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D ipole and m onopole m odes in the B ose-H ubbard m odelin a trap
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Departm entofPhysics,RoyalInstitute ofTechnology,

AlbaNova, SE-106 91 Stockholm , Sweden

Abstract

The lowest-lying collective m odes of a trapped Bose gas in an opticallattice are studied in

the Bose-Hubbard m odel. An exact diagonalization ofthe Ham iltonian is perform ed in a one-

dim ensional�ve-particle system in orderto �nd the lowestfew eigenstates. Dipole and breathing

characteroftheeigenstatesiscon�rm ed in thelim itwherethetunneling dom inatesthedynam ics,

butunderM ott-like conditionstheexcitationsdo notcorrespond to oscillatory m odes.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Exciting collectivem odesisausefuland populartoolforprobingthem any-body physics

oftrapped atom ic gases. Following the �rstcreation ofa trapped condensate in 1995 [1],

m odesinthesesystem shavebeen subjecttoextensivetheoreticalandexperim entalstudy[2].

The fundam entalzero-tem perature theory waslaid down abouthalfa century ago [3],and

wasreadily adapted to thecaseoftrapped condensates[4].In threedim ensions,oscillatory

m odesarenaturallyclassi�ed accordingtotheirm ultipolarity,and can beselectively excited

by deform ing them agnetictrap,orapplying laserpulsesthatrepelorattracttheatom sin

selected regionsofspace[5,6].

The picture iscom plicated considerably ifone addsan opticallattice,consisting ofone

orseveralstanding laserwavesthatactasa spatially periodic potentialon the atom s. In

thelim itofa weak opticalpotential,them odefrequenciesaresim ply given by thoseofthe

trapped Bose-Einstein condensed cloud in theabsenceofan opticallattice,butrenorm alized

by the e�ective m ass acquired by the bosons in the periodic potential[7,8]. Away from

this lim it,however,the presence ofan opticallattice o�ers quite di�erent physics,and a

new phaseappears,nam ely theM ottinsulator,when theinteractionsarestrong [9,10].In

addition,when anexternaltrappingpotentialispresent,thereexistparam eterregim eswhere

spatially separated regionsofM ott-insulating and superuid behaviorcoexist[11,12].The

behaviorofthe trapped gasand the nature ofitscollective m odesare expected to becom e

quite di�erent in these regim es com pared to the quite wellunderstood case ofa trapped

cloud with no opticallatticepresent[13].

In order to be able to address both the strongly and weakly interacting case and the

crossover between these,we shallstudy the Bose-Hubbard m odelin the exactly solvable

case offew bosons and in one dim ension. The m ethod shallbe exact diagonalization in

a truncated basis. This way we hope to gain qualitative knowledge ofthe spectrum that

appliesalsotolargersystem sand higherdim ensions.Thepaperisorganized asfollows.The

Ham iltonian and thenum ericalm ethod areexplained in Sec.II.The natureoftheground

stateand thelow-lying excitationsin a shallow trap isinvestigated in Sec.IIIand thecase

ofa tighttrap in Sec.IV.Concluding rem arksaregiven in Sec.V.
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II. B O SE-H U B B A R D M O D EL A N D T R U N C AT ED B A SIS

Thestarting pointistheBose-Hubbard Ham iltonian [12]

H =
X

r

U

2
a
y
ra

y
rarar �

J

2
a
y
r(ar+ 1 + ar�1 )+

!2r2

2
a
y
rar: (1)

The �rst term in this Ham iltonian describes the interactions which are e�ectively repul-

sive ifU > 0 (which isthe case in thispaper),the second,so-called tunneling orhopping

term is associated with the kinetic energy,and the last term describes the externaltrap-

ping potential.The index r denotesthe spatialposition and takeson integervalues. Such

a one-dim ensionalHubbard m odeldescribes a system with a tight trap in the directions

perpendicular to the lattice so that the other degrees offreedom are frozen out,thus re-

sem bling a coupled chain ofquantum dots. Higherdim ensionswillm ake the picture m ore

com plicated,butthe m ain qualitative featuresobserved in the presentpaperare expected

to carry overto higherdim ensions.

The Ham iltonian containsthree physicalparam eters. The tunneling strength J can be

written

J =
�h
2

m ��r2
; (2)

where �r isthe spacing between wellsand m � isthe e�ective m assacquired by the atom s

due to the periodic potential[8]. The interaction strength U isrelated to trap param eters

through therelation

U =
4��h

2
a

m

Z

d
3
rj	 TB(r)j

4
; (3)

where a isthe s-wave scattering length and 	 TB isthe ground-state wave function in one

potentialwellin thetight-binding approxim ation.Thee�ectivetrap frequency ! isde�ned

in term softhebareparticlem assm and trap frequency 
 as

! =
p
m 
�r: (4)

LetusatthispointrescaletheHam iltonian and workin unitsofJ;form allywesetJ = 1and

retain U and ! asthetwo param etersofthesystem .In addition to theparam etersalready

discussed,thenum berofatom sN oralternatively thechem icalpotentialisa param eterof

the system ;we shall�x N = 5 in this study. Furtherm ore,fora few-particle system the

even/odd parity ofthenum berofsitesL m ay alsoplay adecisiverole;such e�ectsvanish in
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thelim itoflargesystem s.Forde�nitenessonlyodd L willbeconsidered,butsom eattention

willbepaid to parity e�ectswhereappropriate.

In a num ber-conserving form alism ,the naturalbasisisthe setofreal-space Fock states

thatarealso eigenstatesoftheinteraction and trap energies:

j:::nr�1 nrnr+ 1:::i= :::(a
y

r�1 )
nr� 1(ayr)

nr(a
y

r+ 1)
nr+ 1 :::j0i: (5)

The trapping potentialim pliesa �nite system size: itturnsoutthatbetween one and 25

sitesisneeded toaccom m odatea system of�veparticlesforthetrap param etersconsidered

here.Thesizeofthebasisforasystem ofsizeL with N particlesis(N + L� 1)!=[N !(L� 1)!];

forN = 5,L = 25 the num berofstatesis118755.Clearly,thecom putationscan bem ade

m uch m oree�cientifthebasisistruncated sothatthem any im probableFock statesdonot

contribute:itisim m ediately obviousthatstatessuch asjN 000:::0i,wherealltheparticles

areconcentrated atoneendpointofthelattice,m ake only a very sm allcontribution to the

dynam ics.

There is,therefore,m uch to be gained ifthe basis istruncated. The following schem e

turnsoutto be practicalforboth strong and weak coupling,although itwasdesigned for

dealing with M ott-insulator-like conditionswhere the interactionsare strong. Startwith a

single Fock state labeled j10i,forinstance the state with allthe particlesatthe sam e site,

j10i= j:::00N 00:::i.Now enum erate allthestates,j20i;:::;jn0
1
i,thatcan beconstructed

from j10iby oneapplication ofthetunneling term in theHam iltonian (1),and constructthe

Ham iltonian m atrix elem entsin theprocess.Operateagain with thetunneling Ham iltonian

on the statesj20i;:::;jn0
1
ito form new statesjn0

1
+ 1i;:::;jn0

2
i,taking care notto double-

countstates;iterate thisstep p tim es so thata basisisform ed thatconsists ofn0p states.

W ithin this basis, the Ham iltonian is now diagonalized and the ground state is found.

Am ong the n0p Fock states in the prelim inary basis,choose the one that has the largest

overlap with theground-stateeigenvectorand labelitj100i.Now discard alltheotherFock

statesthatwere justconstructed,and instead iterate the whole schem e again to construct

a new basisj100i;:::;jn00pi;do the iteration a few (say,M = 3 or4)tim es. The basisthus

constructed,j1(M )i;:::;jn(M )
p i,willcontain alltheFock statesthathavesigni�cantoverlap

with the ground state for the given physicalparam eters;in a sense,by constructing this

basis tunneling e�ects to pth orderhave been incorporated. Convergence with respect to

p and M is readily checked,so that the diagonalization can for allpracticalpurposes be
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considered exact.

Thediagonalization isperform ed with ARPACK,which usesan Arnoldialgorithm .

III. M O D ES IN SH A LLO W T R A P S

The com petition between the tunneling, interaction and trap energies gives rise to a

rich phase diagram (cf.[9,12]). Consider �rst the shallow trap. Figure 1 displays the

ground-statedensity distribution forvaluesofU ranging from weak to strong interactions,

with ! = 0:3. The quantum uctuationsofthe num berofparticlesin the centralwellare

displayed in Fig.2. Itisseen thatwe are in the uctuation-dom inated,superuid regim e.

Thevery slightsuppression ofuctuationsin thecenterm ostwellisin facta signalthatwe

arein the vicinity ofthe M ottinsulating regim e;ifthe trapping strength isincreased,this

suppression becom es stronger,as shallbe discussed in Sec.IV. For the present trapping

strength,! = 0:3,thee�ectisbarely noticeableeven forU = 100.

In thisshallow trap,thecom petition between thetunneling and interaction isdecisivein

theinteriorofthesystem ,whilethetrap stilldeterm inesthesizeand thebehaviorcloseto

theboundary.Thedensity isspread outoverm any sites,and thereforethesystem resem bles

a trapped,Bose-condensed cloud in the absence ofa lattice. Itis in this\trapped BEC"

regim ethattheexperim entsofRef.[7]were conducted.W hile �ve particlesaretoo few to

beconsidered truly in thetrapped BEC regim e,theresultsreported herestillgivea hintof

thatlim it,asisseen in Fig.1.In a trapped condensatein theabsenceofan opticallattice,

the density distribution is Gaussian forweak coupling,but attens out and takes on the

shape ofan inverted parabola forstrongercoupling [2]. The density pro�lesshown in Fig.

1 can ofcoursenotbeexpected to exactly follow thisbehavior,becauseofthediscreteness,

butthedependence on coupling issim ilar.

The m ode frequencies,i.e.the excitation energiesrelative to the ground state,forthe

lowestfourexcited statesaredisplayed inFig.3.W henthecouplingbecom esweak,them ode

frequenciesapproach integerm ultiplesofthetrap frequency with theexpected degeneracies

in a harm onictrap.Restoring dim ensions,with theaid ofEqs.(2,4),we�nd in fact[7,8]

E n = q

r

m

m �
�h
; (6)

with q integer. Clearly the the integerlevelspacing isapproxim ate,asisthe degeneracy,
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FIG .1:G round-state density pro�le fordi�erentvaluesofon-site interaction U in a shallow trap

with ! = 0:3.

becauseintheN = 5casediscretenessisstillm anifest.Theanticipated dipoleandm onopole

(breathing) oscillations are visualized in Fig.4,where the density evolution in tim e ofa

superposition ofthe ground state and each excited state isshown togetherwith the m ean

position and width ofthecloud.

In a trapped BEC,asthecoupling growsstrongerthefrequency ofthedipolem odestays

constantwhile thatofthe m onopolem ode decreases[2];in the Thom as-Ferm ilim itin one
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FIG .2:Q uantum uctuationsin the ground-state density,h�ni= hn2i� hni2,fordi�erentvalues

ofU in theshallow trap,with ! = 0:3.

dim ension itisdown to E 2 =
p
3! � 1:73!.In thepresentsystem ,onecannothopeto see

thislim it,butthereisindeed adrop ofthesecond excitation frequency whilethelowestone

initially stays constant. Asthe coupling strength approaches and exceeds unity,however,

the discretenessofthesystem becom esm anifestin a U-dependence,although weak,ofthe

dipole frequency.The dipole and m onopole characterofthe�rstand second excited state,

respectively,areunchanged,asisexem pli�ed in Fig.5.
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FIG .3: Lowest excitation frequencies in units ofthe trap frequency ! in a shallow trap with

! = 0:3. Fulllines represent the results for the three lowest excited states obtained by exact

diagonalization.Dashed line isthe outcom e ofthe Bogoliubov approxim ation.

In thelim itofweak interactions,oneexpectstheBogoliubov approxim ation to bevalid.

Thisapproxim ation can foran inhom ogeneoussystem bee�ected by linearizing theGross-

Pitaevskiiequation around its ground-state solution [2]. The latter equation is obtained

by replacing the �eld operators in the Ham iltonian,Eq.(1),by their expectation values,

ar ! zr = hari,resulting in thediscrete di�erenceequation

Ujzrj
2
zr �

J

2
(zr+ 1 + zr�1 )+

!2

2
r
2
zr: (7)

In fact,solving the fullGross-Pitaevskiiequation also forthe excited statesturned outto

be easierthan diagonalizing the linearized Bogoliubov equations,and therefore the form er
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FIG .4: Tim e dependence ofthe density pro�le for a system with U = 0:1 and ! = 0:3 (weak

trapping and weak interactions). The di�erent sets ofbars show the density at successive tim e

instances fora system prepared in a superposition ofthe ground state and an excited state (left

panel, �rst excited state; right panel, second excited state) with the am plitudes 0.92 and 0.4,

respectively.The curvesin the lowertwo panelsshow the variation ofthe center-of-m assposition

and m ean squared radiuswith tim e,showing the dipole and breathing character,respectively,of

theoscillations.Toenhancevisibility,thecurveforthem ean squared radiushasbeen shifted down

by an am ountequalto itstim eaverage,de�ningtheplotted quantity ash�r2i= h (t)jr2j (t)i� �
r2

where �
r2 isthetim e average.

m ethod waschosen. The resultthusobtained forthe �rstexcited state isincluded in Fig.

3,and it can be seen that the Bogoliubov approxim ation fails appreciably even for weak

interactions. The reason is that the derivation ofthe Gross-Pitaevskiiequation assum es
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FIG .5:Sam e asFig.4,buthere thecoupling isU = 100.

thatthenum berofatom sin theground state,N 0,greatly exceedsthequantum uctuations

around it,which,however,areoforderunity;forthe case of�ve particlesthiscondition is

certainly notm et.[14]

IV . M O D ES IN T IG H T T R A P S

Letusnow turn to the case ofa tighttrap. Figure 6 displaysthe ground-state density

distribution forvaluesofU rangingfrom weaktostronginteractions,inatrapwithfrequency

! = 4:0.The physicsisheredeterm ined by thebalance between interactionsand trap and

the tunneling has little e�ect. The phase diagram has m uch m ore structure in this lim it

com pared to theshallow-trap case.

Forweak interactions (U <
� 0:1),allthe particles sim ply gatherin the centralwell(or
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FIG .6:G round-state density in the case ofa tighttrap,! = 4:0.

the two centralwells,ifL were even). W ith increasing U the density distribution attens,

and forstrong enough interactionstheground stateresem blesa M ottinsulating state,with

oneparticlein each ofthecenterm ostwells.(Iftheeven/odd parity ofthenum berofwells

and the num berofparticlesdo notm atch,the edge siteswillbe partially �lled.) Figure 7
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FIG .7:Q uantum uctuationsin theground-state density in a tighttrap,! = 4:0.

veri�esthatin thisstate the quantum uctuationsarem inim al,which warrantsthe use of

theterm M ottstate.Thetransition to theM ottstatein this�ve-particle system isin fact

quitesharp.Also in thelim itofsm allU,thequantum uctuationsbecom esm all,butthey

only vanish com pletely in thelim it! ! 1 and thetransition isnotsharp.
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Between the two extrem es, the shape ofthe atom cloud is determ ined by a balance

between interactionsand trap potential.Itisquiteeasy to estim atethecrossovervaluesof

U where the system changesbetween di�erenttypesofground state(we avoid speaking of

phasesforthis�nite system ). Ifthe e�ective size ofthe system isR sites,the interaction

energy E i and trap energy V scaleas

E i�
N 2U

R
;V � !

2
R
2
: (8)

Balancing theseyieldsR 3 � N 2U=!2 or

U =
!2R 3

N 2
: (9)

TheM ottstate,whereR = N ,thussetsin aboveU = !2N ;insertingthepresentparam eters

we get U = 80. W hen the particles gather in the centerm ost well,R is equalto 1;this

happenswhen U = !2=N 2 � 0:5 orsm aller.Thisback-of-the-napkin argum entisin alm ost

quantitativeagreem entwith theexactnum erical�ndings.

Thelowestfew m odefrequenciesasfunctionsofU when ! = 4:0 aredisplayed in Fig.8.

(Observe that,in orderto em phasize physicalinterpretation,thefrequencieswerein Fig.3

given in unitsofthetrap frequency !,buthereitisgiven in unitsofthetunneling J).The

dependenceon couplingseen in Figs.6-7isseen tohaveclearconsequencesalsoforthem ode

frequencies.In thecentral-welllim it,U <
� 1,thefrequenciesareeasily interpreted sincethe

trap determ ines allthe physics,and allthe eigenstates ofthe Ham iltonian are pure Fock

statesorsuperpositionsofdegenerateFock states.Thelowesttwo m odesaresuperpositions

ofthe two possible states that result when one particle is rem oved from the centralsite

and putin oneofthetwo neighboring ones,j:::00410:::iand j:::01400:::i.Thelim iting

value ofthe excitation frequency is equalto !2=2 = 8,the excess energy ofone particle

being m oved to a neighboring site. The energy ofthe degenerate third and fourth excited

statesistwice this,since they have two particlesin in an o�-centerwell. One m ay expect

thatam ongthetwo lowestexcitations,thesuperposition with am inussign correspondstoa

dipolem odeand theplussign correspondstoabreathingm ode.Indeed,thisiscon�rm ed in

Fig.9,wherethetim eevolutionsofthem odesarevisualized,butnotethesm allam plitude

oftheoscillations.Thetim edependenceism erely dueto thesm alldeviationsfrom perfect

con�nem entthatarestillleftin them oderately strong trap with frequency ! = 4:0;itcan

easily berealized thatnocurrentcan ow in asystem whoseeigenstatesarepureFockstates
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FIG .8: Lowest few excitation frequencies in a tight trap,! = 4:0. Dashed lines represent the

Bogoliubov approxim ation.

in con�guration space.To seethis,considerpreparing an initialstateasa superposition of

two eigenstatesofthesystem ,j i= �jAi+ �jB i,and study itstim eevolution,

j (t)i= e
�iE A t

�

�jAi+ e
�i! A B t�jB i

�

; (10)

where !A B = E B � E A. Now expand the tim e evolution in Fock statesjfi,and obtain for

thedensity attheposition r,

h (t)jayrarj (t)i=
X

f

j�hfjAi+ e
�i! A B t�hfjB ij

2
hfja

y
rarjfi; (11)

and we see im m ediately that ifjAi and jB i have no Fock state com ponents in com m on,

there can be no tim e dependence. Thisfactliesbehind the insulating nature ofthe M ott

state,butaswehaveseen,italso prohibitsthedynam icsin thelim itofa very strong trap.
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FIG .9:Visualization ofthetwolowestm odesforatighttrap,! = 4:0,and weak coupling,U = 0:1.

Panelsare asin Fig.4.

Asthe coupling getsstronger,the degeneracy islifted and an intricate pattern oflevel

crossingsfollows;however,thedipole/m onopolecharacterofthetwolowestm odesisretained

untilU approachesthevalueofapproxim ately50,wheream ixingofthedipoleandm onopole

m odesstartsto bevisible,asseen in Fig.10.W hen U >
� 100,wearein theM ottstateand

the m ixing iscom plete so thatthe fourlowest-lying m odesare degenerate with an energy

equalto 5!2=2;this is the energy di�erence between the second and third wellfrom the

centeraseach excited statecorrespondsjusttoa displacem entofaparticlefrom thecenter.

In fact,each ofthetwo lowestexcited stateshasvery high overlap (theoverlap is0.98when

U = 100)with oneofthepureFock statesj:::011111000:::iand j:::000111110:::i,i.e.,

theground-statecon�guration displaced from thecenterby onelatticesite.Thethird and

fourth excited statesare separated from the �rsttwo by an exceedingly sm allenergy gap
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FIG .10:Sam easFig.4,buthere thetrapping frequency is! = 4:0 and thecoupling isU = 40.

(about0.005 in unitsofJ),and are m ainly superpositionsofthe state j:::010111100:::i

and itsm irrorreection.Asseen in Fig.11,excitation ofoneofthesem odesdoesnotresult

in oscillation;thisisagain aconsequenceofthefactthattheeigenstatesarepureFockstates

in thespatialrepresentation.Indeed,thisisa M ottinsulating stateand excitation doesnot

resultin particleow.

Returningtothem odefrequency plotin Fig.8,thefrequencieshavealsobeen calculated

in theBogoliubov approxim ation and areincluded asdashed lines.Som ewhatsurprisingly,

the Bogoliubov approxim ation perform s better in the strong-trapping regim e than in the

weak-trapping regim e,although one would na��vely expect the accuracy to be worse when

tunneling is suppressed: the quantum uctuations in localdensity are sm all. The appar-

ent paradox is resolved by noting that in this lim it the system is in fact a Bose-Einstein

condensate:allparticlesoccupy thesam estate,nam ely theonecon�ned tothecentralwell.
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FIG .11:Sam easFig.4,butherethetrapping frequency is! = 4:0 and thecoupling isU = 100.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

Them odefrequenciesofa trapped boson system in an opticallatticehavebeen studied

with attention tothedependencieson trap strength and interactions.In theweakly-trapped

lim it,itisshown thatthem odefrequencieshavetheusualcharacterofdipoleoscillationsfor

thelowest-lyingm odeand breathingoscillationsforthenext-lowest,and thefrequenciesare,

despite the low num ber ofparticles and the discreteness,seen to approxim ately approach

theresultfora harm onically trapped gaswhen theinteractionsvanish.Discretenesse�ects

setin when the interaction energy iscom parable to the tunneling. Forsu�ciently strong

trapping, the num ber uctuations are quenched, and the dynam ics therefore absent, in

two lim its: when the interactionsare strong,even the �ve-particle system displaysa quite

sharp transition to a M ottinsulating state.W hen on theotherhand thetrapping potential
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dom inatescom pletely,alltheparticlesaretrapped in thecentralwelland theam plitudeof

any oscillation goesto zero. Itturnsoutthatthe Bogoliubov approxim ation iscapable of

approxim ating the m ode frequenciesbetterforstrong trapping than forweak trapping:in

theweak-trappingcasethenum berofparticlesistoosm allfortheBogoliubovapproxim ation

to work,buta strong trap quenches the uctuations around the Bose-Einstein condensed

ground state.
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