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A large scale dynam icalsim ulation ofthe superuid to M ott insulator transition in the gas of

ultra cold atom splaced in an opticallatticeisperform ed using thetim edependentG utzwillerm ean

�eld approach.Thisapproxim atetreatm entallowsusto takeinto accountm ostofthedetailsofthe

recentexperim ent[Nature 415,39 (2002)]where by changing the depth ofthe lattice potentialan

adiabatic transition from a superuid to a M ottinsulatorstate hasbeen reported.O ursim ulations

reveala signi�cantexcitation ofthesystem with a transition to insulatorin restricted regionsofthe

trap only.

PACS num bers:03.75-b,03.75.K k,03.75.Lm

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

A theoreticalsuggestion [1]ofa possibility to realize

oneofthestandard m odelsforinteracting particles-the

Bose-Hubbard (BH)m odel[2,3]in a cold gasplaced in

an opticallattice has been followed soon by a sem inal

experim ent [4]. The reported realization ofa quantum

phasetransition between super uid (SF)and M ottinsu-

lator (M I) phases showed convincingly that it was pos-

sible to controlexperim entally param etersofthe m odel

practically atwill.Thistriggered severalstudiesinvolv-

ing Bose condensate [5,6,7,8,9,10]as wellas,m ore

recently Ferm i-Bose m ixtures[11,12,13]placed on the

opticallattices (the reference listm ustbe notcom plete

bearing in m ind thatm orethan 70 paperswith \optical

lattice"in thetitlearelisted in thecond-m atarchivelast

yearonly).

Atthesam etim eanum berofgroups[14,15,16,17,18]

tried to understand the details ofthe very � rst experi-

m ent[4]to check theunderlying physics.To im aginethe

di� culty in m odeling the experim ent let us recallthat

it involvesabout 105 interacting atom s (bosons)placed

in the harm onic trap and the three dim ensional (3D)

lattice potential. Such a system is welldescribed by a

Bose-Hubbard m odelwith position dependent chem ical

potential[1]. Even � nding the ground state ofthe sys-

tem for that num ber ofparticles and 65� 65 � 65 lat-

tice sitesisa form idable task.State ofthe artquantum

M onte Carlo (Q M C) [14,15,17]calculations aim ed at

the ground state propertiesinclude up to 16 sitesin 3D

[14],m oresitesm ay beincluded in one(1D)ortwo (2D)

dim ensionalm odels[15,17]. These studies,while inter-

esting on theirown,can shed littlelighton thedynam ics

ofthesystem when itsparam etersarevaried.Exceptfor

specialexactly solvable m odels,the e� cient sim ulation

oftim e-dependent properties ofinteracting m any-body

system rem ainsan open problem although recently quite

a progresshasbeen obtained for1D system s[20,21].

It seem s, therefore, that the only reasonable and

tractableway ofanalyzing thedynam icsofthediscussed

experim ent is using approxim ate m ethods. To this end

we shalluse an approach based on the tim e dependent

variationalprinciple with G utzwiller ansatz. That will

allowsusto m odelthe detailsofthe 3D experim ent[4].

The prize foritis sim ilarto thatpaid in otherapprox-

im ate treatm ents-one m ay alwaysquestion the extend

to which the approxim ationsallow to describethe prop-

erties ofthe system s studied. W e hope to convince the

reader that the num ericalresults are at least m utually

consistentand thusm ayprovideconsiderableinsightinto

the dynam icsofthe experim ent.

The discussion ofthe dynam ics is postponed to Sec-

tion III since we discuss in the next Section the static

m ean � eld solutionsforthe ground state forexperim en-

talparam eters. Here a com parison with available exact

Q M C resultsispossibleatleast.Thisshallgiveussom e

con� dence aboutthe applicability ofthe m ean � eld ap-

proach yielding,atthesam etim e,theinitialstateforthe

dynam icsstudied later.

II. STA T IC M EA N FIELD FO R T H E

B O SE-H U B B A R D M O D EL

TheBose-Hubbard Ham iltonian describing thesystem

takesthe form [1]

H = � J
X

< i;j>

a
y

iaj +
U

2

X

i

ni(ni� 1)+
X

i

W ini: (1)

whereni = a
y

iai isan occupation num beroperatoratsite

i(with ai being the corresponding annihilation bosonic

operator),U theinteraction energy,J thetunnelingcoef-

� cientand Wi theenergy o� setatsitei.
P

< i;j>
denotes

a sum overnearestneighbors. Both J and U are func-

tionsofthelatticepotentialand m ay beeasily expressed

in term sofintegralsoftheW annierfunctionsofthelow-

est energy band for cold atom s im plem entation ofthe

m odel[1].

Consider� rstthe standard hom ogeneoussituation in

which allW i’s are equal. The lastterm in (1) becom es

proportionalto the (conserved) num ber ofbosons and

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0406186v2


2

m ay be dropped. The only rem aining param eterofthe

m odelis the ratio ofU=J. W hen tunneling dom inates

the system in itsground state issuper uid while in the

opposite case it becom es the M ott insulator. The bor-

derlinebetween thetwo phasesdependson thechem ical

potential�. The M ottinsulatorstate is incom pressible

and is characterized by an integer m ean occupation of

sites.In e� ectstarting from thesuper uid atsm allU=J

and a non integerratio ofN =M (N denotesthe num ber

ofatom s while M the num ber ofsites) and increasing

U=J the ground state rem ains super uid up to highest

valuesofU=J at� xed boson density.O n theotherhand

the range of� values corresponding to the com m ensu-

rate � lling increaseswith U=J. In e� ect,the separation

line between a M I and a SF form s characteristic lobes

[2,3,16],

Fora detailed discussion ofthe BH m odelsee [2,16].

As we are interested in the m ean � eld approxim ation,

letusjustquote Zwerger[16]saying "In two and three-

dim ensionallattices,the criticalvalue forthe transition

from aM ItoaSF isreasonablywelldescribed byam ean-

� eld approxim ation". In one dim ension the m ean � eld

approxim ation ism uch worse[16].

In the presence ofthe additionalpotential,e.g. the

harm onictrap,localenergiesW i depend on the siteslo-

cation.Then thee� ectivechem icalpotentialateach site

becom es�i = � � W i.Aspointed outalready in [1]this

willlead forlarge U=J to a shelllike structure with M I

phaseswith di� erentintegeroccupations(highestin the

m iddleassum ing attractivebinding additionalpotential)

separated by SF regions. This picture has been nicely

con� rm ed in quantum M onte Carlo calculationsboth in

1D [15]and in 3D [14].

The latter exact results are ofparticular interest for

ussincethey allow fora com parison with them ean � eld

approxim ation.In [14]a 3D 16� 16� 16 lattice iscon-

sidered with di� erent values ofU and J param eters as

wellastheharm onictrap.To � nd them ean � eld ground

statewe m inim ize

< E > = < G jH � �N̂ jG > ; (2)

where N̂ =
P

i
ni and jG > isthe G utzwillertrialfunc-

tion

jG > =

MY

i= 1

(

nmX

n= 0

f
(i)
n jn > i): (3)

The num ber ofparam etersf
(i)
n depends on the num ber

ofsites(here 163)aswellasthe m axim aloccupation at

a given sitenm .Theaveragem axim aloccupation atthe

center ofthe trap is 2 fot the data considered in [14].

Therefore,it is su� cient to take nm = 7. That yields

a m inim ization procedure over32768 param eters. Such

a num ber ofparam eters m ust lead to a spurious local

m inim a,unlessa very good estim ateexistsfortheinitial

set off
(i)
n ’s (i.e. the initialjG > ). Fortunately such a

guessisquite obviousand isoften term ed a localm ean
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Figure1:M ean �eld particledensity distribution (on-site�ll-

ingfactors)asafunction ofthedistancefrom thecenterofthe

trap m easured in theunitsofthelatticeconstanta.Filled cir-

clescorrespond to num ericalresults,linesare drawn to guide

theeye.Theparam etersoftheBH m odelm atch exactly those

quoted in Fig.1 of[14]. Com parison with the latter results

obtained within \exact" quantum M onte Carlo reveals the

accuracy ofthe m ean �eld approxim ation.

� eld approxim ation. Nam ely at each site ione takes a

solution forf
(i)
n ’scorresponding to thehom ogeneousBH

m odelwith thee� ectivechem icalpotential�i = �� W i.

Provided W i changessm oothly from siteto site,such an

approach should be an excellentapproxim ation to a full

m ean � eld solution. And indeed it is, we have found

for the data discussed below that the initialand � nal

< E > [see Eq.(2)]di� er by at m ost 2% ;the num ber

of iterations of standard Num ericalRecipes m inim iza-

tion packages[22]is slightly biggerthan the num ber of

param eters.

Theresultsobtained arepresented in Fig.1in thesam e

form asthe corresponding plotin [14]to m akethe com -

parison easier. The param eter values correspond pre-

cisely to thosetaken in [14].Pleasenotethatthetunnel-

ing constantJ isdenoted astin [14]. A com parison of

both � guresindicatesthat,asfarastheaverageoccupa-

tion atdi� erentsitesisconcerned,them ean � eld solution

isin excellentagreem entwith thequantum M onteCarlo

results.

Instead ofthe occupation at di� erent sites one m ay

takea look atthem om entum distribution,i.e.thequan-

tity closely related to that m easured in the experim ent

(see [4]and the discussion below). The m om entum dis-



3

0 1 2 3ka
1000

2000

3000

0 1 2 3ka
0

20000

40000

0 1 2 3ka
0

30000

60000

nk/|φ(k)|
2

0 1 2 3ka
0

1e+05

2e+05

3e+05

0 1 2 3ka
0

40000

80000
n k/|φ(k)|

2
0 1 2 3ka

0

1×10
6

2×10
6

3×10
6(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure2:Therescaled m ean �eld m om entum distribution (in arbitrary units)in the�rstBrillouin zonein the(0,0,1)direction

derived from (4)fordatapresented in Fig.1).Thedistributionsaretobecom pared with thecorresponding\exact"distributions

in Fig.2 of[14].O bserve thatm ean �eld resultdi�ersfrom the exactdistribution forthe case (d)only { see discussion in the

text.

tribution isgiven by [14]

nk = j�(k)j2
X

i;j

e
ik�(ri�r j) < a

y

iaj > ; (4)

where k is the wavevector,�(k) a Fourier transform of

the W annier site-function. The latter yields a broad

bell-shaped background and providesm erely inform ation

about the lattice. The relevant inform ation about the

atom siscontained in theFouriertransform of< a
y

iaj > .

In them ean � eld approxim ation thisfactorizesfordi� er-

enti;j < a
y

iaj > � < a
y

i > < aj > . Such a factorization

seem s quite drastic and one m ay expect signi� cant dif-

ferences between the m om entum distributions obtained

from Q M C and within the m ean � eld approxim ation.

It is really not so, however,for bosons in a harm onic

trap asvisualized in Fig.2 forthe m ean � eld.That� g-

ure should be com pared with Q M C resultspresented in

Fig.2 of[14]. O bserve that di� erences appear only for

panel(d), the exact results yield signi� cantly broader

m om entum distribution. Asdiscussed in [14]alm ostno

SF fraction ispresentin theQ M C resultcorrespondingto

panel(d).Then thefactorizationm usta� ectstronglythe

m om entum distribution since in a vastm ajority ofsites

< ai > = 0. Clearly,however,as long assom e SF frac-

tion ispresentin the system the m ean � eld m om entum

distribution closely resem blestheexactquantum results.

Thisapparentquitecloseagreem entbetween Q M C re-

sultsand the m ean � eld approxim ation for16� 16� 16

lattice and about103 atom sisvery encouraging in view

ofrealistic experim entalconditions [4]. Here both the

externalpotentialchanges less rapidly (the size ofthe

latticeisnow 65� 65� 65)and num berofatom sexceeds

105 thusonem ay expectthatthem ean � eld approxim a-

tion workseven better.

W hile the test described above have been taken for

som e chosen (by authorsof[14])valuesofU ,J,aswell

asthetrap frequency,tosim ulatetheexperim entwehave

todeterm ine� rsttherelevantrangeofparam eters.From

now on we shallm easure the quantitiesofdim ension of

energy in the units ofthe recoilenergy of 87Rb atom s

for light with a wavelength � = 2�=K = 852nm , i.e.

E r = ~
2K 2=2M ,where M is the m ass of87Rb atom s.

Thedepth oftheopticallatticeV changesfrom 0to22E r.

Finding W annierfunctionsfordi� erentvaluesofV [23]

we evaluate the corresponding U (V ) and J(V ) values.

The energy o� set at each site Wi has two com ponents

in the experim ent [4]. O ne is the harm onic m agnetic

trap potential(tim e-independent),anotherisdue to the

G aussian intensitypro� lesoflatticecreatinglaserbeam s.

Thelatterm ay bealsoapproxim ated by aharm onicterm

[4]the corresponding frequency isthen dependenton V .

To � nd them ean � eld ground statefordi� erentV val-

uesand thenum berofatom softheorderof105 oneneads

to solvea m inim ization problem over2� 106 param eters

(with nm = 7 as before) which is hardly m anageable.

O nem ay,however,usethesym m etry oftheproblem (cu-

biclatticecom bined with spherically sym m etrictrap)to

signi� cantly reduce that num ber. Let i;j;k count the

sites in x;y;z directions, respectively with each index

taking the valuesfrom � 32 to ns = 32 (yielding 65 sites

in eachdirection).Duetothegroundstatesym m etryitis

enough toconsideronlythesiteswith 0 � i� j� k � ns
which reduces the num ber ofm inim ized param eters to

about 48 thousands. Needless to say we have checked

on the sm aller16� 16� 16 problem thatthe sym m etry
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Figure 3: Solid lines represent m ean �eld atom density distribution (on-site �lling factor -n) as a function ofthe distance

from the centerofthe trap (m easured in unitsofthe lattice constant). D ashed linesrepresentthe corresponding variancesat

di�erentsites2� 2

i = 2(< n
2

i > � < ni >
2).The totalnum berofatom sand the SF factorS F (see text)foreach plotare (a):

V = 9E r,N = 99771,S F = 0:95;(b): V = 13E r,N = 99502,S F = 0:40;(c): V = 16E r,N = 95408,S F = 0:11;(d):

V = 22E r,N = 94172,S F = 0:01.

reduced problem yieldsthesam eground stateasthefull

m inim ization.

The results obtained are presented in Fig.3 and are

practically indistinguishable from the initialguessi.e. a

wavefunction com ing from localm ean � eld approxim a-

tion discussed above.Thechem icalpotential� hasbeen

adjusted (for each case)to have the average num ber of

atom sN = < N̂ > =
P

i
< ni > around 105. Thisleads

to m orethan two atom s(on average)persitein thecen-

terofthetrap.Tocharacterizewhetherthestateiscloser

tobeingsuper uid orM ottinsulatorwede� nethesuper-

 uid factorSF = 1=N
P

< ai > < a
y

i > . Thisfactoris

zero forpure M Istate (when < ai > = 0 aseach node is

in a Fock state)and reachesunity forPoissonian statis-

tics ateach node. W hile obviously itis not a \proper"

orderparam eterforthe phase transition,itseem sto be

convenientforcharacterizing the statesobtained. Using

thisfactorwecan quantify statesshown in Fig.1,noting

� rst a generalqualitative agreem ent with experim ental

� ndings [4]. The case V = 9E r seem s alm ost fully su-

per uid (with,however,strongly subpoissonian statistics

[24]ateach site),the case V = 13E r shows� rsttraces

ofinsulatorphase (integeroccupation ofsiteswith van-

ishingvariance,thetransition iscom pleted forsigni� cant

fraction ofsitesatV = 16E r whileforthedeepestlattice

V = 22E r SF fraction isrestricted tovery narrow regions

separating di� erentintegeroccupations.

III. T IM E-D EP EN D EN T M EA N FIELD

D Y N A M IC S

The results obtained for m ean � eld ground state in

realistic situations,shown in the previousSection,seem

quite encouraging. Yet,in them selves they can say lit-

tle about the dynam ics ofthe system when the lattice

depth V isvaried.In an attem ptto addressthisim por-

tant issue we shalluse a tim e-dependent version ofthe

m ean � eld approxim ation. To this end we em ploy the

tim e-dependent variationalprinciple [8]looking for the

m inim um of

< G (t)ji~
@

@t
� H (t)+ �N̂ jG (t)> ; (5)

with H (t) being now the tim e dependent Ham iltonian.

The tim e dependence is im plicit via the dependence of
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theBH Ham iltonian H on U;J and W i,thatin turn de-

pend on V .The chem icalpotential� becom esalso tim e

dependentwhen system param etersare varied.jG (t)> ,

thevariationalwavefunction,isassum ed in thestandard

G utzwiller-type form (3),with f
(i)
n (t) now being tim e-

dependent.Thevery sam eapproach hasbeen successfully

applied recently to the form ation ofm olecules[8,9],the

treatm ent ofthe disordered opticallattices [10]as well

asfordeterm iningthephasediagram in Bose-Ferm im ix-

tures[13].

The m inim ization of(5) yields the set of� rst order

di� erentialequationsforf
(i)
n (t):

i
d

dt
f
(i)
n =

�
U

2
n(n � 1)+ n(W i� �)

�

f
(i)
n �

J

h

�?
i

p
n + 1f

(i)

n+ 1 + �i

p
nf

(i)

n�1

i

; (6)

where �i =
P

< j>
< G (t)jajjG (t)> (the sum ,asindi-

cated by subscriptin bracketsisoverthe nearestneigh-

bors only). The nice feature ofthe evolution resulting

from equations(6)isthatthe average num ber ofparti-

cles N = < N̂ > is an exactconstantofthe m otion [8].

Naturally when theparam etersofthe BH m odel,e.g.U

and J,change the chem icalpotentialcorresponding to

the m ean � eld solution with a given num berofparticles

N also changes. The dynam icsof� cannotbe obtained

from (6) only. O ne can � nd it,however,following the

evolution oftwostatesjG 1 > and jG 2 > with slightly dif-

ferentaveragenum berofparticlesN 2 = < G 2jN̂ jG 2 > =

N 1 + �N = < G1jN̂ jG 1 > + �N . The chem icalpoten-

tialatgiven tm ay be then approxim ated by �(t)= (<

G 2(t)jH (t)jG 2(t) > � < G 1(t)jH (t)jG 1(t) > )=�N and

adjusted at each tim e step [13]. This is the approach

used in the num ericalresultspresented below.

Sincewewanttofollow ascloselyaspossibletheexper-

im ent[4]letusrecallitsm ain features.The experim ent

hasthreestagesafterloading theharm onictrap with Rb

condensate -com pare Fig.4. Firstly,the opticallattice

depth V (t) was increased in 80 m s (using exponential

ram p with tim e constant � = 20 m s) from the initial

zero value(when theharm onictrap waspresentonly)to

Vm ax = 22E r,whereE r istherecoilenergy ofRb atom s.

Thesam plewasthen held for20m satVm ax.Finally V (t)

wasdecreased with thelinearram p toVf = 9E r with dif-

ferentspeed.Atany stagetheexperim entcould beinter-

rupted by rapidly switching o� alllaserbeam sbuilding

up the lattice as wellas the m agnetic trap. The freely

expanding atom ic cloud,aftersom e delay,wasrecorded

by a destructive absorption im aging,yielding the signal

which re ectsthem om entum distribution [14,16].Since

the absorption im ages are taken along two orthogonal

axesthe quantity m easured isin facttheintegrated m o-

m entum distribution [14]:

N (kx;ky)/

Z

dkxnk: (7)

0 20 40 60 80 100 120
time [ms]

0

22

9

V
/E

r

Figure 4: The experim entaltim e pro�le (solid line) of the

lattice potentialdepth V m easured in the recoilenergy E r

units. The initialexponentialincrease with a tim e constant

� = 20 m sisfollowed by a atpartand a subsequentdecrease

to Vf = 9E r with a linear ram p with varying slope. D ashed

line correspondsto theexponentialtim e constant� = 40 m s,

dash-dotted � = 80 m s. Thin dotted lines indicate particu-

larly interesting valuesoftim eand V {seetextfordiscussion.

Forcloudsreleased from low opticallatticeswhen tun-

neling dom inatesand thesuper uid behaviorisexpected

the signalre ects Bragg peaks due to interferences of

atom s com ing from di� erent lattice sites. At increased

lattice depths above 13E r the interference m axim a be-

com e im m ersed in an incoherentbackground disappear-

ing practically at 20E r. This behavior was associated

with thequantum phasetransition from SF to M Iphase

[4]. M ostinterestingly the coherence ofthe sam ple m ay

be rapidly recovered when the lattice depth isdecreased

(third stageoftheexperim ent)asm easured by thewidth

ofthe centralinterference peak which decreases alm ost

to itsoriginalvalue atV = 9E r in about4m s.

In theform erapplicationsofthetim e-dependentm ean

� eld approach [8,9,10,13]the tim e-dependence ofsys-

tem ’sparam eterswasassum ed to be su� ciently slow to

assureadiabaticity.In e� ectthem ean � eld ground state

hasbeen followed by applying the tim e-dependentequa-

tions for f
(i)
n (t)’s (6). Here we have a sim ilar situation

sinceitisclaim ed [4]thatthechangesin tim eofV (t)are

m ade su� ciently slow to keep the system in the m any-

body ground state.Having the m ean � eld ground states

fordi� erentV valueswe can (within the m ean approxi-

m ation)testthisadiabaticity assum ption.

Lookingagain atthetim epro� ledepicted in Fig.4one

m ay notice thatthe ram p used in the experim entleads

indeed to a very slow increase ofV (t)initially,however

changesofV (t)becom erelatively rapid aboutand above

V = 9E r,i.e. in the region where the transition from
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Figure 5: Atom density distribution (on-site �lling factor) after a m ean �eld evolution starting from the m ean �eld ground

state atV = 9E r atthe �nalvalue ofV = 22E r fordi�erentV (t)tim e dependence. (a)correspondsto the exponentialtim e

scale of20 m s,(b)to 40 m s,(c)to 80 m s.The longerthe tim e scale,the slowerthe change ofV (t)in the considered range as

can be seen in Fig.4. Thick dashed lines in (a) to (c) present twice the variance ofthe on-site occupation showing thatthe

insulator regions in (b) and (c) are m uch larger than in (a). Panel(d) repeats,after Fig.3,the m ean �eld ground state at

V = 22E r forcom parison.

SF to M Iissupposed to takeplace.Taking astheinitial

statethem ean � eld groundstateatV = 9Er,oursim ula-

tionsshow thattoassureadiabaticityasm allchangeofV

on the super uid side(say from V = 9Er to V = 9:1E r)

requires about 20m s (one needs 40 m s for a loop from

V = 9E r to V = 9:1E r and back to keep the overlap on

theinitialstateoftheorderof99percent).Thatstrongly

indicates thata m uch longertim e is needed to traverse

adiabatically the whole interesting region from V = 9E r

to V = 22E r.And thatchangeisrealized in about20m s

in the experim ent.

Totesttheadiabaticissuefurtherweshallconcentrate

in the following on the regim e above V = 9E r contain-

ing the quantum phase transition. Starting again from

the G utzwiller m ean � eld ground state at V = 9Er we

sim ulate the tim e evolution up to V = 22E r (with ex-

perim entaltim e pro� le). W e m ay com pare the dynam -

ically obtained wavefunction plotted in Fig.5(a) with

the m ean � eld ground state atV = 22Er (bottom right

panel(d)in the � gure). W hile the ground state hasan

insulator character alm ost everywhere in the trap with

SF = 0:01,the dynam ically evolved wavefunction,by

com parison,seem sto re ectan excited wavepacketand

ithasrathersm allregionswhere the occupation ofsites

isclose to integerwith vanishing num bervariance. The

corresponding SF = 0:12 con� rm sthepresenceofa rel-

atively largesuper uid region.

To show that the e� ect is really due to the too fast

increase ofthe lattice depth we have m odi� ed the ex-

perim entaltim e pro� le slightly,by changing the expo-

nentialconstant� from 20 m sto 40m s(or80 m s).That

m akestheinitialriseofthelaserintensity(and thelattice

depth)m ore uniform in tim e -com pare Fig.4. O bserve

thatwhilethefullduration ofthe� rststagerem ainsthe

sam e,the intervaloftim e spend on the increase ofthe

latticedepth from V = 9E r to22E r increasesfrom below

20 m s(experim entalpro� le),to about30 m s(for� = 40

m s)orabout37 m s(for� = 80 m s).Starting again from

the m ean � eld ground state at V = 9Er we obtain the

atom density pro� lesshown in Fig.5(b)and Fig.5(c),re-

spectively.O bservethattheregionsofinsulatorbehavior

forboth casesarem uch largerthan observed previously.

Thecorrespondingsuper uid factorsareSF = 0:062for

� = 40m s and SF = 0:048 for � = 80m s. W hile the

� naldistributions stillshow signs ofsigni� cant excita-

tions,the insulatorcharacterbecom es dom inantfor (c)
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and also for(b)case.

K eepingtheoverallduration ofthelaserintensityturn-

on at 80 m s and enlarging the � nalstage com es at the

pricethattheinitialrisefrom V = 0E r to V = 9E r,very

sm ooth in the experim ent [4]for � = 20 m s,becom es

sharper for larger � (com pare Fig.4). Thus larger �

m ay lead to som eexcitation attheinitialcreation ofthe

lattice, not apparent in our sim ulations since we start

from the ground state atV = 9E r. Trying to keep the

totalduration ofthe experim entasshortaspossible(to

avoid,forexam ple,thedecoherence)onecan stillim agine

a slightly m ore sophisticated pulse rise with say � = 20

m sinitially up to say V = 9E r and furtherincreasewith

a largertim econstant,say 40 m s.W hiletheduration of

the experim entincreasesby 10% only,the degree ofthe

excitation ofthe� nalwavepacketbecom esm uch sm aller

and the insulatorcharacterm uch m orepronounced.

In the experim ent [4]the atom ic density distribution

isnotm easured directly.ThepresenceoftheM ottinsu-

latorlayerhasbeen detected by observing theresonance

in theexcitation spectrum around theinteraction energy

U . Clearly the size ofthe corresponding peak isrelated

to the num berofatom sin the insulatorlayers. O urre-

sults indicate that an appropriate suggested change in

the tim e pro� le ofV (t)should increase the size ofinsu-

latorregionsand thusenhance the resonantpeak in the

excitation spectrum .

Furtherevidencepresented below also pointsoutthat

signi� cant nonadiabatic excitation in the experim ent is

created due to the relatively fast changes ofthe lattice

depth. In the experim ent,afterreaching V = 22E r the

latticeheightiskeptconstantfor20m sand then rapidly

decreased back to V = 9E r. It is shown that the tim e

needed to restore the coherence is ofthe order of4m s.

Thesedata areobtained m easuring thewidthsoftheob-

served interference patterns(m om enta distribution). If,

indeed no excitation occurred during the lattice height

increasestagethen atV = 22E r thesystem would bein

thecorresponding ground stateand the� nalstagecould

be reproduced starting from thisstate. O ursim ulations

failto reproduce this fact. Depending on the slope of

the � naldecrease the heightofthe pattern changesbut

not the half-width ofthe centralpeak (evaluated by a

lorentzian � tasin [4]).

M ay be our m ean � eld sim ulations are not su� cient

to reproduce the experim entalresults? It is not so,as

shown in Fig.6. W e m ake a sim ulation,starting from

the static solution in the SF regim e (taken forthe con-

venienceatV = 9E r again)increasing exponentially the

latticeheightasin theexperim ent[4],thesubsequentde-

lay of20 m satV = 22E r and a linearram p-down with

variousslopes.Notethattheshapeofthecurveaswellas

thetim escaleofrestoring thecoherenceisin quitegood

agreem entwith theexperim ent.W hiletheexperim ental

data could be � t with a double exponentialdecay with

two tim e scales,our m ean � eld data are reasonably re-

produced with a singleexponentialdecay with tim escale

� = 1:45 m s. This nicely corresponds with the shorter
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Figure 6: Half-width ofthe centralinterference peak fordif-

ferentram p down tim estr obtained by a lorentzian �tofthe

integrated m om entum distribution { com pare (7).Filled cir-

cles are connected by a line to guide the eye. D ashed line is

a single exponentialdecay with a tim e constant� = 1:45 m s.

tim e scale ofthe experim ent (0.94 m s). The obtained

tim e scale isalso ofthe orderofa typicalsingle tunnel-

ing tim e (1=J in appropriate units) to the nearby site.

O n theotherhand,ifweassociatethesecond tim e scale

with longrangecorrelationbetween sitesitbecom esclear

why thistim e scale doesnotm anifestitselfin ourm ean

� eld sim ulations{ the G utzwillerwavefunction neglects

entanglem entbetween sites.

The observed quite good agreem ent of the obtained

widths ofthe m om entum distribution with the experi-

m ent [4]seem s to be quite a spectacular success ofthe

dynam icalm ean � eld sim ulation bearing in m ind itssim -

plicity. The factthatthe m ean � eld approach worksso

wellm ay be,in ouropinion,attributed to the factthat

the dynam icstakesplace in the regim ewheresuper uid

fraction rem ainssigni� cant.Then them ean atom ic� eld

�i doesnotvanish allowingforsem iclassical(m ean-� eld)

description. O ur results suggest that the system has

quitealongm em oryand rem em bersthatitwasoriginally

a SF.This � ts nicely with the excited wavepacket-like

character ofdynam ically obtained wavefunction clearly

visiblein Fig.5(a).

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

To sum m arize,ithasbeen shown thatthe m ean � eld

G utzwiller approxim ation allows one to sim ulate a dy-

nam ics of inhom ogeneous Bose-Hubbard m odel taking

intoaccountrealisticexperim entalconditions.Theaccu-

racy ofthe approxim ation cannotbe controlled which is

the m ajordrawback ofthe presentapproach (a com par-

ison with exactdynam icsforsm allsystem swilllead us

nowheresince then the m ean � eld approach isknown to

fail).O n theotherhand a com parison with theavailable

data seem squiteencouraging.Accepting m ean � eld pre-



8

dictionswem ay con� rm thatindeed thetransition from

super uid toM ottinsulatortakesplacein theexperim ent

[4]. O n the otherhand the claim thatthe � rststage of

the experim entisperform ed adiabatically assuring that

the system rem ainsin itsm any body ground state (and

thusa genuine textbook quantum phase transition [3]is

realized)seem squestionable.

W esuggestthatoptim ization ofthelatticedepth tim e

dependence (i.e. laserintensity pro� le)m ay help to en-

large the insulator regions m aking the transition m ore

adiabatic. Thatm ay be detected by m easuring the size

ofthe peak in theexcitation spectrum ofthe system .

Lastly,letusm ention,thata very recentpreprint[25]

reportsa study ofexactdynam icsofthem odelusing the

m ethod of[20,21].However,theresultsconsideratm ost

49 atom sin 40 sitesof1D lattice.
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