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Abstract
The Iowest-lying collective m odes of a trapped Bose gas In an optical lattice are studied in
the BoseHubbard m odel. An exact diagonalization of the Ham iltonian is perform ed in a one—
din ensional veparticlke system In order to nd the lowest few eigenstates. D jpole and breathing
character of the elgenstates is con m ed in the lim it w here the tunneling dom inates the dynam ics,

but under M ottike conditions the excitations do not corresoond to oscillatory m odes.
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I. NTRODUCTION

E xciting collective m odes is a usefiill and popular tool for probing the m any-body physics
of trapped atom ic gases. Follow ing the rst creation of a trapped condensate in 1995 ],
m odes in these system shave been sub et to extensive theoreticaland experin entalstudy 1.
T he fundam ental zero-tem perature theory was laid down about halfa century ago 3], and
was readily adapted to the case of trapped condensates f]. In three din ensions, oscillatory
m odes are naturally classi ed according to theirm ultipolarity, and can be sslectively excited
by deformm ing the m agnetic trap, or applying laser pulses that repel or attract the atom s in
selected regions of space [, 41.

T he picture is com plicated considerably if one adds an optical Jattice, consisting of one
or several standing laser waves that act as a spatially periodic potential on the atom s. In
the lin it of a weak opticalpotential, the m ode frequencies are sin ply given by those of the
trapped B oseE Instein condensad cloud in the absence ofan optical lattice, but renom alized
by the e ective m ass acquired by the bosons in the periodic potential [, 8]. Away from
this lim it, however, the presence of an optical lattice o ers quite di erent physics, and a
new phase appears, nam ely the M ott nsulator, when the interactions are strong [, 10]. In
addition, when an extemaltrapping potential ispresent, there exist param eter regin esw here
spatially separated regions of M ott-insulating and super uid behavior coexist [L1, 12]. The
behavior of the trapped gas and the nature of its collective m odes are expected to becom e
quite di erent in these regin es com pared to the quite well understood case of a trapped
cloud w ith no optical lattice present [13].

In order to be able to address both the strongly and weakly interacting case and the
crossover between these, we shall study the BossH ubbard m odel in the exactly solvable
case of &w bosons and in one dinension. The m ethod shall be exact diagonalization in
a truncated basis. This way we hope to gain qualitative know ledge of the spectrum that
applies also to Jarger system s and higher dim ensions. T he paper is organized as follow s. T he
Ham iltonian and the num ericalm ethod are explained in Sec. II. T he nature of the ground
state and the low -lying excitations in a shallow trap is nvestigated in Sec..III and the case

of a tight trap In Sec.|IV'. C oncluding rem arks are given in Sec. .



ITI. BOSE-HUBBARD MODELAND TRUNCATED BA SIS

T he starting point is the BoseH ubbard Ham iltonian {{2]
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The 1rst termm in this Ham iltonian describes the Interactions which are e ectively repul-
stve if U > 0 (which is the case In this paper), the second, so-called tunneling or hopping
term is associated w ith the kinetic energy, and the last temm describes the extemal trap-—
ping potential. The index r denotes the soatial position and takes on integer values. Such
a one-din ensional Hubbard m odel describes a system with a tight trap in the directions
perpendicular to the lhattice so that the other degrees of freedom are frozen out, thus re—
sem bling a coupled chain of quantum dots. H igher din ensions w ill m ake the picture m ore
com plicated, but the m ain qualitative features cbserved In the present paper are expected
to carry over to higher din ensions.
The Ham iltonian contains three physical param eters. T he tunneling strength J can be
w ritten
i
J= — @)
where r isthe spacihg between wells and m is the e ective m ass acquired by the atom s
due to the periodic potential §]. The interaction strength U is related to trap param eters
through the relation
4 h%a
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where a is the swave scattering length and .y is the ground-state wave function in one
potentialwell n the tight-binding approxin ation. The e ective trap frequency ! isde ned

in tem s of the bare particke m assm and trap frequency as

=P @)
Letusat thispoint rescale the H am itonian and work in unisofJ; form ally we set J = 1 and
retain U and ! asthe two param eters of the system . In addition to the param eters already
discussed, the num ber of atom s N or altematively the chem ical potential is a param eter of
the systam ; we shall x N = 5 in this study. Furthem ore, for a few particle system the

even/odd parity ofthe num ber of sites L, m ay also play a decisive role; such e ects vanish In



the lim i of Jarge system s. Forde nienessonly odd L w illbe considered, but som e attention
w illbe paid to parity e ects where appropriate.

In a numberconserving fom alian , the naturalbasis is the set of realspace Fodk states
that are also eigenstates of the interaction and trap energies:
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T he trapping potential mplies a nite systam size: it tums out that between one and 25
sites is needed to acoom m odate a system of ve particlks for the trap param eters considered
here. The size ofthe basis fora system ofsize L with N partickesis W + L 1)EN!@ 1)!;
forN = 5, L = 25 the number of states is 118755. C learly, the com putations can be m ade
much m ore e cient ifthe basis is truncated so that them any in probable Fock states do not
contribute: it is inm ediately cbvious that states such as N 000 :::0i, where all the particles
are concentrated at one endpoint of the lattios, m ake only a very am all contriloution to the
dynam ics.

T here is, therefore, mudch to be gained if the basis is truncated. The follow ng schem e
tums out to be practical for both strong and weak coupling, although it was designed for
dealing w ith M ott-insulator-lke conditions where the interactions are strong. Start wih a
single Fock state labeled 1%, or instance the state w ith all the particles at the sam e site,
3% = J:::00N 00 :::. Now enum erate all the states, 2%;:::; 1%1, that can be constructed
from 1% by one application ofthe tunneling temm in the H am iltonian (@), and construct the

H am iltonian m atrix elem ents in the process. O perate again w ith the tunneling H am iltonian

count states; iterate this step p tin es so that a basis is form ed that consists of ng states.
W ihin this basis, the Ham iltonian is now diagonalized and the ground state is found.
Among the ng Fock states In the prelin nary basis, choose the one that has the largest
overlap w ith the ground-state eigenvector and label it j.%i. Now discard all the other Fock
states that were just constructed, and Instead iterate the whole schem e again to construct

a new basis 1% :::; 1 0i; do the iteration a faw (say, M = 3 or 4) tines. The basis thus

w ith the ground state for the given physical param eters; in a sense, by constructing this
basis tunneling e ects to pth order have been Incorporated. Convergence w ith respect to
p and M is readily checked, so that the diagonalization can for all practical purposes be



oconsidered exact.
T he diagonalization is perform ed wih ARPACK , which uses an A moldialgorithm .

ITT. MODES IN SHALLOW TRAPS

The com petition between the tunneling, interaction and trap energies gives rise to a
rich phase diagram (cf. @, 12]). Consider rst the shallw trap. Figure 1) displays the
ground-state density distribution for values of U ranging from weak to strong interactions,
wih ! = 03. The quantum uctuations of the num ber of particles In the centralwell are
diplayed In Fig.%. It is seen that we are in the uctuation-dom hnated, super uid regine.
T he very slight suppression of uctuations in the centem ost well is In fact a signalthat we
are in the vicinity of the M ott insulating regim e; if the trapping strength is increased, this
suppression becom es stronger, as shall be discussed in Sec.|IV'. For the present trapping
strength, ! = 03, the e ect isbarely noticeable even for U = 100.

In this shallow trap, the com petition between the tunneling and interaction is decisive in
the Interior of the systam , whilke the trap still detemm ines the size and the behavior close to
theboundary. T he density is soread out overm any sites, and therefore the system ressmbles
a trapped, Boseocondensed cloud in the absence of a Jattice. It is in this \trapped BEC"
regin e that the experin ents of Ref. {]] were conducted. W hile ve particles are too faw to
be considered truly in the trapped BEC regin g, the results reported here still give a hint of
that lim i, as is seen in Fig.7,. In a trapped condensate in the absence of an optical lattice,
the density distribbution is G aussian for weak coupling, but attens out and takes on the
shape of an nverted parabol for stronger coupling 1. The density pro ks shown in Fig.
-'_;: can of course not be expected to exactly follow thisbehavior, because of the discreteness,
but the dependence on coupling is sin ilar.

The m ode frequencies, i. e. the excitation energies relative to the ground state, for the
Jowest fourexcited statesare displayed in F ig.3. W hen the coupling becom esweak, them ode
frequencies approach integer m ultiples of the trap frequency w ith the expected degeneracies
in a ham onic trap. R estoring din ensions, w ith the aid of Egs. €/4), we nd in fact fi, §]

m
h ; (6)
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w ith g Integer. C karly the the integer kevel spacing is approxin ate, as is the degeneracy,
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FIG . 1l: G round-state densiy pro ke for di erent values of on-site interaction U in a shallow trap

0:3.

wih !

because In theN = 5 casediscreteness is stillm anifest. T he anticipated dipole and m onopole

(breathing) oscillations are visualized In Fig.'4, where the density evolution n tine of a

superposition of the ground state and each excited state is shown together w ith the m ean

position and w idth of the cloud.

In a trapped BEC, as the coupling grow s stronger the frequency ofthe djpok m ode stays

constant while that of the m onopol m ode decreases E]; In the Thom asFem 1lin it In one
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FIG.2: Quantum uctuations in the ground-state density, h ni= n

ofU in the shallow trap,wih ! = 0:3.

. In the present systam , one cannot hope to see

1:73!

3!

din ension it isdown to E,

this Ilin i, but there is iIndeed a drop ofthe second excitation frequency whilk the lowest one

Initially stays constant. A s the coupling strength approaches and exceeds unity, however,

the discreteness of the system becom esm anifest in a U -dependence, although weak, of the

dipoke frequency. The dipol and m onopole character of the rst and second excited state,

respectively, are unchanged, as isexempli ed In Fig. 5.



Lowest lying modes for N=5; w=0.3
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FIG . 3: Lowest excitation frequencies in units of the trap frequency ! in a shallow trap wih
! = 03. Full lines represent the results for the three Iowest excited states cbtained by exact

diagonalization . D ashed line is the outcom e of the B ogoliubov approxin ation.

In the lim it of weak interactions, one expects the B ogoliubov approxin ation to be valid.
T his approxin ation can for an Inhom ogeneous system be e ected by linearizing the G ross-
P iraevskil equation around its ground-state solution B]. The latter equation is obtained
by replacing the el operators in the Ham iltonian, Eq. (), by their expectation values,
ar ! z,= ha,i, resulting in the discrete di erence equation
J 12
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In fact, solving the fill G rossP itaevskii equation also for the excited states tumed out to

be easier than diagonalizing the linearized B ogoliibov equations, and therefore the fom er



N=5, U/J=0.1, w=0.3. First excited state

Second excited state
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FIG. 4: Tin e dependence of the density pro e for a system wih U = 01 and ! = 03 Wweak

trapping and weak interactions). The di erent sets of bars show the density at successive tin e
nstances for a system prepared in a superposition of the ground state and an excited state (left
panel, st excited state; right panel, second excited state) with the am plitudes 0.92 and 04,
respectively. T he curves in the lower two panels show the variation of the center-ofm ass position
and m ean squared radiis w ith tim e, show ing the dipole and breathing character, respectively, of
the oscillations. T o enhance visibility, the curve for the m ean squared radius hasbeen shifted down
by an am ount equalto its tin e average, de ning the pbtted quantity ash r’i= h ©) ¥ @i r2

where r? is the tin e average.

m ethod was chosen. The result thus obtained for the rst excited state is included in F ig.
3, and it can be seen that the Bogoliubov approxin ation fails appreciably even for weak

Interactions. The reason is that the derivation of the G rossP itaevskii equation assum es



N=5, U/J=100, w=0.3. First excited state Second excited state
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FIG.5: Sameastg.:_éI,butherethe coupling isU = 100.

that the num ber of atom s in the ground state, N o, greatly exceeds the quantum uctuations
around i, which, however, are of order uniy; for the case of ve particles this condition is
certainly not m et.[14]

IV. MODESIN TIGHT TRAPS

Let usnow tum to the case of a tight trap. Figure ¢ digplays the ground-state density
distrioution forvaliesofU ranging from weak to strong interactions, n a trap w ith frequency
! = 490. The physics is here detem ined by the balance between interactions and trap and
the tunneling has little e ect. The phase diagram has mudh m ore structure in this lim it
com pared to the shallow trap case.

For weak interactions (U < 0:1), all the particles sin ply gather in the centralwell (or

10
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FIG . 6: G round-state density in the case of a tight trap, ! = 490.

the two centralwells, if . were even). W ith Increasing U the density distrdboution attens,

and for strong enough Interactions the ground state resembles a M ott insulating state, w ith

(If the even/odd parity of the number of wells

one particle in each of the centerm ost wells.

and the number of particles do not m atch, the edge sites w illbe partially lled. Figuref)
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FIG.7: Quantum uctuations In the ground-state density in a tight trap, ! = 40.

veri es that In this state the quantum uctuations are m inin al, which warrants the use of

the term M ott state. T he transition to the M ott state in this veparticle system is in fact

quite sharp. A lso in the Im it of am all U, the quantum uctuationsbecom e an all, but they

1 and the transition is not sharp.

only vanish com pltely in the Ilim it ! !
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Between the two extram es, the shape of the atom cloud is detem Ined by a balnce
between Interactions and trap potential. &t is quite easy to estin ate the crossover values of
U where the system changes between di erent types of ground state (we avoid speaking of
phases for this nite systam ). If the e ective size of the system is R sites, the interaction

energy E; and trap energy V scale as

Balancing these yieldsR® N ?2U=!? or

N 2 .

©)

TheM ott state, whereR = N , thussetsin aboveU = ! 2N ; inserting the present param eters
we get U = 80. W hen the partickes gather In the centemm ost well, R is equal to 1; this
happenswhen U = !?aN? 035 or an aller. T his back-ofthenapkin argum ent is n alm ost
quantitative agreem ent w ith the exact num erical ndings.

The Iowest f&w m ode frequencies as fiinctions of U when ! = 410 are displayed in Fig.§.
(O bserve that, in order to em phasize physical interpretation, the frequencies were in F ig.'3
given In units of the trap frequency !, but here it is given In units of the tunneling J). The
dependence on coupling seen in F igs.§~] is seen to have clear consequences also for them ode
frequencies. Tn the centrakwell lin i, U < 1, the frequencies are easily interpreted since the
trap detem ines all the physics, and all the eigenstates of the H am iltonian are pure Fock
states or superpositions of degenerate Fock states. The lowest two m odes are superpositions
of the two possble states that result when one particlke is rem oved from the central site
and put In one ofthe two neighboring ones, j:::00410 ::d and J:::01400 :: 4. The Im iting
value of the excitation frequency is equalto !?=2 = 8, the excess energy of one particle
being m oved to a neighboring site. T he energy of the degenerate third and fourth excited
states is tw ice this, sihce they have two particles In in an o —center well. One m ay expect
that am ong the two lowest excitations, the superposition w ith a m Inus sign corresponds to a
dipolem ode and the plus sign corresoonds to a breathing m ode. Indeed, thisiscon m ed in
F ig.d, where the tim e evolutions of the m odes are visualized, but note the sn all am plitude
of the oscillations. T he tin e dependence ism erely due to the an alldeviations from perfect
con nem ent that are still left in the m oderately strong trap w ith frequency ! = 4:0; it can

easily be realized that no current can ow In a system whose eigenstates are pure Fock states

13
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FIG . 8: Lowest few excitation frequencies n a tight trap, ! = 4:0. D ashed lines represent the

B ogoliibov approxin ation.

In con guration space. To see this, consider preparing an iniial state as a superposition of

two elgenstates ofthe system , j i= HAi+ B i, and study its tin e evolution,
J i=e®2t pi+ et 2t Bi; 10)

where !5 = Eg Ex . Now expand the tin e evolution in Fodk states jfi, and obtain for
the density at the position r,
X il
h ©ffaj ©i= JhfAi+ e **" hf B ifhf pla, i (1)
f
and we see Inm ediately that if Al and B i have no Fock state com ponents in comm on,

there can be no tin e dependence. This fact lies behind the insulating nature of the M ott

state, but aswe have seen, it also prohibits the dynam ics in the lin it of a very strong trap.
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N=5, U/J=0.1, w=4. First excited state Second excited state
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FIG .9: V isualization ofthetwo lowestm odes fora tight trap, ! = 40, and weak coupling,U = 0:l.

Panels are as in Fig.4.

A s the coupling gets stronger, the degeneracy is lifted and an intricate pattem of level
crossings follow s; how ever, the dipole/m onopole character ofthe two lowest m odes is retained
untilU approadhesthe value ofapproxin ately 50, where am ixing ofthe dipole and m onopole
m odes starts to be visble, as seen in Fig.1(. W hen U > 100, we are in the M ott state and
the m ixIng is com plete so that the four lowest-lying m odes are degenerate w ith an energy
equal to 5!2=2; this is the energy di erence betiween the second and third well from the
center as each excited state corresponds jast to a digplacem ent of a particle from the center.
In fact, each ofthe two lowest excited states has very high overlap (the overlap is 0.98 when
U = 100) w ith one of the pure Fock states j:::011111000 ::4 and j:::000111110 ::4, i. e.,
the ground-state con guration displaced from the center by one lattice site. T he third and
fourth excited states are ssparated from the rst two by an exoeedingly am all energy gap

15



N=5, U/J=40, w=4. First excited state Second excited state
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FIG.10: Sameastg.:fI,butherethettappjng frequency is ! = 40 and the coupling isU = 40.

(@bout 0005 in units of J), and are m ainly superpositions of the state J:::010111100 :: 4
and itsm irror re ection. A s seen in F ig.11;, excitation of one of these m odes does not result
In oscillation; this isagain a consequence ofthe fact that the eigenstates are pure Fodk states
In the spatial representation. Indeed, this isa M ott insulating state and excitation does not
result in particle ow.

R etuming to them ode frequency plot in F ig.8, the frequencies have also been calculated
in the Bogoliubov approxin ation and are Inclided as dashed lnes. Som ew hat surprisingly,
the Bogoliibov approxin ation perfom s better in the strong-trapping regin e than in the
weak-trapping regin e, although one would na vely expect the accuracy to be worse when
tunneling is suppressed: the quantum uctuations in local density are an all. The appar-
ent paradox is resolved by noting that in this lin it the system is In fact a BoseE instein
condensate: allparticles occupy the sam e state, nam ely the one con ned to the centralwell.
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N=5, U/J=100, w=4. First excited state Second excited state
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FIG.11: Sameastg.:fI,butherethetmppjng frequency is ! = 4:0 and the coupling isU = 100.
V. CONCLUSIONS

The m ode frequencies of a trapped boson system in an optical lattice have been studied
w ith attention to the dependencies on trap strength and Interactions. In the weakly-trapped
Iim it, it is shown that them ode frequencies have the usual character ofdijpole oscillations for
the low est-lying m ode and breathing oscillations for the next—low est, and the frequencies are,
despie the Iow num ber of particles and the discreteness, seen to approxin ately approach
the result for a ham onically trapped gas when the interactions vanish. D iscreteness e ects
set In when the Interaction energy is com parable to the tunneling. For su ciently strong
trapping, the number uctuations are quenched, and the dynam ics therefore absent, In
two lin its: when the Interactions are strong, even the veparticke system displays a quite

sharp transition to a M ott lnsulating state. W hen on the other hand the trapping potential

17



dom nates com pletely, all the particles are trapped In the centralwell and the am plitude of
any oscillation goes to zero. It tums out that the Bogoliibov approxin ation is capable of
approxin ating the m ode frequencies better for strong trapping than for weak trapping: n
the weak-trapping case the num ber ofparticles istoo am all forthe B ogoliubov approxin ation
to work, but a strong trap quenches the uctuations around the B oseE instein condensed

ground state.
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