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Super
uid to M ott-insulatortransitionsin atom ic BEC in opticallatticesareinvestigated forthe

case ofnum berofatom spersite largerthan one.To accountform ean �eld repulsion between the

atom sin each well,weconstructan orthogonalsetofW annierfunctions.Theresulting hopping am -

plitudeand on-siteinteraction m ay besubstantially di�erentfrom thosecalculated with single-atom

W annier functions. As illustrations ofthe approach we consider lattices ofvarious dim ensionality

and di�erent m ean occupations. W e �nd that in three-dim ensionalopticallattices the correction

to the criticallattice depth is signi�cant to be m easured experim entally even for sm allnum berof

atom s.Finally,we discussvalidity ofthe single band m odel.

PACS num bers:03.75.H h,67.40.-w,32.80.Pj,39.25.+ k

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Num erousm any-body phenom ena have been recently

dem onstrated with Bose-Einstein condensates(BEC)in

opticallattices [1, 2, 3]. Num ber squeezing has been

observed with 87Rb atom s in a one-dim ensionallattice

of pancake-shaped wells [1], and super
uid to M ott-

insulator transitions have been witnessed with such

atom sin three-dim ensionaland one-dim ensionaloptical

lattices[2].Such transitionswere predicted by theoret-

icalstudies based on the Bose-Hubbard m odel[4]and

by m icroscopic calculationsofthe m odelparam etersfor

BEC in opticallattices[5,6].

Very im portant question is whether it is possible to

observe super
uid to M ott-insulator transitions for the

m ean occupation num ber n larger or even m uch larger

than one? Phenom enologicalsingle band Bose-Hubbard

m odelindeed predicts such transitions. Previouscalcu-

lations ofthe m odelparam eters J,hopping am plitude,

and U ,on-siteinteraction,werebased on thelowestband

W annierfunctionsfora singleatom in an opticallattice.

Repulsive interaction between the atom sforn > 1 m ay

causethe wavefunction in each wellto expand in alldi-

rections,notonly a�ecting the on-siteinteraction U [7]

butalso strongly enhancing tunneling J between neigh-

boring wells. This is especially signi�cant in lower di-

m ensionallatticeswith transverse potentialbiggerthan

thelatticewellswherelargeoccupationscan beachieved

withoutsubstantialthree-body collisionalloss. In order

toprovidetheoreticalguidanceforexperim entalobserva-

tion ofM otttransitionsin such system s,itisvery im por-

tantto obtain accuratecriticalparam etersofthe lattice

potentialforlatticeoccupationsbeyond unity.

Here we show how to construct an orthogonalbasis

ofW annierfunctionswith m ean-�eld atom icinteractions

taken intoaccount.W euseittoobtain renorm alized val-

uesofparam etersJ and U ,from which criticaldepth of

thepotentialVc iscalculated forvariouslatticesofdi�er-

entdim ensionality and m ean occupation. Forthe cubic

opticallattice with n = 2 or larger,our result is no-

ticeably largerthan thatcalculated withouttaking into

account interaction. This increase is m ore pronounced

forthe anisotropic caseswith strongerlattice potentials

in oneortwo directions.Forthecaseofone-dim ensional

latticeofpancake-shapedwells[1]ortwo-dim ensionallat-

ticeoftubes[3],ourresultsareseveraltim eslargerthan

criticalvalues calculated from one-atom W annier func-

tions. This is in agreem entwith the experim ental�nd-

ings that m uch higher lattice potentials are needed to

reach the transition pointin such cases.

K ohn developed variationalapproach tocalculateelec-

tronicW annierfunctionsin crystals [8].W em odify this

procedure by m inim izing on-site energy self-consistently

taking into accountinteraction between atom s.

In the last section we address validity ofthe single-

band Bose-Hubbard m odelconstructed with variational

W annier functions. The conditions for the m odelto be

valid need to be m odi�ed from those for a single parti-

clecasesincetheinteraction between theparticlesalters

the band structure substantially [9]. For the m odelto

bevalid two conditionshaveto beful�lled:(i)when the

num ber ofparticles in a wellchanges by one the varia-

tionalW annier function should not change signi�cantly

and (ii) collective excitations ofthe atom s within each

wellshould belessenergeticallyfavorablethan atom hop-

ping between the wells.

II. B O SE-H U B B A R D M O D EL A N D W A N N IER

FU N C T IO N S

Forbosonicatom slocated in thelatticepotentialV (r)

and described by boson �eld operators (r),the Ham il-

tonian �eld operatoris

H =

Z

dr 
y(r)

�

�
~
2

2m
r
2 + V (r)

�

 (r)

+
1

2

4�as~
2

m

Z

dr 
y(r) y(r) (r) (r); (1)
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where as is the atom s’scattering length and m is the

m ass. 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) =
P

i
biW (r � ri),

where bi isthe annihilation operatorforan atom in the

W annierstateofsiteri.Substituting thisexpansion into

the Ham iltonian we obtain a problem oflattice bosons.

W econsiderthecasewhen thenum berofatom spercite

ni 
uctuates around average num ber n. This resultsin

the standard Bose-Hubbard Ham iltonian

H = � J
X

hiji

b
y

ibj +
U

2

X

i

ni(ni� 1)+
X

i

niI; (2)

wherethe e�ectiveon-siterepulsion U ,the hopping am -

plitudeJ and theon-sitesingle-atom energyIarede�ned

by

U =
@2f

@n2
(3)

J =

Z

drW
�(r)

�

�
~
2

2m
r
2 + V (r)

�

W (r+ a); (4)

I =

Z

drW
�(r)

�

�
~
2

2m
r
2 + V (r)

�

W (r); (5)

whereg = 4�as~
2=m and a isthelatticevector.O n-site

energy f isde�ned as

f = nI+ U0n(n � 1)=2; (6)

with the bareon-siteinteraction U0

U0 = g

Z

drjW (r)j4: (7)

W e assum ed thatthe W annierfunction doesnotchange

m uch forsm all
uctuationsofthenum berofatom s.O �-

site interactionsarealso neglected.

In case ofm ore than one atom per site the presence

of other atom s does m odify the W annier function of

an atom . Below we describe our strategy for its self-

consistentcalculation. W e startwith a trialwave func-

tion localized in each well,g(r� ri). A W annier func-

tion correspondingto thelowestBloch band m ay becon-

structed according to K ohn’stransform ation:

W (r)=
X

i

cig(r� ri); (8)

ci =

Z
dk

(2�)3

eik�ri
p
G (k)

;

wherethe integralisoverthe �rstBrillouin zoneand

G (k) =
X

i

Z

drg(r)g(r� ri)cos(k � ri): (9)

Foran odd W annierfunction,thecosinefunction should

bereplaced by thesinefunction.O necan show thatsuch

W annierfunctionsarenorm alized and areorthogonalto

each otherfordi�erentwells.W e vary the trialfunction

to m inim ize the on-siteenergy f [10].

W enotethatanotherm ethod tocalculatetheW annier

functions including interaction e�ects self-consistently

m ay be used for sm allinteractions. Starting with non-

lineartim e-independentG ross-Pitaevskiiequation

�
~
2

2m
r
2
 (r) +

4�~2as

m
j (r)j2 (r)

+ V (r) (r)= �(k) (r); (10)

onem ay calculateperiodicBloch statesuk(r)de�ned as

 k(r)= e
ik�r

uk(r)=
p
N : (11)

by expanding them in Fourierseries

uk(x)=
X

n

A
k

ne
i2n�x=a (12)

and solving nonlinear system ofequations. Then,a set

ofW annier wave functions for the band in question is

de�ned by

W m (r� a) = L
�1=2

X

B Z

 m ;k(r� a)

= L
�1=2

X

B Z

 m ;k(r)e
�ik�a

: (13)

This procedure fails for large interactions because the

bandsdevelop loopsand becom e notsingle-valued [9].

III. SU P ER FLU ID T O M O T T -IN SU LA T O R

T R A N SIT IO N S

W e consider three opticallattice system s which are

relevant to experim ents: (i) isotropic three-dim ensional

opticallattice,(ii)anisotropicthree-dim ensionallattices,

and(iii)thesituation when thelatticepotentialispresent

only in one or two directions and con�nem ent in other

directionsisprovided by relatively weak harm onic trap.

Followingstandard practice,wewillusethelatticeperiod

�=k,atom icm assm ,and recoilenergy Er = ~
2k2=2m as

the basicunits.

Three pairs ofcounter-propagating laser beam s with

wavelength 2�=k propagating along three perpendicular

directionscreatepotential

V (r)= Vx sin
2(kx)+ Vy sin

2(ky)+ Vz sin
2(kz): (14)

Isotropic cubic lattice iscreated by the beam ofequal

intensity.In thiscaseVx = Vy = Vz = V0.

Anisotropic cubic lattices can be created by choosing

intensity ofoneortwobeam tobem uch largethan other.

In this case Vy = Vz = V? � Vx = V0 or Vz = V? �

Vy = Vx = V0. Below we study the case when ~!? �

�,where � is the chem icalpotentialofthe atom s,thus

the weak opticallattice ise�ectively one-dim ensionalor
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two-dim ensionaland transverse m otion is frozen to the

ground stateofthe transversecon�nem ent.

Transverse m otion can also be decoupled in the ex-

perim entally relevant case when the lattice potentialis

presentonly in one ortwo directionsand atom sarecon-

�ned in other directions by relatively weak harm onic

trap:VT (r? )=
1

2
m !2

?
r2
?
.

According to existing experim ents,in ourcalculations

through this work,we choose the 87Rb atom s in F =

2;m = 2 state with scattering length as = 5:8 nm and

the laser wavelength of852 nm for the three-and two-

dim ensionallatticesand 840 nm fortheone-dim ensional

lattice.Allnum ericalresultsareobtained using21lattice

wellsin each direction with periodicboundary condition.

Convergencehasbeen checked using 41 wellsforsom eof

the key results.

In each case we calculate param eters of the Bose-

Hubbard m odelbased on the variationalapproach de-

scribed in theprevioussection.Thecriticalcondition for

super
uid to M ott-insulator transition has been found

approxim ately as

U=zJ = 2n + 1+ 2
p
n(n + 1); (15)

wherez isthe num berofthe nearestneighborsites[11].

By substituting the param eters into the criticalcondi-

tion,wecan m ap outthe criticalpotentialstrength asa

function ofm ean occupation.

In the following, we report our �ndings for

isotropicand anisotropicthree-dim ensionallattices,one-

dim ensionallatticeofpancakewells,andtwo-dim ensional

lattice oftubes.

A . Isotropic cubic lattice

In the case of isotropic cubic lattice we choose

variational trial function to be in the form g(r) =

g(x)g(y)g(z),with g(u)= (1+ �u2)e�u
2
=�

2

,where� and

� arevariationalparam eters.Then theW annierfunction

m ustalsobeoftheproductform W (r)= w(x)w(y)w(z),

with theone-dim ensionalfunctionsw(u)and g(u)related

bytheone-dim ensionalversion ofK ohn’stransform ation.

Allthe three-dim ensionalintegrals in Eq.(2)-(15) can

then bereduced to one-dim ensionalones,greatly sim pli-

fying the calculations.

O urcalculationsproceed asfollowing. Fora given V0
and n,westartwith certain initialparam eters� and � to

obtain a trialW annierfunction through K ohn’stransfor-

m ation and calculatetheon-siteenergyf.Theprocedure

is repeated by varying the param eters untilthe on-site

energy f is m inim ized. The resulting variationalW an-

nierfunction willdepend on both n and V0. Ifonly the

on-site single-atom energy I is m inim ized,one obtains

the single-atom W annierfunction W 0(r)which only de-

pendson V0.W e�nd thatinteraction broadensW annier

functions,as a result U0s is always largerthan U0,but

we also notice thate�ective interaction U can be larger

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
0
1

2
3

4
5

6
7

8

U0

U0s

U

U

n

FIG . 1: D ependence of various interaction param eters on

num ber ofatom s for V = 35E r. U and U0 are de�ned by

(3) and (7) respectively. The derivative in (3) is calculated

by Chebyshev �tting to function f. Interaction param eter

U0S calculated with single particle W annier function is de-

�ned as U 0S = g
R
drjW 0(r)j

4
,where W 0(r) is a single-atom

W annierfunction.

0.000

0.001

0.002

0.003

0.004

0 2 4 8 106

FIG . 2: Hopping elem ents calculated with

single particle W annier function, J0S =R
drW

�

0 (r)
�
� ~

2
r

2
=2m + V (r)

�
W 0(r+ a), and with the

variationalproceedure described in the text,J.D epth ofthe

lattice isV = 35E r.

than U0 (seeFig.1).Sophasetransition ism orecom plex

than we expected.

O ncethe W annierfunction isdeterm ined,wecan cal-

culatetheBose-Hubbard param etersU and J.In Fig.3,

we depict the ratio U=zJ (z = 6) as a function ofthe

m ean occupation n for severalvalues of the potential

strength V0. The decreasing trend can be understood

asfollowing.Thetotalinteraction energy increaseswith

n,m akingtheW annierfunction broader,hencetheinter-

action param eterU becom essm aller,J proportionalto

overlap between neighboring W annierfunctionsbecom es

larger,and asa resultthe ratio decreases.The intersec-

tion with the line ofcriticalcondition (in Fig.3 the line

with positive slope obtained from Eq.(15)) then yields

the m ean occupation forwhich these potentialsarecrit-
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4

8

12

16

20

V0=11.95

 V0=14.32

V0=16.25

n

U
/z
J

FIG .3: Theratio U=zJ versusm ean occupation n calculated

from thevariationalW annierfunctionsforisotropiccubiclat-

tice.Foreach given param eterV0,intersection with thesolid

line yields the m ean occupation num berfor which the given

V0 iscritical{ condition in Eq.(15).

ical. For n= 1,2,3 and 4,we �nd the criticalpotentials

to be Vc = 11:95;14:32;16:25 and 18:15 respectively. A

sim ilar calculation can be done by using the a single-

atom W annier function. The criticalpotentials becom e

11:85;13:47;14:61and 15:43forthe�rstfourm ean occu-

pations.Forn = 1,thetwo resultsagreewith each other

within num ericaluncertainty[12],and arealsoconsistent

with experim entally determ ined rangeforthecriticalpo-

tential[? ]. Forn > 1,the m ean �eld repulsion m akes

the criticalpotentialnoticeably higher. Starting from

n = 3 the correction to the criticaldepth ofthe lattice

hasto beclearly observableexperim entally and e�ectsof

interaction hasto be taken into consideration.

B . A nisotropic cubic lattices

O ur procedure can also be applied to the case ofan

anisotropic lattice. W e m odelthe system asa lowerdi-

m ensionalproblem with thereduced interaction param e-

tergd obtained by m ultiplying g by theintegralofj ? j
4,

where  ? isthe single-atom ground state wavefunction

in a well of the transverse potential [5]. In the har-

m onic approxim ation,the wave function can be found

exactly,and the reduced interaction param eteris given

by g1 =
g�

2

p
V? forthequasi-one-dim ensionallatticeand

g2 = g
p

�

2

4
p
V? forthe quasi-two-dim ensionallattice.In

the calculationsdiscussed below,wetakeV? = 80E r.

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 Eqs. (5) and (5) by lower

dim ensional ones. The critical lattice potential Vc

calculated using such variationalW annier functions is

depicted in Fig. 4 for the one- and two-dim ensional

1 2 3 4 5

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

n

V c

FIG .4: The criticallattice potentialVc calculated from the

variationaland single-atom W annierfunctionsforanisotropic

cubic lattices.The linesare guidesto eyes.The dashed lines

are for the quasi-one-dim ensionaland the solid lines are for

quasi-two-dim ensionalcases.Thetrianglescorrespond to the

variationaland the circlesto the single-particle calculations.

m odels. For com parison, we also include results cal-

culated using the one-atom W annier function. The

increase ofcriticalpotentialdue to m ean-�eld repulsion

on the W annier functions is som ewhat bigger in the

lowerdim ensionalcases.

C . Lattices in one or tw o directions

BECs in one-dim ensional lattice of pancake-shaped

wells and two-dim ensionallattice of tube-shaped wells

have been studied in experim ents[1? ]. Because ofthe

large transverse dim ensions ofsuch wells,m any atom s

can be held in a wellwithoutsu�ering too m uch three-

atom collisionalloss,opening the possibility ofstudying

super
uid/M ott-insulator transition for relatively large

n [7,13]. In a theoreticalinvestigation,O osten etal[7]

considered the interaction e�ect by using a transverse

wavefunction in theThom as-Ferm iapproxim ation with-

out m odifying the single-atom W annier function 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 like BEC array,the transverse wave

functions are approxim ated by the Thom as-Ferm iwave

function �T F (r? )ofthe BEC within the pancakeplane,

which isde�ned by

j�T F (r? )j
2 = (ng1)

�1 (� � VT (r? )); (16)

for � > VT (r? ) = 1

2
m !2

?
r2
?

and vanishes otherwise.

According to the experim ental data, we take !? =

19� 2�s�1 .
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FIG .5: The criticallattice potentialVc in dependence on

m ean occupation n calculated from the variational(triangle)

and single-atom (circle) W annier functions for: (a) the one-

dim ensionallattice with !? = 2� � 19 s
�1

(dashed line)and

!? = 2�� 120s
�1

(solid line),and (b)two-dim ensionallattice

with !? = 2� � 24 s
�1
.The linesare guidesto eyes.

W ebegin by writing theW annierfunction in theform ,

W (r) = w(rL )�(r? ),where � is the wave function for

the transverse direction(s),and w is the W annier func-

tion in the lattice direction(s), both to be determ ined

variationally by m inim izing theon-siteenergy.Thepart

ofthe on-site energy involving � is just the n-particle

G ross-Pitaevskiienergy in the transverse potentialand

with the interaction param eter g m odi�ed into gd by

m ultiplying the integralof jw(rL )j
4. In the Thom as-

Ferm iapproxim ation,this‘transverseenergy’isgiven by

f? = 2n�1

3

p
nm !2

?
g1=� fortheone-dim ensionalcaseand

f? = 5n�2

10
(9m !2? n

2g22)
1=3 forthe two-dim ensionalcase.

Thetotalon-siteenergy isthesum ofthis‘transverseen-

ergy’and n tim esofthesingle-atom energy ofthelattice

W annierfunction:

f = f? + n

Z

drL w
�(rL )

�

�
~
2

2m
r
2 + V (rL )

�

w(rL ):(17)

Lattice W annierfunction,obtained by the procedure of

K ohn’s transform ation and m inim ization ofthe on-site

FIG .6: Energy associated with hopping (process 1) has to

besm allerthan energy to excitethe m any-body state in well

(process 2). M any-body excitation is schem atically depicted

asa single atom excitation.

energy,willbe a�ected by the interaction because the

‘transverse energy’depends on it through the reduced

interactionparam etergd.Afterw(rL )isdeterm ined vari-

ationally,theBose-Hubbard param etersJ and U can be

calculated im m ediately. In Fig. 7,we show the critical

potentialVc forthe case ofone-dim ensionallattice with

transversetrap frequency !? =2� = 19 s�1 and 120 s�1 .

For com parison,we also show the corresponding re-

sultsobtained using thesingle-atom W annierfunction of

the lattice and the Thom as-Ferm itransversewavefunc-

tion.ItisclearthatVc israised dram atically due to the

broadening ofthe W annierfunction. In the experim ent

ofRef. [1],the m agnetic trap potentialis 19 s�1 . The

transverse trap frequency is enhanced to 120 s�1 ifthe

opticalcon�ning potentialwith V0 = 50E r isturned on,

and the m ean occupation num ber is n � 50. Evidence

from Bragg interference pattern shows that the critical

value ofthe lattice potentialshould be som ewhatlarger

than 44E r.Thisobservation iscontradictory to thepre-

diction based on thesingle-atom W annierfunction,butis

consistentwith ourresultbased on thevariationalW an-

nierfunction.

In the case of two-dim ensional lattice, our results

for the critical lattice potential are shown in Fig.

7(b) for !? =2� = 24 s�1 which is used in [? ]. W e

predict Vc � 33Er for n � 100,while the single-atom

W annier function yields Vc � 27Er. The largestlattice

potentialused in the experim ent was 12 E r,so further

experim entisneeded toverifythetheoreticalpredictions.

IV . VA LID IT Y O F T H E SIN G LE-B A N D M O D EL

In thissection,wediscusstheconditionsforthesingle

band Bose Hubbard m odelto be valid. First,we m ake

generalrem arksand then givequantitativeexam plesrel-

evantforthe caseoftheisotropiccubic lattice.

Assum ption thatthe boson �eld operatorm ay be ex-

panded as (r)=
P

i
biW (r� ri)requiresthattheW an-

nierfunctionsdonotchangesubstantiallywhen thenum -

berofatom sin awellchangesby one.A good criteriafor

thiscondition tobeful�lled isthatinteractionenergycal-

culated with theW annierfunction doesnotchangem uch
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0.00
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2(
U

n-
U

n+
1)/

(U
n+

U
n+

1)

n

FIG .7:Relative change in the interaction energy asnum ber

of atom s changes by one determ ined by the change of the

W annierwave function.

when num berofparticleschangesby one

jUn � Un+ 1j

Un + Un+ 1

� 1: (18)

NotethatthevalueofU can stillbequitedi�erentfrom

the one calculated with a single particle W annier func-

tion.

W hen thecondition isful�lled,thesecond condition is

thattheexcitationswithin theansatzhavetobetheleast

energetical. Thatisthe hopping ofthe atom sfrom well

hasto bem oreenergetically favorablethan excitation of

atom sin each wellto the m any-body excited state (see

Fig.6). Ifwe considertwo neighboring wellsthe energy

ofthe ground state is

E 0 = 2nI+ U0n(n � 1): (19)

The energy associated with hopping is

�E 1 = 2nI+ U0

(n � 2)(n � 1)+ n(n + 1)

2
� E0 = U0:(20)

It has to be m uch sm aller than the energy ofthe �rst

excited m any-body statethatwedenote �

U0 � �: (21)

W eplotthecriteria from Eq.(18)forisotropiclattices

on Fig.7. It is m uch sm aller than unity. To estim ate

the e�ect ofm any-body excitation within a single well,

we neglect hopping am plitude J, since close to M ott-

insulatortransition itism uch sm allerthan atom ’sinter-

action.Also fortheexperim entally relevantregion ofthe

potentialdepthsthe potentialcan be wellapproxim ated

by a harm onic potential. In the harm onic potentialthe

lowest m any-body excited m ode is associated with the

center ofm ass m otion { K ohn m ode [15]. As a result

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

0 2 4 6 8 10
0

0.02

0.04

0.06

n

U
/

FIG .8: Ratio ofthe hopping energy to energy required to

excite atom s in each wellto the lowest m any-body excited

state.

directly with variationalform for the W annier function

in a well. W e take W (x;y;z)= W (x)W (y)W (z),where

W (u)= C (1+ �u2)e�
u
2

.Sim ilartoprevioussection for

a �xed V0 and n wem inim izeon-siteenergy f.From the

results shown in Fig.8 it is clear that the single-band

m odelis applicable in this case: the energy associated

with atom ’s hopping is m uch sm aller than the energy

required to excitethe atom sinside ofthe wells.
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