form a norm alFerm i

liquid,a density wave,a superuid,oran insulatorwith

ferm ionicdom ains,depending on theparam eterscharac-

terizing thesystem .Attheend ofthispaper,wediscuss

the experim entalfeasibility ofthe predicted phases.

The lattice potentialis practically the sam e for both

speciesin a 7Li-6Lim ixture,and accidentallyverysim ilar

forthe87Rb-40K case(fordetuningscorrespondingtothe

wavelength 1064 nm ofa Nd:Yag laser[17]).Due to the

periodicity ofthispotential,energy bandsareform ed.If

the tem perature is low enough and/or the lattice wells

are su�ciently deep,the atom s occupy only the lowest

band.O fcourse,forferm ionsthisisonly possibleiftheir

num ber is sm allerthan the num ber oflattice sites (�ll-

ing factor�F � 1). To describe the system underthese

conditions,wechoosea particularly suitablesetofsingle

particlestatesin the lowestband,the so-called W annier

states,which are localized ateach lattice site. The sys-

tem is then described by the tight-binding Bose-Ferm i-

Hubbard (BFH) m odel(for a derivation from a m icro-

scopic m odel,see Ref.[14]),which isa generalization of

theferm ionicHubbard m odel,extensivelystudied in con-
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densed m attertheory (c.f.[18]):

H B FH = �
X

hiji

(JB b
y

ibj + JF f
y

ifj + h:c:)

+
X

i

�
1

2
V ni(ni� 1)� �ni

�

+ U
X

i

nim i;(1)

where b
y

i, bj, f
y

i, fj are the bosonic and ferm ionic

creation-annihilation operators,respectively,ni = b
y

ibi,

m i = f
y

ifi,and � isthe bosonicchem icalpotential.The

ferm ionicchem icalpotentialisabsentin H B FH ,sincethe

ferm ion num ber is �xed. The BFH m odeldescribes: i)

nearestneighborboson (ferm ion)hopping,with an asso-

ciated negative energy,� JB (� JF );in the following we

assum e JF = JB = J,while the m ore generalcase of

di�erent tunneling rates willbe analyzed elsewhere;ii)

on-site repulsive boson-boson interactionswith an asso-

ciated energy V ;iii) on-site boson-ferm ion interactions

with an associated energy U ,which ispositive(negative)

forrepulsive(attractive)interactions.

In this letterwe are interested in the strong-coupling

lim it,J � U;V ,which can beeasily reached experim en-

tally by increasing the latticeintensity.W e �rstanalyze

the case ofvanishing hopping (J = 0). Forthe sim plest

case ofU = 0,at zero tem perature,the ferm ions can

occupy any available m any-body state,since the energy

ofthe system does not depend on their con�guration.

Bosons on the contrary are necessarily in the M I state

with exactly ~n = [~�]+ 1 bosons per site,where [~�]de-

notestheintegerpartof~� = �=V .Forsm alljU j6= 0,the

system isonly perturbatively a�ected.However,ifU > 0

issu�ciently large,U > �� (~n� 1)V ,theferm ionspush

the bosonsoutofthe sitesthatthey occupy. Hence,lo-

calized com posite ferm ionsareform ed,consisting ofone

ferm ion and thecorrespondingnum berofm issingbosons

(bosonic holes). Sim ilarly,ifU < � � ~nV ,the ferm ions

willattractbosonstotheirsites,and again localized com -

posite ferm ions are form ed, but now consisting ofone

ferm ion and the corresponding num berofbosons.

Fig.1(a) shows the phase diagram ofthe system in

the � � �� plane,where � = U=V . Q uite generally,for

��� [��]+ s> � > ��� [��]+ s� 1,weobtain thatsholes(or,

fors< 0,� s bosons)form with a single ferm ion a com -

posite ferm ion,annihilated by ~fi =
p
(~n � s)!=~n!(b

y

i)
sfi

(
p
~n!=(~n � s)!(bi)

� sfi ). Since the m axim alnum berof

holes is lim ited by ~n,s m ust not be greater than ~n;it

can,on the other hand,attain arbitrary negative inte-

gervalues,i.e.,we m ay have ferm ion com positesofone

ferm ion and m any bosonsin the case ofvery strong at-

tractive interactions,� < 0,and j�j� 1. In Fig.1(a)

the di�erent regions in the phase diagram are denoted

with Rom an num bersI,II,III,IV etc,which denotethe

num berofparticlesthatform thecorrespondingcom pos-

ite ferm ion. Additionally,a bar over a Rom an num ber

indicatescom positeferm ionsform ed by onebareferm ion

and bosonicholes,ratherthan bosons.

Although our com posite ferm ions neither m ove, nor

interact with each other (J = 0),the phase diagram is

quite com plex. As a result,switching on a sm all,but

�nite hopping,leadsto an am azingly rich physics. The

lattercan beinvestigated on thebasisofan e�ectivethe-

ory for com posite ferm ions,which can be derived using

degenerate perturbation theory (to second order in J)

along the linesofthe derivation ofthe t� J m odel(see

e.g.Ref.[18]).Rem arkably,theresulting e�ectivem odel

isuniversalforallthe distinctregionsin the phase dia-

gram in Fig.1(a),and the corresponding Ham iltonian

H eff = � Jeff

X

hiji

(~f
y

i
~fj + h:c:)+ K eff

X

hiji

~m i~m j (2)

isdeterm ined by two e�ective param etersdescribing: i)

nearestneighborhopping ofcom positeferm ionswith the

corresponding negative energy � Jeff;ii)nearestneigh-

borcom posite ferm ion-ferm ion interactionswith the as-

sociated energy K eff,which m ay be repulsive (> 0)or

attractive (< 0). In Eq.(2)we em ploy the num ber op-

erator ~m i = ~f
y

i
~fi. This e�ective m odelis equivalentto

thatofspinlessinteracting ferm ions(c.f. [19,20]),and,

despite itssim plicity,hasa rich phase diagram .The co-

e�cientK eff hasthe universalform

K eff = 2
J2

V

�
~n(~n + 1� s)

1+ � � s
+
(~n � s)(~n + 1)

1� � + s

+
1

�s
� ~n(~n + 1)� (~n � s)(~n + 1� s)

�

; (3)

whereasthedependenceofJeff on J,V ,and U ,hasdif-

ferent form s in di�erent regions ofFig.1(a). E.g. for

0 < ~� < 1,Jeff = J (in I),2J2=�V (in II),4J2=j�jV

(in II),etc. The physicsofthe e�ective m odelisdeter-

m ined by the ratio � = K eff=2Jeff,and by the sign of

K eff.In Fig.1(a)thesubindex A (R)denotesattractive

(repulsive)interactions.

The problem of�nding the ground state ofthe BFH

m odelisthen reduced to theanalysisoftheground state

ofthespinlessFerm im odel(2).In thecaseofarepulsive

e�ective interaction,K eff > 0,and �lling fraction close

to zero,�F � 1,orone,1� �F � 1,theground stateof

H eff correspondsto a Ferm iliquid (a m etal),and iswell

described in the Bloch representation.In the considered

cases,the relevantm om enta are sm allcom pared to the

inverse lattice constant (the size ofthe Brillouin zone).

O necan thustakethecontinuouslim it,in which the�rst

term in H eff correspondsto a quadraticdispersion with

a positive (negative)e�ective m assforparticles(holes),

whilethesecond term describesp-waveinteractions.The

latticeisirrelevantin thislim it,and thesystem isequiv-

alentto a Ferm igasofspinlessferm ions(for�F � 1),or

holes(for1� �F � 1).Rem arkably,thisgasisweaklyin-

teracting forevery valueofK eff,even when K eff ! 1 .
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The lattercase correspondsto the exclusion ofthe sites

thatsurround an occupied site from the space available

forotherferm ions.Asa result,the scattering length re-

m ains �nite, being ofthe order ofthe lattice spacing.

Therefore,1� �F (�F )actsasthegasparam eterforthe

gas ofholes (particles). This picture can be rigorously

justi�ed using renorm alization group approach [20].

The weakly-interacting picture becom es inadequate

nearhalf-�lling,�F ! 1=2,and forlarge�,wheretheef-

fectsoftheinteractionsbetween ferm ionsbecom eim por-

tant,and oneexpectstheappearanceoflocalized phases.

A physicalinsighton thepropertiesofthisregim ecan be

obtained by using G utzwilleransatz(G A)[21],in which

the ground state is a product ofon-site states with 0

or 1 com posites,
Q

i
(cos�i=2j1ii + sin�i=2e

�ij0ii), and

which isin factwell-suited fordescribing thestateswith

reduced m obility and,therefore,with sm allcorrelations

between di�erentsites. Such an approach allowsto de-

term ine the boundaries ofvarious quantum phases rel-

atively wellin 3D,2D,and even 1D,but does not pro-

vide the correct description ofcorrelations and excita-

tions;thesefailuresbecom eparticularlyim portantin 1D,

where,strictly speaking,theG A approach isinappropri-

ate. For K eff > 0 the G A approach m aps H eff onto

the classicalantiferrom agnetic spin m odelwith spinsof

length 1,~Si = (sin�icos�i;sin�isin�i;cos�i)[18]. The

corresponding ground state is a spin-op (canted) anti-

ferrom agnet [18,19]with a constant density,provided

� < � crit = (1 + m 2

z)=(1 � m2z),where the "m agneti-

zation per spin" is m z = 2�F � 1. W hen � > � crit,

the G A ground stateofthe classicalspin m odelexhibits

m odulationsofm z with a periodicity oftwo lattice con-

stants.W eexpectthattheem ployed G A form alism pre-

dicts the phase boundary � crit accurately for �F close

to 1=2. Com ing back to the com posite ferm ion picture,

we predict thus that the ground state for � < � crit is

a Ferm iliquid,while for� > � crit itisa density wave.

Forthe specialcase ofhalf�lling,�F = 1=2,the ground

state isthe so-called checkerboard state,with every sec-

ond siteoccupied by onecom positeferm ion.O neshould

stress that the G A value of� crit is incorrectfor �lling

factors�F closeto0or1.In particular,theG A approach

predicts that � crit tends gradually to in�nity and the

density wave phase gradually shrinks as �F ! 0 or 1,

i.e.1� m2z ! 0.Asdiscussed above,an analysisbeyond

theG A approach showsthedisappearanceofthedensity

wavephasealready fora �nitenon-zero valueof1� m2

z.

The situation is di�erent when the e�ective interac-

tion is attractive,K eff < 0,which in the spin descrip-

tion corresponds to ferrom agnetic spin couplings. In

the G A approach the ground state for 0 > � � � 1

is ferrom agnetic and hom ogeneous. In this description,

�xing the ferm ion num ber m eans �xing the z com po-

nent of the m agnetization M z = N (2�F � 1). W hen

j�j� 1,and � F is close to zero (one),i.e. low (high)

lattice �lling,a very good approach to the ground state

Figure 1: (a) Phase space as a function of �� and � = U=V .

See text for details on the notation;(b) Fullphase diagram

forthe region 0 < �� < 1,for �f = 0:4 and J=V = 0:02. D if-

ferentphasesare present,including ferm ionic dom ains(FD ),

superuid (SF),Ferm iliquid (FL) and density-wave phase

(DW ).

is given by a BCS ansatz [22], in which the com pos-

iteferm ions(holes)ofoppositem om entum build p-wave

Cooper pairs,
Q

~k
(v~kj00i~k;� ~k + u~kj1;1i~k;� ~k), where v~k

and u~k are the coe�cients ofthe Bogoliubov transfor-

m ation.Theground statebecom esm orecom plex forar-

bitrary �F ,and for� approaching � 1 from above.The

system becom es strongly correlated,and the com posite

ferm ionsin the SF phase m ay build notonly pairs,but

also triples,quadruplesetc.The situation becom essim -

pler when � < � 1. In the spin picture the spins form

then ferrom agneticdom ainswith spinsordered alongthe

z-axis.In theferm ioniclanguagethiscorrespondsto the

form ation ofdom ains ofcom posite ferm ions ("dom ain"

insulator).Thism ean-�eld resultisin factexact.

Fig.1(b)showsthe casesI,II and II for0 < � < 1,

with the predicted quantum phases. The observation of

the predicted phases,constitutesa challenging,butdef-

initely accessible,goalfor experim ents. System s ofdif-

ferentdim ensionalities are nowadaysachievable by con-

trolling thepotentialstrength in di�erentdirections[23].

The conditions for the exclusive occupancy ofthe low-

estband,and for J � V;U ,are ful�lled forsu�ciently

strong lattice potentials,as those typically em ployed in

current experim ents [10](10-20 recoilenergies). Addi-

tionally,our T = 0 analysis is valid for T m uch lower

than the sm allest energy scale in our problem ,nam ely

thetunnelingrate.Thisregim eisde�nitely accessiblefor

su�cientlylargeinteractions.In typicalexperim ents,the

presenceofan inhom ogeneoustrappingpotentialleadsto

theappearanceofregionsofdi�erentphases [11,24],and

it is crucialfor the observation ofM Iphases [10]. The
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inhom ogeneity controlsthusthebosonicchem icalpoten-

tial, which can also be tailored by changing the num -

ber ofbosons in the lattice,regulating the strength of

the lattice potential,and/or m odifying the interatom ic

interactions by m eans ofFeshbach resonances [5]. W e

would likealso to notethatforJ � V ,phasesI,II and

II are easierto study,since the ferm ions,orcom posite

ferm ions,attain e�ective hopping energies that are not

toosm all,and can com petewith thee�ectiveinteractions

K eff.Thepredicted phasescan bedetected byusingtwo

already widely em ployed techniques. First,the rem oval

ofthe con�ning potentials,and the subsequentpresence

or absence ofinterferences in the tim e ofight im age,

would distinguish between phase-coherent and incoher-

entphases. Second,by ram ping-up abruptly the lattice

potential,itispossible to freeze the spatialdensity cor-

relations,which could be later on probed by m eans of

Bragg scattering.The lattershould allow to distinguish

between hom ogeneousand m odulated phases. An inde-

pendent Bragg analysisfor ferm ions and bosons should

revealthe form ation ofcom posite ferm ions.

In thisLetterwe have shown thatthe phase diagram

forBose-Ferm ilattice gasesin the strong coupling lim it

is enorm ously rich,and contains severalnoveltypes of

quantum phasesinvolving com positeferm ions,which for

attractive(repulsive)Bose-Ferm iinteractionsareform ed

by a ferm ion and one orseveralbosons(bosonic holes).

Thepredicted ground-statesolutionsincludedelocalized

phases (m etallic, superuid), and localized ones (den-

sity waveand dom ain insulator).The rem arkabledevel-

opm ent ofthe experim entaltechniques for cold atom ic

gases allows not only for the observability of the pre-

dicted phases,but also for an unprecedented degree of

controlnotavailablein othercondensed m attersystem s.

In the1D case,dueto theleading roleofuctuations,

m ean-�eld theories becom e inaccurate. In 1D we can,

however,use the W igner-Jordan transform ation to con-

vertthee�ectivem odelinto thequantum spin 1=2chain,

theso-called XXZ m odel[19],with a �xed m agnetization

m z = �F � 1=2,whoseground stateisknown exactlyfrom

BetheAnsatz[25,26].Thecoe�cientcharacterizing the

spin coupling on the x � y plane willthen be Jeff=2,

whereasthatin the z direction willbe K eff=4.

Finally,wewould liketo stressthatinteresting physics

isalso expected when J iscom parableto U and V .For

�niteJ thephasediagram sshould beextended to three-

dim ensions by adding the J=V axis,and willdevelop a

lobe structure in the J=V � �� plane,sim ilarto thatoc-

curring in M I phases in the Bose-Hubbard m odel[19].

Thisanalysis,aswellasthe studiesofthe excitationsin

thissystem ,willbe the subjectofa separatepaper.
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