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Interaction broadening of W annier functions and M ott transitions in atom ic BEC
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Super uid to M ott-insulator transitions in atom ic BEC iIn optical lattices are investigated for the
case of num ber of atom s per site larger than one. To account form ean eld repulsion between the
atom s in each well, we construct an orthogonal set of W annier functions. T he resulting hopping am —
plitude and on-site interaction m ay be substantially di erent from those calculated w ith single-atom
W annier finctions. A s illustrations of the approach we consider lattices of various din ensionality
and di erent m ean occupations. W e nd that In three-din ensional optical Jattices the correction
to the critical lattice depth is signi cant to be m easured experim entally even for sm all num ber of
atom s. F inally, we discuss validity of the single band m odel.

PACS numbers: 03.75Hh, 6740w, 32.80P 3 3925+ k

I. NTRODUCTION

Num erous m any-body phenom ena have been recently
dem onstrated w ith B oseE instein condensates BEC) in
optical lattices [, 12, I3]. Number squeezing has been
observed with ®’Rb atom s in a one-din ensional lattice
of pancakeshaped wells [l], and super uid to M ott—
nsulator transitions have been wimessed wih such
atom s in three-din ensional and one-din ensional optical
lattices 4] . Such transitions were predicted by theoret—
ical studies based on the BoseHubbard m odel 4] and
by m icroscopic calculations of the m odel param eters for
BEC in optical lattices H,16].

Very im portant question is whether it is possbl to
observe super uid to M ott-insulator transitions for the
m ean occupation number n larger or even much larger
than one? Phenom enological single band B ose-H ubbard
m odel Indeed predicts such transitions. P revious calcu-—
lations of the m odel param eters J, hopping am plitude,
and U , on-site Interaction, w ere based on the low est band
W annier functions for a single atom in an optical Jattice.
Repulsive Interaction between the atom s forn > 1 may
cause the wave function In each wellto expand in alldi-
rections, not only a ecting the on-site Interaction U ]
but also strongly enhancing tunneling J betw een neigh—
boring wells. This is especially signi cant in lower di-
m ensional lattices w ith transverse potential bigger than
the lattice wells w here Jarge occupations can be achieved
w ithout substantial threebody collisional loss. In order
to provide theoreticalguidance for experin ental observa—
tion ofM ott transitions in such system s, it is very In por—
tant to obtain accurate critical param eters of the lattice
potential for lattice occupations beyond unity.

Here we show how to construct an orthogonal basis
ofW annier functionsw ith m ean— eld atom ic interactions
taken Into acocount. W e use i to obtain renom alized val-
ues of param eters J and U, from which critical depth of
the potentialV, is calculated forvarious lattices ofdi er—
ent din ensionality and m ean occupation. For the cubic
optical Jattice wih n = 2 or larmger, our resul is no—

ticeably larger than that calculated w ithout taking into
acoount interaction. This increase is m ore pronounced
for the anisotropic cases w ith stronger lattice potentials
In one ortw o directions. For the case of one-din ensional
lattice ofpancakeshaped wells [l ] ortw o-din ensionallat-
tice of tubes [H], our results are severaltin es larger than
critical values calculated from oneatom W annier finc—
tions. This is in agreem ent w ith the experin ental nd-
Ings that much higher lattice potentials are needed to
reach the transition point In such cases.

K ohn developed variationalapproach to calculate elec—
tronic W annier finctions in crystals H]. W em odify this
procedure by m inin izing on-site energy self-consistently
taking into account interaction between atom s.

In the last section we address validity of the single—
band B oseH ubbard m odel constructed w ith variational
W annier functions. The conditions for the m odel to be
valid need to be modi ed from those for a single parti-
cle case since the interaction between the particles alters
the band structure substantially [@]. For the m odel to
be valid two conditions have to be fiil lled: (i) when the
num ber of particles n a well changes by one the varia—
tional W annier fiunction should not change signi cantly
and (i) collective excitations of the atom s w ithin each
wellshould be less energetically favorable than atom hop-
ping between the wells.

II. BOSE-HUBBARD MODELAND WANNIER
FUNCTIONS

Forbosonic atom s located in the lattice potentialV (r)
and descrbed by boson eld operators (r), the Ham it
tonian eld operator is
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where ag is the atom s’ scattering length and m is the
mass. To illustrate our m ethods we use as an exam ple
isotropic cubic lattice. W e assum e that,the boson  eld
operator m ay be expanded as (r) = ;bW (r B),
where b is the annihilation operator for an atom in the
W annier state of site r; . Substituting this expansion into
the Ham iltonian we obtain a problem of lattice bosons.
W e consider the case when the num ber of atom s per cite
n; uctuates around average number n. This resuls in
the standard B oseH ubbard H am iltonian
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w here the e ective on-site repulsion U , the hopping am —
plitude J and the on-site singleatom energy I arede ned
by
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where g= 4 ag~?=m and a is the Jattice vector. O n-site
energy £ isde ned as

f=nI+Upnmn 1)=2; (6)

w ith the bare on-site Interaction Uj
Z
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W e assum ed that the W annier function does not change
much foran all uctuations ofthe numberofatoms. O -
site Interactions are also neglected.

In case of m ore than one atom per site the presence
of other atom s does m odify the W annier function of
an atom . Below we descrbe our strategy for its self-
consistent calculation. W e start wih a tralwave func—
tion localized in each well, g(r ). A W annier func-
tion corresponding to the lowest B loch band m ay be con—
structed according to K ohn’s transform ation:
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w here the integralis over the rst B rillouin zone and
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For an odd W annier finction, the cosine fiinction should

be replaced by the sine function. O ne can show that such
W annier functions are nom alized and are orthogonalto

each other for di erent wells. W e vary the trial function
to m inin ize the on-site energy £ [L0].

W e note that anotherm ethod to calculate the W annier
functions including interaction e ects selfconsistently
m ay be used for sm all interactions. Starting with non-
linear tim e-independent G rossP itaevskii equation
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onem ay calculate periodic B loch states uy (r) de ned as
ik P—
k() =e" fu (r)= N: 11)
by expanding them in Fourier series
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and solving nonlinear system of equations. Then, a set
of W annier wave functions for the band in question is
de ned by

= 1, 72 nax@e™d: 13)
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This procedure fails for lJarge interactions because the
bands develop loops and becom e not singlevalued [9].

ITII. SUPERFLUID TO MOTT-INSULATOR
TRANSITION S

W e consider three optical lattice system s which are
relevant to experin ents: (i) isotropic three-din ensional
optical lattice, (i) anisotropic three-din ensional lattices,
and (iii) the situation w hen the lattice potentialispresent
only In one or two directions and con nem ent in other
directions is provided by relatively weak ham onic trap.
Follow ing standard practice, wew illuse the lattice period

=k, atom icm assm , and recoilenergy E, = ~?k?=2m as
the basic units.

T hree pairs of counterpropagating laser beam s w ith
wavelength 2 =k propagating along three perpendicular
directions create potential

V () = V, sin® kx) + V, sin® ky) + V, sih® kz): (14)

Isotropic cubic attice is created by the beam ofequal
Intensity. In thiscase Vi, = Vy, = V, = Vj.

Anisotropic cubic Jattices can be created by choosing
Intensity ofone ortwobeam tobem uch large than other.
In thiscase Vy, = V, = Vs Vy = Vp orv, = V,

Vy = Vyx = Vy. Below we study the case when ~!,

, where is the chem ical potential of the atom s, thus

the weak optical Jattice is e ectively one-din ensional or



two-dim ensional and transverse m otion is frozen to the
ground state of the transverse con nem ent.

Transverse m otion can also be decoupled In the ex—
perim entally relevant case when the lattice potential is
present only in one or two directions and atom s are con—

ned in other directions by relatively weak ham onic
trap: Vp (r; ) = %m 1212,

A coording to existing experim ents, In our calculations
through this work, we choose the 8’Rb atoms in F =
2;m = 2 state wih scattering length ag = 58 nm and
the laser wavelength of 852 nm for the three-and two—
din ensional lattices and 840 nm for the one-din ensional
lattice. A llnum ericalresults are obtained using 21 lattice
wells in each direction w ith periodic boundary condition.
C onvergence hasbeen checked using 41 wells for som e of
the key resuls.

In each case we calculate param eters of the Bose—
Hubbard m odel based on the variational approach de—
scribbed In the previous section. T he critical condition for
super uid to M ott-nsulator transition has been found
approxin ately as

pi
U=zd=2n+1+2 nmh+ 1); 15)

w here z is the num ber of the nearest neighbor sites [11].
By substiuting the param eters into the critical condi-
tion, we can m ap out the critical potential strength as a
function ofm ean occupation.

In the Hlowing, we rmport our ndings for
isotropic and anisotropic three-din ensional lattices, one—
din ensionallattice ofpancake w ells, and tw o-din ensional
lattice of tubes.

A . Isotropic cubic lattice

In the case of isotropic cubic lattice we choose
variational trial function to be In the fom gk) =
g&®)gE)g @), withgu)= 0+ u?)e® = ,where and

are variationalparam eters. Then the W annier function
must also be ofthe product form W (r) = w X)w )w (z),
w ith the one-din ensionalfunctionsw (u) and g (1) related
by the one-dim ensionalversion ofK ohn’s transform ation.
A1l the three-dim ensional integrals in Eq. )-[[3) can
then be reduced to one-din ensionalones, greatly sin pli-
fying the calculations.

O ur calculations proceed as ollow ing. For a given Vj
and n,we startw ith certain initialparam eters and to
obtain a trialW annier fiinction through K ohn’s transfor—
m ation and calculate the on-site energy £ . T he procedure
is repeated by varying the param eters until the on-site
energy f ism inim ized. The resulting variational W an—
nier function w ill depend on both n and V. Ifonly the
on-site sihgleatom energy I is m inin ized, one obtains
the sihgleatom W annier function W ¢ (r) which only de—
pendson Vy. W e nd that Interaction broadensW annier
functions, as a result Uyps is always larger than Uy, but
we also notice that e ective Interaction U can be larger
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FIG. 1: Dependence of various iInteraction param eters on
number of atoms for V. = 35E.. U and Uy are de ned by
@) and [@) respectively. The derivative in [@) is calculated
by Chebyshev tting to function f. Interaction param eter
Uos calulated wgth single particle W annier function is de-
ned asUgps = g dr¥W o (r)j’, where W ¢ (r) is a single-atom
W annier function.
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FIG . 2: Hopping elem ents calculated w ith
gingle particle W annier function, Jos =
driW 4 (v) ~r?=0m + V() Wo (r+ a), and wih the

variational proceedure described in the text, J. D epth of the
lattice isV = 35E ..

than Ug (seeFig.[). So phase transition ism ore com plex
than we expected.

O nce the W annier fiinction is determm ined, we can cal-
culate the B oseH ubbard param etersU and J. In Fig.[3,
we depict the ratio U=zJ (z = 6) as a function of the
mean occupation n for several values of the potential
strength Vy. The decreasing trend can be understood
as follow ing. T he total Interaction energy increases w ith
n,m aking theW annier finction broader, hence the inter-
action param eter U becom es sn aller, J proportional to
overlp betw een neighboring W annier fiinctions becom es
larger, and as a result the ratio decreases. T he intersec—
tion w ith the Iine of critical condition (in Fig.[d the Ine
w ith positive slope cbtained from Eq. [[3)) then yields
the m ean occupation for which these potentials are crit—
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FIG .3: The ratio U=zJ versusm ean occupation n calculated
from the variationalW annier finctions for isotropic cubic lat—
tice. For each given param eter Vo, Intersection w ith the solid
line yields the m ean occupation num ber for which the given
Vo is critical { condition in Eq.[I3).

ical. Forn=1,2,3 and 4, we nd the critical potentials
to be Vo = 11:95;14:332;1625 and 18:15 respectively. A
sin ilar calculation can be done by using the a single-
atom W annier function. The critical potentials becom e
11:85;13:47;1461 and 1543 forthe rst fourm ean occu—
pations. Forn = 1, the two resuls agree w ith each other
w ithin num ericaluncertainty [14], and are also consistent
w ith experin entally determm ined range for the criticalpo—
tential [? ]. Forn > 1, themean eld repulsion m akes
the critical potential noticeably higher. Starting from
= 3 the correction to the critical depth of the lattice
has to be clearly observable experin entally and e ects of
Interaction has to be taken into consideration.

B . A nisotropic cubic lattices

O ur procedure can also be applied to the case of an
anisotropic lattice. W e m odel the system as a lower di-
m ensionalproblem w ith the reduced interaction param e-
ter gy obtained by m ultiplying g by the ntegralof] , ¥,
where - isthe sihgleatom ground state wave function
In a well of the transverse potential [H]. In the har-
m onic approxin ation, the wave fiinction can be found
exactly, and the reduced interaction param eter is given

by g1 = -V, rthe quastone-din ensionallattice and

@ = gp ;E V, fr the quasttwo-din ensional lattice. In
the calculations discussed below , we take V, = 80E ..
To nd the W annier functions for the lower di-
m ensional lattices, we use these reduced interaction
param eters in our procedure, replacing all the three-
dim ensional integrals in Egs. [@) and [ by lwer
din ensional ones. The critical lattice potential V.
calculated using such variational W annier finctions is
depicted in Fig.[d for the one- and two-din ensional

FIG .4: The critical lattice potential V. calculated from the
variationaland single-atom W annier finctions for anisotropic
cubic Jattices. T he lines are guides to eyes. T he dashed lines
are for the quasi-one-din ensional and the solid lines are for
quasitw o-din ensional cases. T he triangles correspond to the
variational and the circles to the single-particle calculations.

models. For comparison, we also inclide results cal-
culated using the oneatom W annier function. The
Increase of critical potential due to m ean— eld repulsion
on the W annier fiinctions is som ewhat bigger in the
lower din ensional cases.

C . Lattices in one or tw o directions

BECs In onedin ensional lattice of pancake-shaped
wells and two-din ensional lattice of tube-shaped wells
have been studied In experinents [I? ]. Because of the
large transverse dim ensions of such wells, m any atom s
can be held in a well w ithout su ering too much three-
atom oollisional loss, opening the possbility of studying
super uild/M ott-nsulator transition for relatively large
n [,13]. In a theoretical investigation, O osten et al [i]
considered the interaction e ect by using a transverse
wave fiinction In the T hom asFem iapproxin ation w th—
out m odifying the singleatom W annier fiinction in the
lattice direction (s). Here we extend their work by con-
sidering the interaction e ect on the W annier functions
aswell

For the pancake lke BEC array, the transverse wave
functions are approxin ated by the Thom asFem iwave
function rr (r; ) ofthe BEC w ihin the pancake plane,
which is de ned by

Jrr )F= Qo) P ®@)); 16)

for > Vp @) = sm!Zr and vanishes otherw ise.

According to the experim ental data, we take !, =
19 2 st.
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FIG.5: The critical lattice potential V. In dependence on
m ean occupation n calculated from the variational (trdangle)
and sihgleatom (circke) W annier functions for: (@) the one-
dinensional lattice with !, = 2 19s' (dashed line) and
1, =2 120s ! (so0ld line), and (b) tw o-din ensional Jattice
wih !, = 2 24sl.The]jnesaregujdestoeyes.

W ebegin by w riting the W annier function in the form,
W (r) = w(y) (), where is the wave function for
the transverse direction (s), and w is the W annier finc—
tion In the lattice direction (s), both to be detem ined
variationally by m inin izing the on-site energy. T he part
of the on-site energy involving is just the n-particke
G rossP itaevskii energy in the transverse potential and
w ith the interaction param eter g modi ed into gy by
multiplying the ntegral of v () F. T the Thomas-
Fem iapp@x:’m ation, this transverse energy’ is given by
f, = 2L nm!2g= frtheonedinensionalcaseand

f, = 22 (9m ! 2n®g3)'™ Pr the two-din ensional case.
T he totalon-site energy is the sum ofthis transverse en—
ergy’ and n tim es of the singleatom energy ofthe lattice
W annier finction:

Z
= f? +n erW (rL)

2
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Lattice W annier function, obtained by the procedure of
K ohn’s transfom ation and m inim ization of the on-site

FIG . 6: Energy associated with hopping (rocess 1) has to
be sn aller than energy to excite the m any-body state in well
(orocess 2). M any-body excitation is schem atically depicted
as a single atom excitation.

energy, will be a ected by the Interaction because the
Yransverse energy’ depends on i through the reduced
Interaction param etergy . A flerw (rp, ) isdetem ned vari-
ationally, the B ose-H ubbard param eters J and U can be
calculated mm ediately. In Fig. 7, we show the critical
potential V. for the case of one-din ensional lattice w ith
transverse trap frequency !> =2 = 19s?! and 120 s’ .

For com parison, we also show the corresponding re—
suls obtained using the sihgleatom W annier function of
the lattice and the Thom asFem itransverse wave fiinc-
tion. It is clear that V. is raised dram atically due to the
broadening of the W annier function. In the experim ent
of Ref. [1], the m agnetic trap potentialis 19 s . The
transverse trap frequency is enhanced to 120 s ! if the
optical con ning potentialw ith Vo = 50E . is tumed on,
and the m ean occupation number is n 50. Evidence
from Bragg interference pattem show s that the critical
valuie of the lattice potential should be som ew hat larger
than 44E .. T his observation is contradictory to the pre—
diction based on the single-atom W annier function, but is
consistent w ith our resul based on the variationalW an—
nier function.

In the case of two-dim ensional lattice, our resuls
for the critical lattice potential are shown iIn Fig.
Th) r!,=2 = 24s! whichisussd h [ ]. We
predict V. 33E, forn 100, while the single-atom
W annier function yields V. 27E, . The largest lattice
potential used In the experim ent was 12 E ., so further
experim ent isneeded to verify the theoreticalpredictions.

IVv. VALIDITY OF THE SINGLE-BAND MODEL

In this section, we discuss the conditions for the single
band Bose Hubbard m odel to be valid. First, we m ake
general rem arks and then give quantitative exam ples rel-
evant for the case of the isotropic cubic lattice.

A ssum ption thalg the boson eld operatorm ay be ex—
panded as (r) = ;bW (@ z) requiresthat the W an-—
nier fuinctions do not change substantially when the num —
berofatom sin a wellchangesby one. A good criteria for
this condition to be fi1l Iled isthat interaction energy cal-
culated w ith the W annier function does not changem uch



FIG . 7: Reltive change In the interaction energy as num ber
of atom s changes by one detem ined by the change of the
W annier wave function.

w hen num ber of particles changes by one

jJn Un+1j

1: 18)
Un + Un+ 1

N ote that the value 0ofU can stillbe quite di erent from
the one calculated w ith a sihglk particle W annier fiinc-
tion.

W hen the condition is ful lled, the second condition is
that the excitationsw ithin the ansatz have to be the least
energetical. T hat is the hopping of the atom s from well
has to be m ore energetically favorable than excitation of
atom s In each well to the m any-body excited state (see
Fi.[d). If we consider tw o neighboring wells the energy
of the ground state is

Eg= 2nTI + Uol’l(l’l 1): (19)
T he energy associated w ith hopping is
2 D+nn+ 1
E1=21’1I+U0(n )@ 2) o ) Eo = Up(R0)

It has to be much sm aller than the energy of the st
excited m any-body state that we denote

Uog : (21)

W e plot the criteria from Eq. [[8) for isotropic lattices
on Fig.[l. Tt ismuch smaller than unity. To estin ate
the e ect of m any-body excitation w ithin a single well,
we neglct hopping am plitude J, since close to M ott—
nsulator transition it ismuch am aller than atom ’s inter—
action. A Iso Porthe experim entally relevant region ofthe
potential depths the potential can be well approxin ated
by a ham onic potential. In the ham onic potential the
lowest m any-body excited m ode is associated w ith the
center of mass motion { Kohn mode [L3]. As a result

~! . Since we neglect the tunneling we m ay start

0.06 |
< 0.04 1
)
0.02 1
0 ‘
0 2 4 6 8 10
n
FIG . 8: Ratio of the hopping energy to energy required to

excie atom s In each well to the lowest m any-body excited
state.

directly w ith variational form for the W annier fiinction
nawell WetakeW K;y;z)=W )W ()W (z), where
W @=C @+ ule " .Sinilartoprevioussection for
a xedVp and n wem inin ize on-site energy £. From the
results shown in Fig.[ i is clear that the singledband
m odel is applicable in this case: the energy associated
with atom ’s hopping is much sm aller than the energy
required to excite the atom s inside of the wells.
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