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A Jarge scale dynam ical sim ulation of the super uid to M ott Insulator transition in the gas of
ultra cold atom s placed In an optical lJattice is perform ed using the tin e dependent G utzw iller m ean
eld approach. T his approxin ate treatm ent allow s us to take into account m ost of the details of the
recent experin ent Nature 415, 39 (2002)] where by changing the depth of the lattice potential an
adiabatic transition from a super uid to a M ott Insulator state hasbeen reported. O ur sim ulations
reveala signi cant excitation ofthe system w ith a transition to lnsulator In restricted regions ofthe

trap only.

PACS num bers: 03.750,03.75XK k,03.75Lm

I. NTRODUCTION

A theoretical suggestion i_]:] of a possibility to realize
one ofthe standard m odels for interacting particles —the
BoseHubbard BH) model @,13]in a cold gas placed in
an optical ]alltt:oe has been followed soon by a sam nal
experim ent {_4]. T he reported realization of a quantum
phase transition between super uid (SF) and M ott insu-—
lator M I) phases showed convincingly that i was pos—
sble to control experin entally param eters of the m odel
practically at w ill. T his triggered several studies nvolv—
Ing Bose condensate [_E;, EG, E’f., :_g_, :_Q, :l-(j]_as well as, m ore
recently Fem B ose m ixtures [11, 114, 3] placed on the
optical lattices (the reference list m ust be not com plete
bearing in m ind that m ore than 70 papers w ith \optical
lattice" in the title are listed in the cond-m at archive last
year only). o

At the sam e tin e a num berofgroups {14,15,16,17,118]
tried to understand the details of the very  rst experi-
m ent []to check the underlying physics. To in agine the
di culty in modeling the experim ent lt us recall that
it involves about 10° interacting atom s (bosons) placed
In the ham onic trap and the three dim ensional (3D)
lattice potential. Such a system is well describbed by a
BoseH ubbard m odel w ith position dependent chem ical
potential EL:]. Even nding the ground state of the sys-
tem for that number of particles and 65 65 65 lat—
tice sites is a form idable task. State of the art quantum
M onte Carlo @M C) [14, 15, 17] calculations ain ed at
the ground state properties include up to 16 sites in 3D
l;Lé_j'],m ore sitesm ay be included in one (1D ) ortwo (2D)
din ensionalm odels [15,17]. These studies, while inter-
esting on their own, can shed little light on the dynam ics
ofthe system when isparam eters are varied. E xcept for
special exactly solvable m odels, the e cient sinulation
of tin edependent properties of interacting m any-body
system rem ainsan open problem although recently quite
a progress has been obtained for 1D system s ég,:_ﬁj_:]

Tt seam s, therefore, that the only reasonable and
tractable way of analyzing the dynam ics of the discussed
experim ent is using approxin ate m ethods. To this end

we shall use an approach based on the tin e dependent
variational principle w ith G utzw iller ansatz. That will
allow s us to m odel the details of the 3D experim ent g].
T he prize for it is sin ilar to that paid in other approx-—
In ate treatm ents —one m ay always question the extend
to which the approxim ations allow to describe the prop—
erties of the system s studied. W e hope to convince the
reader that the num erical results are at least m utually
consistent and thusm ay provide considerable insight into
the dynam ics of the experin ent.

T he discussion of the dynam ics is postponed to Sec—
tion IIT since we discuss in the next Section the static
mean eld solutions for the ground state for experin en—
tal param eters. Here a com parison w ith available exact
QM C results ispossbl at least. This shallgive us som e
con dence about the applicability ofthe mean eld ap—
proach yielding, at the sam e tin e, the iniialstate for the
dynam ics studied later.

II. STATIC MEAN FIELD FOR THE
BOSE-HUBBARD MODEL

T he BoseH ubbard H am ittonian describing the system
takes the form  [i]
X u X X
aii’aj + E n; 0y 1)+

< i;3> i i

H = J Wil'li: (1)

wheren; = a{ai isan occupation num ber operator at site
i wih a; being the corresponding annihilation bosonic
operator), U the interaction energy, J thePtunne]jng coef-

cientand W; theenergy o setatsitei. _,; denotes
a sum over nearest neighbors. Both J and U are func-
tions of the lattice potentialand m ay be easily expressed
In tem s of integrals of the W annier fiinctions of the low -
est energy band for cold atom s in plem entation of the
m odel t_f.].

Consider rst the standard hom ogeneous situation in
which allW ;’s are equal. The last temm in (:I:) becom es
proportional to the (conserved) num ber of bosons and
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m ay be dropped. The only ram aining param eter of the

m odel is the ratio of U=J. W hen tunneling dom inates

the system In its ground state is super uid whil in the
opposite case it becom es the M ott insulator. The bor-

derline betw een the two phases depends on the chem ical
potential . The M ott insulator state is incom pressble

and is characterized by an integer m ean occupation of
sites. In e ect starting from the super uid at an allU=J
and a non Integer ratio ofN=M N denotes the num ber

of atom s while M the number of sites) and increasing

U=J the ground state ram ains super uid up to highest
valuesofU=J at xed boson density. O n the other hand
the range of values corresponding to the comm ensu—

rate lling increaseswih U=J. In e ect, the separation
Iine between a M I and a SF fom s characteristic lobes

g, 4, 16

For a detailed discussion of the BH m odel see [2 :16]
As we are interested in the mean eld approxim ation,
ket us just quote Zwerger [16 ] saying "In two and three-
din ensional lattices, the critical value for the transition
from aM Itoa SF isreasonably welldescribed by am ean—

eld approxin ation". In one dinension the mean eld
approxin ation ismuch worse [_l§']

In the presence of the additional potential, eg. the
ham onic trap, localenergies W ; depend on the sites lo—
cation. Then the e ective chem icalpotentialat each site
becomes ;= W ;. A spointed out already in rE.']thjs
w il lead for large U=J to a shell like structurewith M T
phasesw ith di erent integer occupations highest in the
m iddl assum ing attractive binding additional potential)
separated by SF regions. This picture has been nicely
con med In quantum M onte C arlo calculations both in
1D fi5land in 3D [4].

The latter exact results are of particular interest for
us since they allow ©ra com parison with themean eld
approxin ation. In f_l4_:] a3D 16 16 16 lattice is con—
sidered wih di erent valies of U and J param eters as
wellasthe ham onictrap. To nd themean eld ground
state we m Inin ize

<E>=<GH N$H>; @)
where N =
tion

;ni and 5 > s the G utzw iller trial func-

¥ Re
B>=

i=1 n=0

£ >5): ®)

T he num ber of param eters fn(i) depends on the number
of sites (here 16°) as well as the m axin al occupation at
a given site n, . The average m axin aloccupation at the
center of the trap is 2 Bt the data considered in [L4].
Therefore, it is su cient to take n, = 7. That yilds
a m inin ization procedure over 32768 param eters. Such
a num ber of param eters must lad to a spurious local
m Inin a, unless a very good estin ate exists for the initial
set of fn(l) 's (le. the mitial 5 > ). Fortunately such a
guess is quite obvious and is offten term ed a localm ean
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Figure 1: M ean eld particle density distrdbbution (on-site 1
ing factors) as a function ofthe distance from the center ofthe
trap m easured in the units of the lattice constant a. Filled
circles corresoond to num erical resuls, lines are drawn to
guide the eye. T he param eters of the BH m odelm atch those
quoted In Fig. 1 of [L4], see the text for num erical values.
Com parison wih the latter resuls obtained within \exact"
quantum M onte C arlo reveals the accuracy ofthemean eld
approxin ation.

eld approxin ation. Nam ely at each site i one takes a
solution for fn(l) ’'s corresponding to the hom ogeneous B H
m odelw ith the e ective chem icalpotential ; = W ;.
P rovided W ; changes sm oothly from site to sie, such an
approach should be an excellent approxin ation to a fi1ll
mean eld solution. And indeed it is, we have found
for the data djscgssed below that the initial and nal
< E > [eEqg. (ﬁ )1di er by at m ost 2% ; the num ber
of iterations of standard Num erical Reclpes m Inin iza—
tion packages [22.] is slightly bigger than the number of
param eters.

The results obtained are presented in F_Jgg.' In the
sam e form as the corresponding plot In [_14] to m ake
the com parison easier. The valies of param eters cor-
regoond to those taken in fl4 T he notation used by us
di ersslightly from that of, [14], in parUcu]ar the tunnel-
Ing constant J isdenoted ast in f_lé] For the purpose of
this gure allparam eters are expressed in unitsofJ, ie.
J = 1. To make the com parison w ith notation used in
@é] easier, the coe cient in the temm proportionalto the
num ber of atom s at a given site in {g) ie. thedi erence
of the on-site energy W ; and the chem jcalpotentjal is
expressed as W ; = U+ U=2+ x , where x; isa



position vector of site i w ith xf being the square of the
distance of the i-th site from the center of the ham onic
trap m easured in units ofthe lattice constant. W ith such
a de nition the param eters used in Fjg;_'iL take the val-

ues: panel @): U = 24: Uy = 1108, = 0:19531;
©): U = 32;, Uy = 2808, = 0:19531; (¢): U = 80,
Up = 650, = 097656; @): U = 80:; Uy = 900,

= 1:03062; @): U = 80:; Uy = 120:08, = 2:00375;
and @): U = 80:; Ug = 1500, = 1:75781. A com —

parison of Fig.il w ith Fig. 1 of [I4] indicates that, as far
as the average occupation at di erent sites is concemed,
themean eld solution is in excellent agreem ent w ith the
quantum M onte C arlo results.

Instead of the occupation at di erent sites one m ay
take a Jook at them om entum distrdbution, ie. the quan—
tity closely related to that m easured in the experin ent
(sce #] and the discussion below ). The m om entum dis—
trbution is given by {L4]

X
=3 &F  e* TV <alay>; )
i3

where k is the wavevector, () a Fourder transform of
the W annier site-function. The latter yields a broad
bellshaped background and providesm erely inform ation
about the lattice. The relevant inform ation about the
atom s is contained in the Fourier transform of< ajaj > .
In themean eld approxin ation this factorizes fordi er-
ent ;3 < alay > < al >< aj >. Such a factorization
seam s quite drastic and one m ay expect signi cant dif-
ferences between the m om entum distributions obtained
from QM C and wihin the mean eld approxim ation.
Tt is really not so, however, for bosons In a ham onic
trap as visualized In Fjg.:_zz! forthemean eld.That g-
ure should be com pared with QM C results presented in
Fig.2 of f_lé_il] O bserve that di erences appear only for
panel d), the exact results yield signi cantly broader
mom entum distrdution. A s discussed in {_lé_i‘] alm ost no
SF fraction ispresent in theQM C resul corresponding to
panel [d). T hen the factorization musta ect strongly the
m om entum distribution since In a vast m a prity of sites
< a; >= 0. Clearly, however, as long as som e SF frac-
tion is present in the system themean eld m om entum
distrbbution closely resem bles the exact quantum resuls.

T his apparent quite close agreem ent between QM C re—
sults and themean eld approxin ation for16 16 16
lattice and about 10° atom s is very encouragig in view
of realistic experim ental conditions t4] Here both the
extermal potential changes less J:adely (the size of the
lattice isnow 65 65 65) and num ber ofatom s exceeds
10° thus onem ay expect that themean el approxin a-
tion works even better.

W hile the test described above have been taken for
som e chosen (by authors of [14]) values of U, J, aswell
asthe trap frequency, to sin ulate the experim ent we have
to determ ine  rst the relevant range ofparam eters. From
now on we shallm easure the quantities of dim ension of
energy in the units of the recoil energy of 8’Rb atom s
for light wih a wavelength = 2 =K = 852nm, ie.

E, = ~*K?=2M ,where M is the mass of ®’Rb atom s.
T hedepth ofthe opticallattice V changesfrom 0 to 22E .

Finding W annier functions for di erent valies of V |23]
we evaluate the corresponding U (V) and J (V) values.
The energy o set at each site W; has two com ponents
In the experin ent Ef]. One is the ham onic m agnetic
trap potential (tin e-independent), another is due to the
G aussian intensity pro lesoflattice creating laserbeam s.
T he latterm ay be also approxin ated by a hamm onic term

Ef] the corresponding frequency is then dependent on V .

To ndthemean eldground state fordi erentV val
ues and the num ber ofatom softhe order of10° one needs
to solve a m inin ization problem over?2 10° param eters
Wih n, = 7 as before) which is hardly m anageable.
O nem ay, how ever, use the sym m etry ofthe problem (cu—
bic lattice com bined w ith spherically sym m etric trap) to
signi cantly reduce that number. Let i;j;k count the
sites in x;y;z directions, respectively with each index
taking the values from 32 to ng = 32 (yielding 65 sites
In each direction) . D ue to the ground state sym m etry it is
enough to consideronly thesiteswith O 1 J k ng
which reduces the number of m inin ized param eters to
about 48 thousands. Needless to say we have checked
on the smaller 16 16 16 problm that the symm etry
reduced problem yields the sam e ground state as the fll
m Inin ization.

The results cbtained are presented in Fjg.-'_I% and are
practically indistinguishable from the initial guess ie. a
wavefunction com ing from localmean eld approxin a—
tion discussed above. T he chem icalpotential hasbeen
adjisted (for each ) to have the average num ber of
atomsN =< N >= | < n; > around 10°. This Jkads
to m ore than two atom s (on average) per site in the cen—
ter ofthe trap. T o characterize w hether the state iscloser
to being super uid orM ott nsulatorwede nethe super-

uid factor g = 1=N <al><a > . This factor is
zero forpure M I state When < a; >= 0 as each node is
In a Fock state) and reaches unity for Poissonian statis—
tics at each node. W hilke obviously it is not a \proper"
order param eter for the phase transition, i seem s to be
convenient for characterizing the states cbtained. U sing
this factorwe can quantify states shown in Fig. 1, noting

rst a general qualitative agreem ent w ith experim ental

ndings :_f{l] The case V = 9E, seem s alm ost fully su—
per uid (wih, however, strongly subpoissonian statistics
f_Zé_;] at each site), the case V. = 13E, shows rst traces
of insulator phase (integer occupation of sites w ith van—
ishing variance, the transition is com pleted for signi cant
fraction ofsitesatV = 16E , whilke for the deepest lattice

= 22E , SF fraction is restricted to very narrow regions
separatingdi erent Integer occupations. A carefil reader
m ay notice an all indents visble in lines in panels (c) and
d) ofFi. d They are due to anisotropy induced by a
cubic lattice n an isotropic ham onic trap. The data,
presented necessarily as a function of the radialdistance
contain occupations along the axes, the diagonals, and
other not equivalent directions in the cubic lattice. The
an allness of the indents indicates that the symm etry of
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Figure 2: The rescaled mean eld m om entum distribbution (In arbitrary units) in the st Brillouin zone in the (0,0,1) direction
derived from (4) fordata presented In F ig. -]. T he distrbutions are to be com pared w ith the corresponding \exact" distributions

In Fig.2 of [i_Lg Observe that mean eld resul di ers from the exact distrbution fr the case (d) only { see discussion in the

text.
the trap is dom nant.

IIT. TIM EDEPENDENT M EAN FIELD
DYNAM ICS

The results obtained for mean eld ground state in
realistic situations, shown in the previous Section, seem
quite encouraging. Yet, In them selves they can say lit—
tle about the dynam ics of the system when the lattice
depth V isvaried. In an attem pt to address this in por-
tant issue we shall use a tin edependent version of the
mean eld approxination. To this end we em ploy the
tin edependent variational principle i_é] looking for the
minmum of

< G(t)ji~@£t Ho+ N&o©>; ®)

wih H (t) being now the tin e degpendent H am ittonian.
T he tin e dependence is In plicit via the dependence of
the BH Ham iltonian H on U;J and W ;, that n tum de—
pend on V . The chem icalpotential becom es also tin e
dependent when system param eters are varied. 5 (&) >,
the variationalw avefunction, is assum ed In the standard
G utzw illertype form (:3), w ith fn(i) (t) now being tin e-
dependent.T he very sam e approach hasbeen successfuilly
applied recently to the form ation ofm olecules {é,d the
treatm ent of the disordered optical lattices IlO] as well
as for determ Ining the phase diagram in BoseFerm im ix—-
tures ﬁ_l:_’;]

The m inin ization of §) yields the set of rst order

di erentialequations or £ () :

4 g U @
lgcfn = En(n 1)+ n(Wi ) fn

p—— P—_g
n+ lfm1 i nfn(l)1 ;o (6)

J
P
where ;= _, < G@®HR;H O > (the sum, as indi-
cated by subscript In brackets is over the nearest neigh—
bors only). The nice feature of the evolution resulting
from equations @) is that the average num ber of parti-
clesN =< N > is an exact constant of the m otion g].
N aturally when the param eters of the BH m odel, eg. U
and J, change the chem ical potential corresponding to
themean eld solution wih a given num ber of particles
N also changes. The dynam ics of  cannot be obtained
from {_6) only. One can nd i, however, ©ollow ing the
evolution oftwo states 51 > and 5, > with slightly dif-
ferent average num ber of particles N, =< sz\f B, >=
N:1+ N =< ;N1 > + N. The chen ical poten—
tial at given t m ay be then approximated by () = K
OH OB 0 > <Gi®H OF. @O >)= N and
adjisted at each time step {[3]. This is the approach
used in the num erical results presented below .
Sihcewewantto follow asclosely aspossible the exper—
in ent Eﬁf] ket us recall tsm ain features. T he experin ent
has three stages after loading the ham onic trap w th Rb
condensate — com pare F ig. -'_4 . Firstly, the optical lattice
depth V (t) was increased In 80 m s (using exponential
ramp with tim e constant = 20 ms) from the iniial
zero value (when the hamm onic trap was present only) to
Vi ax = 22E ., whereE , isthe recoilenergy ofRb atom s.
The sam plewasthen held or20m satVy 5% . Finally V (t)
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Figure 3: Solid lines represent mean eld atom density distrbbution (on-site 1lling factor —n) as a function of the distance

from the center of the trap (m easured in units of the lattice constant).

dierent sites2 2= 2( n? >
V=09%,N = 99771, sr =
V = 22E,,N

095; ): V = 13E,,N =

< nj> 2). T he total num ber of atom s and the SF factor sr
99502,
= 94172, s¢ = 001. Sm all ndents seen in the lines in panels (c) and (d) are due to anisotropy induced by a

D ashed lines represent the corresponding variances at
(see text) for each plot are (@):

sr = 040; (): V = 16E,., N = 95408, sr = 0:11; d):

cubic Jattice In an isotropic (ham onic) trap, for fiirther details see text.

w as decreased w ith the linearram p to Ve = 9E , w ith dif-
ferent speed. At any stage the experim ent could be inter—
rupted by rapidly switching o all lJaser beam s building
up the lattice as well as the m agnetic trap. The freely
expanding atom ic cloud, after som e delay, was recorded
by a destructive absorption In aging, yJe]dJng the signal
which re ectsthem om entum distrbution ,[14 16] Since
the absorption in ages are taken along two orthogonal
axes the quantity m easured is in fact the integrated m o-
mentum distrbution [14]:
N (kx;ky) / dkznk: (7)
For clouds released from low optical latticeswhen tun—
neling dom inates and the super uid behavior is expected
the signal re ects Bragg peaks due to interferences of
atom s com Ing from di erent lattice sites. At increased
lattice depths above 13E , the interference m axin a be-
com e Imm ersed In an inocoherent background disappear—
ing practically at 20E .. This behavior was associated

w ith the quantum phase transition from SF to M Iphase
EJ:]. M ost interestingly the coherence of the sam ple m ay

be rapidly recovered when the lattice depth is decreased
(third stage ofthe experim ent) asm easured by the w idth
of the central Interference peak which decreases alm ost
to itsorighalvalie at V. = 9E, In about 4m s.

In the form erapphcanns ofthe tin edependent m ean

eld approach 53,- b,. 10,. 1B] the tin edependence of sys—
tem 's param eters was assum ed to be su ciently slow to
assure adiabaticity. In e ectthemean eld ground state
hasbeen followed by applying the tin edependent equa—
tions for fn(i) )’s (@). Here we have a sin ilar situation
since it isclain ed E] that the changes In tin e 0ofV (t) are
made su ciently slow to keep the system in the m any-
body ground state. Having themean eld ground states
fordi erent V valieswe can (within the m ean approxi-
m ation) test this adiabaticity assum ption.

Looking again at thetinepro ldepicted in Flg:_'ﬂ one
m ay notice that the ram p used in the experin ent leads
Indeed to a very slow increase ofV (t) initiallky, however
changes ofV (t) becom e relatively rapid about and above
V = 9E., ie. In the region where the transition from
SF to M Iis supposed to take place. Taking as the initial
statethem ean eld ground stateatV = 9E,,oursinula—
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Figure 4: The experin ental tin e pro le (solid line) of the
Jattice potential depth V m easured In the recoil energy E
units. The initial exponential increase w ith a tim e constant

= 20m sisPllowed by a atpart and a subsequent decrease
to Ve = 9E . with a linear ram p w ith varying slope. D ashed
line corresponds to the exponentialtin e constant = 40m s,
dash-dotted = 80 ms. Thin dotted lines indicate particu-
Jarly interesting valuesoftin e and V { see text for discussion.

tions show that to assure adiabaticity a sn allchange ofV
on the super uid side (say from V = 9E, toV = 9{E,)
requires about 20m s (one needs 40 m s for a loop from

= 9E, toV = 9:1E, and back to keep the overlap on
the initial state ofthe order of 99 percent) . T hat strongly
Indicates that a m uch longer tin e is needed to traverse
adiabatically the whole interesting region from V = 9E .
toV = 22E,.And that change is realized In about 20m s
In the experin ent.

T o test the adiabatic issue firther we shall concentrate
In the ollow ing on the regin e above V = 9E ., contain—
Ing the quantum phase transition. Starting again from
the Gutzwiller mean eld ground state at V = 9E, we
sim ulate the tin e evolution up to V. = 22E, Wih ex—
perin ental tine pro k). W e m ay com pare the dynam —
ically obtained wavefunction plotted In Fig. -5 ) wih
themean eld ground state at V. = 22E, (bottom right
panel d) in the gure). W hilke the ground state has an
Insulator character aln ost everywhere in the trap w ith

sr = 0:01, the dynam ically evolved wavefunction, by
com parison, seem s to re ect an excited wavepacket and
it has rather an all regions w here the occupation of sites
is close to integer w ith vanishing num ber variance. T he
corresponding srp = 0:12 con m sthe presence ofa rel-
atively large super uid region.

To show that the e ect is really due to the too fast
Increase of the lattice depth we have modi ed the ex-—
perimental tin e pro J slightly, by changing the expo—
nentialconstant from 20m sto 40m s (or 80 m s). That

m akesthe initial rise ofthe laser intensity (anc} the lattice
depth) m ore uniform in tin e — com pare FJgfl O bserve
that while the fullduration ofthe rst stage rem ainsthe
sam g, the Interval of tin e spend on the increase of the
lattice depth from V = 9E . to 22E , Increases from below
20m s (experim entalpro l),toabout30ms (or = 40
ms) orabout 37m s (or = 80m s). Starting again from
themean eld ground state at V = 9E, we obtain the
atom density pro lesshown in Fjg.'_B ©) andFjg.'_E ), re—
spectively. O bserve that the regionsof insulatorbehavior
for both cases are m uch larger than observed previously.
T he corresponding super uid factorsare sy = 0:062 for

= 40m s and sr = 0048 or = 80m s. W hik the

nal distrdbbutions still show signs of signi cant excita-—
tions, the insulator character becom es dom inant for (c)
and also for () case.

K eeping the overallduration ofthe lJaser intensiy tum-
on at 80 m s and enlarging the nal stage com es at the
pnoethatthem:i:alnseﬁ:om V =0E,toV = 9E,, very
an ooth in the experim ent [4] for = 20 ms, becomes
sharper for larger (com pare FJg.-r_4) . Thus larger
m ay lead to som e excitation at the initial creation ofthe
lattice, not apparent in our sin ulations since we start
from the ground state at V = 9E .. Trying to keep the
total duration of the experin ent as short as possble (to
avoid, forexam ple, the decoherence) one can stillin agine
a slightly m ore sophisticated pulse rise with say = 20
m s initially up to say V = 9E , and further increase w ith
a larger tin e constant, say 40 m s. W hile the duration of
the experim ent Increases by 10% only, the degree of the
excitation ofthe nalwavepacket becom esmuch an aller
and the msulator characterm uch m ore pronounced.

Tn the experin ent {] the atom ic density distrbution
isnot m easured directly. T he presence ofthe M ott Insu—
lator lJayer has been detected by cbserving the resonance
In the excitation spectrum around the interaction energy
U . C karly the size of the corresponding peak is related
to the num ber of atom s in the insulator layers. O ur re—
sults indicate that an appropriate suggested change In
the tine pro Il ofV (t) should increase the size of Insu—
lator regions and thus enhance the resonant peak in the
excitation spectrum .

Letusm ention also that qualitatively sim ilar resultsto
that depicted n F Jg§ are obtained starting the evolution
from di erent value ofV say V = 8E, as long as the ini-
tialV issu clently big but sm aller than the beginning of
the SF-M I transition regimn e (@round V = 13E.). In the
experim ent the lattice depth is ncreased from the initial
zero va]ue but for that case the BoseH ubbard Ham ilto-
nian (].) is not a good m odel to describe the cold atom s
physics. T his discrete Jattice m odel is appropriate {,16]
when the atom s have to rem ain In the lowest vibrational
state at each site that is ora su clently deep lattice.

Tt is m ost interesting to com pare the integrated m o—
mentum distrbutions ('"}) corresponding to the position
distrdbutions shown in Fig. -5 The cuts along k, = 0
are presented In Fig. -6 In contrast to Fig. -2 we In-
clide now the Fourier transform ofthe W annier function
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Figure 5: Atom density distrdbution (on-site lling factor) afteram ean eld evolution starting from them ean eld ground state
atV = 9E, atthe nalvalue ofV = 22E , fordi erentV (t) tin e dependence. (a) corresponds to the exponential tim e scale of
20ms, b) to 40m s, (c) to 80 m s. The longer the tin e scale, the slower the change ofV (t) In the considered range as can be
sen In Fig. :ﬁi Thick dashed lnes In @) to (c) present tw ice the variance ofthe‘on—sjte occupation show ing that the nsulator
regions In (p) and (c) arem uch larger than in (@). Panel (d) repeats, aﬁ:erFJ'g.i_i, themean eld ground stateatV = 22E ., for
com parison. O bserve that indents in the lines for dynam ically evolved wavefiinctions are m uch m ore pronounced than in the
static (d) case. A s before these Indents are due to di erent sym m etries of the cubic lattice and sperically ham onic isotropic
trap. The con icting sym m etries lead to anisotropic excitations in the dynam ical situations when the potential param eters are

varied. T hose excitations are responsible for the indents.

[com pare eq.-'_4)] so the quantity plotted m atches the ex—
perin ent (for a better quantitative picture, we prefer the
cut along ky, = 0 instead of the three-din ensional color
plot used oroginally to represent the experin entaldata).
Panel (@) corresponds to the experim ental pro l. Ob-—
serve that the integrated m om entum distrdbution consists
of a broad peak In a very nice agreem ent w ith the exper-
inent EI]. Note, however, that for other, \m ore adia—
batic" tin e pro lesthe narrow centralstructure em erges
[com pare (b)]becom Ing quite pronounced both for (c) as
well as for the mean eld ground state m om entum dis—
tribution { depicted in panel (d). The absence of the
narrow Bragg peak in the experin ent seem s to be, there—
fore, not related to the transition to nsulator phase as
suggested in iﬁf]. T he persistence of the narrow peaks in
M ott regin e has been already noted In f_lé_l'] In a model
static quantum M onte C arl study on a sn aller lattice.
Resul presented In (d) indicates that the conclusion of
the authors {_l-Z_L'] conceming the ground state m om entum
distrbbution extends also to a realistic sam ple. The dy—

nam ical results presented in Fug.:§ suggests that fading

ofthe B ragg peaks and the appearance ofthe broad inte—

grated m om entum distribution can be associated w ith a

signi cant excitation of the sam ple rather than the tran—
sition to M ott nsulator regim e.

T he reliability of the dynam icalmean eld approach
may be tested further n an attempt to reproduce
\restoration of coherence" part of the experin ent g].
In the experim ent, after reaching V. = 22E, the lattice
depth is kept constant for 20m s and then decreased back
toV = 9E, wih a linear ram p of durationt. It is shown
that the tim e needed to restore the narrow interference
pattem in the integrated m om entum distrbution is of
the order of 4m s. This phenom enon is associated w ih
restoring the coherence in the sam ple.

T his interpretation is In contradiction w ith results al-
ready presented in Fig.i { the existence (or the lack of
i) ofthe narrow peaks seam s not to be solely related to
the coherence of the sam ple but also to its exciation.
T he question, however, rem ains w hether the dynam ical
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Figure 6: Integrated m om entum distributions ﬁ_]l) for states shown in Fjg.g (panels m atch one another). The cut N (ki ;0)
along ky = 0 is shown only. Observe that for the tin e pro le of the experim ent no narrow peak is visble. in agreem ent w ith

the experim ent. For m ore adiabatic tin e scale { panel (c), as well as for the ground state {

(d) { the narrow peak In the

m om entum distribbution is clearly visble. For a further discussion see text.

mean eld calculation can reproduce the results of the
experin ent, ie. the dependence of the width of the in-
terference pattem on the tim e duration of lowering the
lattice.

To answer this question we m ake a sinulation (the
results are shown in Fig. :j), starting from the static
solution in the SF regine (taken for the convenience
at V. = 9E, again) increasing exponentially the lattice
height as In the experin ent i_ll], the subsequent delay of
20msatV = 22E, and a linear ram p-down w ith various
slopes. Note that the shape of the curve as well as the
tin e scale of restoring the narrow interference pattem is
In quite good agreem ent w ith the experin ent. W hik the
experim entaldata could be tw ih a doubl exponential
decay w ith two tin e scales, ourmean eld data are rea—
sonably reproduced w ith a single exponential decay w ith
tine scale = 145 ms. This nicely corresponds w ith
the shorter tin e scale of the experimnent (094 ms). The
obtained tin e scale is also of the order ofa typical shglk
tunneling tin e (1=J In appropriate units) to the nearby
site. O ur num ericaldata fail to reproduce the second ex—
perin ental tim e scale. T his points out to the possbility
that it can be associated indeed w ith a long range cor-
relation between sites. Such a a long range correlation
should not m anifest itself In ourmean eld sinulations

{ the G utzw iller w avefunction neglects entanglem ent be—
tween sites.

The observed quie good agreem ent of the obtained
w idths of the m om entum distrbution w ih the experi-
ment 5_4] seam s to be quite a spectacular success of the
dynam icalm ean eld sim ulation bearing in m ind is sim —
plicity. The fact that themean eld approach works so
wellm ay be, in our opinion, attrbuted to the fact that
the dynam ics takes place in the regin e where super uid
fraction ram ains signi cant. Then themean atom ic  eld

; doesnot vanish allow ing for sem iclassical m ean— eld)
description. Our results suggest that the system has
quite a longm em ory and rem em bersthat i wasorighally
a SF.This ts nicely wih the excited wavepacket-lke
character of dynam ically obtained wavefunction clearly
visble in Fig.8@).

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

To summ arize, it has been shown that themean eld
G utzw iller approxin ation allow s one to sinulate a dy—
nam ics of inhom ogeneous B oseH ubbard m odel taking
Into account realistic experin ental conditions. The ac—
curacy of the approxin ation cannot be controlled which
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Figure 7: H alfw idth of the central interference peak for dif-
ferent ram p down tin es t. obtained by a lorentzian t ofthe
integrated m om entum distrbution { com pare (:]') . Filled cir-
cles are connected by a line to guide the eye. D ashed line is
a single exponentialdecay with a tin e constant = 1:45m s.

is the m a pr draw back of the present approach (@ com —
parison with exact dynam ics for an all system s w ill lead
us now here since then themean eld approach is known
to 2il). O n the other hand a com parison w ith the avail-

able data seem s quite encouraging. A cceptingmean  eld
predictions we may con m that indeed the transition
from super uid to M ott insulator takesplace @bei in a
an all part of the sam plk) in the experin ent if.']. On the
other hand the clain that the rst stage of the experi-
m ent isperform ed adiabatically assuring that the system
rem ains in itsm any body ground state (and thus a gen-—
uine textbook quantum phase transition B] is reahzed)
seam s questionable. W e con m the suggestion of_[l_A]
that fading of narrow peaks in the m om entum distribu-
tion should not be assotiated w ith the transition to the
M ott lnsulator regin e. Rather it is a dynam icale ect.

W e suggest that optin ization ofthe lattice depth tim e
dependence (ie. laser ntensity pro J) may help to en—
large the insulator regions m aking the transition m ore
adiabatic. That m ay be detected by m easuring the size
of the peak in the excitation spectrum ofthe system .

Lastly, et usm ention, that a very recent preprint 12-5
reportsa study ofexact dynam ics ofthe m odelusing the
m ethod of QO 21- H ow ever, the results consideratm ost
49 atom s in 40 sites of 1D lattice.

P articipation of D . D elande at the early stage of this
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