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W e present m icroscopic wave functions of spin singlet M ott Insulating states and nem atic

M ott insulating states.

W e also investigate quantum phase transitions between the spin sin—

glet M ott phase and the nem atic M ott phase in both largeN limi and smallkN Ilmit ©
being the num ber of particles per site) In high din ensional bipartite lattices. In the mean eld
approxin ation em ployed in thisarticlke we nd thatphase transitionsare generally weakly rstorder.

PACS numbers: 03.75M n, 75.10.Jm , 7545+ 3 0530.Jp

I. NTRODUCTION

T he recent cbservation of correlated states of bosonic
atom s In optical lattices has generated m uch J'nterestl,

I]. A s known for a while, when bosons in Jattices Inter—

act w ith each other repulsively, they can be localized and
form aM ott insulating state nstead ofa oondensatel,l].
T his phenom enon hasbeen observed In the opticallattice
experim ent. By varying laser intensities of optical lat—
tices, G reiner et al. have successfully investigated M ott
states of spinless bosons by probing spin polarized cold
atom s In opticallatticesw ith a large potentjaldepthl,l].

W e are Interested in spin correlated M ott insulating
states of gpin-one bosons, especially spin-one bosonsw ith
antiferrom agnetic interactions. Som e aspects of goin cor-
related M ott Insulating states were investigated recently.
For an even num ber of particls per site, both spin sin—
gkt M ott insulators and nem atic M ott insulators were
found In certain param eter regim es, while for high di-
m ensional lattices w ith an odd num ber of particles per
site only nem atic insulating states were proposed l]. n
one-din ensional lattices, it was dem onstrated that for
an odd num ber of particles per site, M ott states should
be din erized valence-bond-crystals, which support inter—
esting fractionalized quas:i.—excjtatjonsl]. E ects of spin
correlationson M ott Insulatorsuper uid transitionshave
been studied and rem ain to be fully undersl:oodl].

In thisarticle, we analyse the m icroscopic structures of
soin singlet M ott insulating states (SSM I) and nem atic
M ott insulating states (NM I). W e study, quantitatively,
quantum phase transitions between these two phases in
high-din ensionalbipartite lattices. In them ean eld ap—
proxim ation, we dem onstrate that for an even num ber of
particles per site, the transitions are weakly rst order.
T he organisation is as follow s. In section IT, we present
the general setting for the study of spin order-disorder
quantum phase transitions. In section ITI, we present
mean eld results on the quantum phase transitions in
both an allN and large N I its. In section IV, we dis—
cuss issues which are to be understood In the future.

II. ALGEBRA AND SETTING
A . The m icroscopic H am iltonian in the dilute lim it

The m icroscopic lattice Ham iltonian we em ploy to
study spin correlated states of spin-one bosons is:
X
H n icroscopic = t ( ]Z;m
hk i
X
+ ]Z;rn km U k;1) i.mo Lm © 1)

1m + hel

+ ]Z;m Snn anS k;D ]y-,m 05, 0q0 Ln®
k;1
Here i’m is the creation operator of a spin-one particlke
at site k with son-indexm = 0; 1. hkli indicates that
the sum should be taken over nearest neighbours and S
( = x;y;z) are spin-one m atrix operators given as:
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U ;) and U°® ;1) are, respectively, spin-independent
and spin-dependent interaction param eters between two
bosons at site k and 1.
In the dilute lim it, which is de ned as a lim it where
a 1 (a is the scattering length and  the average
density), atom s scatter in s-w ave channels. Fortwo soin—
one atom s, the scattering takesplace in thetotalsoin S =
0;2 channels, w ith scattering lengths ap;, . Interactions
between atom s can be approxin ated as spin-dependent
contact interactions 1. In the lattice m odel introduced
here, calculations yield

U kiD)=Ecyx1 and U®° k;D)=Eg xi: @)

The param etersE . and E 5 are given by:

4 ~ (Qa+ ag) 4~ (@ a)
E,= — ¢ E,= —— e 3
c M N 7 s MN 7 (3)
where N is the average num ber of atom s per site, M is
the m ass of atom s and e is a constant.
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B . A Ilgebras

For the study of soin correlated states in lattices, it is
rather convenient to Introduce the ©llow iIng operators:

1
}Z;X = p_z( ]3(/; 1 }Z;l) (4a)
S S (@b)
kiy 2 ki 1 ki1
]Z;z = }Z;O (4C)

where k again labels a lattice site. In this representation:

y _ & . y
k;m Sma kin = Sx 1 k; ki )

;7 2 f£x;v;2zg. The density operator can be expressed
n ausualway:

"k okl 6)

Consequently the H am iltonian is given as:
X X

Hew= € (4, 1 +he)t
nk1i k

E.N+ESE 4 )

where we have introduced the chem ical potential ; §2
is the total spin operator §k; §k;

x; ( = x;y;2z) are bosonic operators obeying the
follow ing com m utation relations:

[k;;l;]:[lz;;]y_;]zof[k;;i.]:kl : (8)

Taking into account Egs. 5,6,8, one can verify the ol
low Ing algebras:

Boi 1= i K; (9a)
i L 1= i (%)
Bei8,1= i 8§, ©c)
% 1 1= k1 k; (9d)
i 1, 1= w1y, (%e)
BeiMl= 0 ©D

O fparticular interest is the singlet creation operator
D a0

W e nd the Pllow ing properties for this operator:

A

Bei v Y 1= Buiu 1 1=0; (la)
[x; x; 7 {;]: 2 %1 x; i (11b)
[k %7 3 1 1= x@N+6): (11c)

C. The on-site dynam ics

T he total spin operator can be expressed as:

=B+ Y o o 12)
So, eigenstates of the total soin operator have to

be eigenstates of the "sihglt ocounting operator"

y y
k; k; k; ki -

D e ning the sta E;o

such that:
% o= D kol ok a; ko ok ko= 0 (3)
we nd that wave functions of these eigenstates are:

n =C ( Y. Y. )m E;OZm (14)

where C is a nom alization constant. From Eq. [l it
follow s that:

Yool  hmo= Gm@ m)+2m) P (5)
U sing that ﬁ’m =n E,m we derive:

§ 'm=@ 2m)@ 2m+1)j.: (16

So Sy = n 2m . Now ifn is even, S is also even

and when n is odd, Sx is odd too. For an even num —
ber of particles per site N the excitations labelled by

This re ects the basic property of the m any body wave
function of sopin-one bosons, which has to be symm etric
under the interchange of two particles.

Solutions for spin correlated condensates with nite
num bers of particles were previously obtajnedl]; in the
them odynam ical lin it, these states evolve Into polar
condensates l, ., .]. A lso there, twobody scatter—
Ingswere shown to lead to either "antiferrom agnetic" or
"ferrom agnetic" spin correlations in condensates. Spin
correlated condensates have been investigated in experi-
ments [, 1.

D. The e ective H am iltonian for M ott states

In the lm i when t E., atom s are localized and
only virtualexchange processes are allowed. An e ective
Ham iltonian in this lim it can be derived in a second order
perturbative calculation of the H am iltonian in Eq. l:

X §}2( X Yy y
HMott = E ‘Lx k; 1; L k; + he.
K ki
a7)
Here Joy = 2,‘;2—0 . Tn deriving Eq. lll, we have taken into

account that E 4 E..
T o facilitate discussions, w e introduce the follow ing op—
erator:

1
3w ok (18)



w hose expectation value

Q’ = % (19)
50) ref

is the nem atic order param eter. The reference state
N
ref = (lef—fjfacijsamaxjmaJJyorderedstate.Choos—
hgn = e,, weobtain:

0 1

0
~ 3
S iee=NC€ 0 1 0RA: @0)
2
3

Q vardes in a range of [ %;1].
In term softheoperatorQA ,thee ectiveM ott H am i
tonian can be rew ritten as (Up to an energy shift):
X N A A N X
TrQx Qx0}] I«

k hk1i

H, = E. Tri 31l @1)

Finally we de ne

ZJex
Es

@2)

as a din ensionless param eter, which can be varied con—
tinuously; z is the coordination num ber of the lattice.

E. The range of the physical param eters

From Eq. W it is clear that E; and E. depend on
the densiy, number of atom s, the m ass of atom s and
scattering lenghts. However, their ratio depends only
on the scattering lengths. A ccording to current esti-
m ates , .], for sodiim atom s this ratio is given as
= 9 16. In this paper, we are interested I the
ImitEg E..

T he param eter € can be varied independently by chang—
Ing the depth ofthe opticallattice. A w ide range isexper—
In entally accessble; one can vary from the regin e where
¥ E.toaregimewheret Eg.W e lini ourslvesto
M otk states (8 E.), where allbosons are localized, but
the ratio can have arbitrary values.

IIT. PHASE TRANSITIONS BETW EEN SSM I'S
AND NM I's

A . Two particles per site

In the case oftw o particles per site , the on-site H ibert
space is six-din ensional, including a soin singlet state

v v
B =0;5,=0i= —P?ﬁi; @3)

and ve spin S = 2-states
o
) 3 .
D i=—0 ¥ Ui @4)
where Q  isa symm etric and traceless tensor with ve
Independent elem ents. A 1l states In the H ibert space are
sym m etric under the interchange ofbosons; as expected,
the states P i are orthogonalto § = 0;S, = 0i. &t is
convenient to choose the follow Ing representation ofQ

Q m)=nn = 25)

w ith the director n as a unit vector 1iving on S?. States
de ned by the director n form an over-com plete set in
the subspace spanned by ve S = 2 states.

W hen the hopping is zero, one notices that the H am ik
tonian in E gl com m utesw ith §2; the ground state w ave
function is

Y
ji= B = 0;S,= Oi: @26)
k

On the other hand, when E ¢ goes to zero, the Ham ilto—

nian com m utesw ith TrDAk; QAL. ]and the ground state
wave fiinction can be con m ed as:
r _
LY o2 o1 .
ji= 512 O)ix + ?—§ﬁ=0;sz=01k: @7

k

for any choice of the directorn.

To study spin nem atic or spin singlet M ott states at
an arbitrary ,we introduce a trialwave function which
is a linear superposition of singlet states and sym m etry
breaking states:

Y
ji = cos B =0;S;=0+sin D ©)i: 28)

k

Here isa variable to be detem ined by the variational
m ethod.

A straightforward calculation leads to the follow ing re—
suls:

E()=hHJji 29)
2 2 P . .
= 6Egshn zlgxg((Z 2c0s sin + s ¥
P_ 2
Q = ( 2c0s sin + > ) (30)
In tem s 0fQ’, the energy can be expressed as:
E = 6E 4+2Q 4" D2+ 3+ 1 8JQ”2
= -+ - - -2JexQ 75
9 9 9 377°
which for ¢ 1 can be expanded as:
. S2dy 07 B0+ B0+ 1 (D)
S 32 ex 2 S 16 S ...
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FIG .1: Energy (measured In unitsofE ) versusQ for various
for N = 2. Curves from top to bottom are for = 0:97,
0:99, 10, 1:02.

The cubic term leads to a rst order phase transition
In themean eld approxim ation, which is sin ilar to the
siuation i classicalnem atic liquid crystals B 1.

In FIG Ml the 0 dependence of the energy isplotted for
various i thevicinity ofa quantum criticalpoint (m ean
eld). For < 0:985, the energy has only onem inim um
at @0 = 0 and correspondingly the ground state is a spin
sihglet M ott state. W hen 0:985 < < 10, in addition
to the globalm Inimum at Q" = 0, there appears a local
mihmmum at ¢ > 0, which represents a soin nem atic
m etastable state. W hen > 1:0 the solution withQ > 0
becom es a globalm ininum and the solution at Q"= 0 is
m etastable; consequently the ground state is a nem atic
M ott state. For > %, the solution at O = 0 becom es
unstable ; but an additional localm inimum appears at
Q< 0 which we Interpret as a new m etastable state (not

shown n FIG ..

T he evolution of ground states as  is varied, is sum —
m arized in FIG .M. A s is clearly visble, the phase tran—
sition isa weakly rst orderone. The Jump in Q at the
phasetransition ( = 10) is equalto% .

Tt is worth em phasising that a positive Q' corresoonds
to a rod-lke nem atic state; or Q" = 1 the state ism icro—
scopically given by:

o Y)Y,

—pi— Pi: (32)

A solution with negative Q' indicates a disk-lke ne-
m atic state; the m icroscopic wave function is

1 oY)’

- Yy — i: 33

> > Y (33)
atQ = % Forn = e, ’chewaveﬁmctjonsau:epl—E y i
and% y I+ ;’ ;’ Pi respectively.

W e have also tried a veparam eter variational ap—
proach, taking Into account the fullon-site H ibert space.
In a slightly di erent representation we write the trial

i
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FIG . 2: The nem atic order param eter as a function of for
N = 2. The phase transition takes place at = 1. Data
along the black line represent ground states; the red line is
form etastable states. Spheresw ith doubl-headed arrow s are
introduced to represent ordering in director n de ned in Eq.
25 In di erent M ott states. In spin singlet states, the director
n is uncorrelated; in rod-lke nem atic states, the directorn is
ordered and in disk-lke states, the axis of the easy plane of
the director n is ordered.

wave function as:

Y
ji= (Cex KXk + nyjyyik"' Cpz P21k
K
+ Gy Ky + G Kz + G Y2Zk) (34)
Here j§ i = 91—5 . 4, Pi Mo summation) and
j & =, |, DPi. This resulks in the Dlow ing ex-

pression for the energy:

E = E, 4, + c§y+ &,
+ 6(<f<y + &+ cf,z)
zdx 6(Chy + Gy + )+ 4G, + G+ )
T ACG Gy * G Gy y)
+12(G Gy + G ¥ Gy oy + Gy
+ &, t & Gy)
+ 8;¢§y<§z + Gy G+ o)
t8 2(Gxt Gyt Cz)CryGezCyz
+4E, &, + &, + £,E)

+ 8(Cxxcyyc>2<y + Cxxczch(z + cyyczzciz) : (35)

GxCy  @xCz GyCez)

T he conclusions are alm ost the sam e and sum m arized
below :

i) For < 0:985. theonly mininum isat gx = ¢y =
Cpy = 91—5,0 =0fr 6

i) At = 0:985 additional Iocalm Inin a appear.

i) At = 1la rstorderphase transition takes place.



i) For £ > > 1, the gbbalm ninum isatQ > 0, but
the 0 = O-solution rem ains to be a localm Inin um .

v) At =%thesoll,ltjonatcxx=cyy=czz=191—§
becom es unstable.

vi) However, the disk-lke 0" < O-solution appears In this

case as a saddlke point.

B. An even number of particles per site

Fora large num ber ofparticles per site, it is convenient
to introduce the follow Ing coherent state representation:

1 NX N (n )m y
2N 2m 1)

where the director n is again a unit vector on S? given

by (cos sh ;sih sih ;cos ). In this representation
@
N = — 37
l@ k 37)
A @
S = — 38
an (38)
4 1 e e 1 e?
§? = —— sh — + ——— 39
shoe 0@ a? ez Y
o N . (40)
= nn -
3

The Ham iltonian in Eq. 7 can be mapped to a Con-
strained Quantum Rotor M odel (CQR), describing the
dynam ics of two unit vectors (n;e'l ) on a two-sphere
and a unit circle:

t= N & The CQR-modelhas been introduced to study
spin-one bosons in a few previous works and we refer to
those papers or detailed discussions I,I,.] . ForM ott
states the e ective H am iltonian can be found as:

i 42)

In general, we choose the on-site trialw ave fiinction to
be:

h i

Mx)=C exp — 0’ 43)

C isanom alization constant. W hen ! 0 thisyilds
an isotropic state Yoo (W), which indicates a spin singlet
state. W hen ' +1 ,ng is localized on the two-sphere
In the vicinity ofng, representing a rod-like nem atic state
and when ! 1 , rx lies in a plane perpendicular
to ng, corresponding to a disk-like spin nem atic state.
M oreover this wave function has the follow ng property :

( ) = (nx) as is required for an even number of
particles per site .].

Choosing ny = e, this gives:

2

(xix)=C exp — o

> 44)

X X
Hecor = t nx moos(x 1+t ESSﬁ+EC"]2< %
hk1i k T he expectation valie ofthe H am iltonian in this state
41) is:
J
P — ! 5 PP —, P —, P P .—.!
3 1 3e J 12e de J i3+ 2 )Er J i+ @B+ 4( + “))Er J3J
E =Es - = +—p—F=  z&« 2P —
4 2 2 7Er 373 8 2Er? 3 3

In which Er K] is the com plex error function de ned by E rffix Fi. In a series expansion for

2ex | 2 8 ) 4 32

— — zJex + —
3 15 ° 675 ¢ 315 °

The energy as a function of at di erent is plot-
ted n FIG .M, which is qualitatively the same as FIG .
B ©r two particles per site. W hen < 9:96, the en-
ergy as a function of hasonly one (global) m inimum ,
which corresponds to a soin singlet ground state. W hen

————2Jex
14175

1, the resul is:

3 8 32
Eg+ Z
4725 165375

Jex 4 0(19) 45)

> 996, In addition to the globalm inin um , there ap—
pearsa lbcalm nimum at > 0.At = .= 100965,
these two m inin a becom e degenerate, signifying a phase
transition. At > ., the solution at = 0 becom es a
Jocalm Inimum indicating am etastable spin singlt state,
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FIG .3: Energy (h unitsofE;) asa function of for various
N = 2k 1). From top to bottom are curves for = 9:9,
9:96, 10, 10:0965, 10:3.

w hereas the globalm inimum at > 0 correspondsto a
nem atic ground state. As  further increases, the solu—
tion at = 0 becom es unstable and a localm ininum
occurs at < 0, whike the globalm nimum rem ains at

> 0. Follow ing discussions on Egs. 32,33 we inter-
pret the < 0 solution as a m etastable disk-like spin
nem atics.

Forthe trialwave function in Eq. 45 the nem atic order
param eter can be calculated as:

hg ji
g - 22 3
h D g1
1 3 3e
2 4 2 3FEr 373

W hen Q is am all, we obtain an expression of the energy
In term sofQ':

2ex, Ly 2,5 o® Pr.o% 1275, o*
g 3 27°% 37 147° 98 °
@)
The Jum p in Q" at the phase transition isequalto 323377.
T he evolution of ground state wave functions and re—
sults on quantum phase transitions are summ arized In
gurell, where the nem atic order param eter isplotted as
a function of

C. An odd num ber of particles per site

At last, we also present resuls for an odd num ber of
atom s per site. The main di erence between this case
and the case for an even number of particles per site
is that at zero hopping lm it in the form er case there
is always an unpaired atom at each site. Consequently
In the mean eld approxin ation, we only nd nem atic
M ott Insulating phases. W e expect this approxin ation
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FIG . 4: Nem atic order param eter as a function of forN =
2k ( 1). Along the black lines are ground states; along the
red lines are m etastable states. (See also the caption of FI1G .
2.)

to be valid in high dim ensional Jattices but to ail n low
din ensions, especially In one-din ensional lattices where
long wave length uctuations are substantial. Here we
restrict ourselves to high din ensional Jattices only.

ForlargeN a trialwave function which interpolatesbe—
tween spin singlet states (dim erized) and nem atic states
can be Introduced as:
Y

CO;

hk lip

exp[ ((x

oda (fnyxg) = )Omx ®H0h1 o+ Ox D)

07+ 01 @)k 48)
hkli, denotes that the summ ation should be taken over
parallely ordered pairs of nearest neighboursk and 1cov—
ering the lattice. C (O; ) is a nom alization constant.
The solution with O = 0; = 0 corresponds to a din er—
ized valence bond crystalstate; and solutionswith O € 0,

or % 0 represent nem atic states.

Tt is straightforward, but tedious to com pute the en—
ergy of these states. M Inim izing it for various values of

ford= 3 gives the results shown in FIG A andll. Up
to = 1 no phase transitions are found in themean eld
approxin ation; and ground states break both rotational
and translational sym m etries .].

At very small , the on-site Hibert space is trun-—
cated into the one for a spin-one panjc]el]. The re—
duced Ham iltonian in the truncated space is a B ilinear-
B iquadratic m odel for spin-1 lattices

X
Hb;bz J
<kI>

os S St sin (e 9°)SE = 2; 49)

In generalvariesbetween 3 =4 and =2.W e there—
for expect ground states at small lim it should still ex—
hibit nem atic order (ie. O 6 0).

Tt is worth em phasizing that conclisions about sm all

lim it arrived here are only valid In high din ensional



FIG .5: ThevalueofO asa function of ©N = 2k+ 1 1).

FIG.6: Thevalueof asa functionof ®©® = 2k+ 1 1).

bipartite lattices. In low din ensional lattices, states of
correlated atom s in this Iim it was discussed recently and
ground states could be rotationally nvariant din erized—
valencebond crystalsll].

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

W e have studied them icroscopicw ave functions of spin
nem atic and soin singlet M ott states. B oth disk-lke and
rod-like spin nem atic states were Investigated. W e also
have analysed quantum phase transitions between the
spin singlet M ott Insulating state and the nem atic M ott
nsulating state. W e show that in them ean eld approxi-
m ation, the phase transitions are weakly rst orderones.
T hus, we expect that uctuations play a very in portant
role In these transitions and the fll theory on quantum
phase transitions rem ains to be discovered.

O n the other hand, we have estin ated uctuations in
di erent regin es of the param eter space. W e found that

uctuationsare indeed am allaw ay from the criticalpoint,
at either an allhopping or large hopping lin it foran even
num ber ofparticles per site. Forthe an allhopping lin i,

uctuations are proportionalto ,while for large hopping
lin it they can be estin ated as being proportionalto X .

For an odd num ber of particles per site, uctuations
are smallonly at large hopping lim it and are signi cant
at sn all hopping lim it. The later fact mmplies a large
degeneracy of M ott states at zero hopping lim it which
was em phasised in the discussions on low dim ensional
M ott states. T he physics In this lim it rem ains to be fully
understood.

In the context of antiferrom agnets, soin nem atic states
have also been proposed .,ir,‘.]. C ollective excita—
tions In atom ic nem atic states should be sin ilar to those
studied in previous works and we refer to 0, I, B or
details.
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APPENDIX A:AN ALTERNATIVE
DESCRIPTION

A Fematively, one can also carry out the calculations
In section ITT, using the ollow Ing operator:

o 0870 @1

D e ning the m ore conventional order param eter .]

o

Q2= L2 o,

N
H) o, odper

A2)



we obtain the follow ing results for the trialwavefiinction
in Eqg. 28:

r _
3 .,
Q2 = 5 S1
r _
2
E = 6Eg ggz
0 S — — r 12
@ 2 2 A
—2Jex €2 2 5(1 gQ'z)QVz"' =Q>
r !
- 16 2
= 2 6Eg ? EZJex Q>
16732 32 28 5 52
_E?Z erz + ?ZJerlz-" 0] (QZ )

w hich Jead to the sam e conclusions as in section ITI.H ow —
ever, In tem s ofthe order param eterde ned in Eq. A2,
the rod-like and disk-like structures shown in FIG 2 and
FIG 4 are less obvious.

In the case of a large num ber of particle per site, the
order param eter Introduced here has the sam e expecta-
tion value as the operator in Eq. 40.
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