arXiv:cond-mat/0408014v1 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 1 Aug 2004

APS/123QED

F irst-order super uid-M ott insulator transition of spinor bosons

in an optical lattice

Takashi Kmura
D epartm ent of Inform ation Sciences,
Kanagawa University, 2946 T suchiya,
Hiratsuka, K anagawa 259-1293, Ja

Shunii T suchiya and Susumu Kurhara
D epartm ent of Physics, W aseda U niversity,
3-4-1 Ohkubo, Shinjiku, Tokyo 169-8555, Japan

O ated: D ecam ber 23, 2021)

Abstract
W e study the super uid-M ott insulator transition of antiferrom agnetic spin-1 bosons in an optical
Jattice describbed by a BoseH ubbard m odel. O ur variational study w ith the G utzw illertype trial
wave finction determ ines that the super uid-M ott nsulator transition is a rstorder one at a
part of the phase boundary curve, contrary to the soinless case. This rst-order transition m ay be

cbserved through an experin ent, such as a Stem-G erlach type, under a m agnetic eld.
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Super uid (SF') transition is one of the m ost striking phenom ena of condensed m atter
physics. In particular, crtical phenom ena of super uid transition, ncluding the order ofthe
transition, have been extensively studied for several decades. T he quantum super uid-M ott
Insulator (SF-M I) transition has been studied in granular superconductors [ll], Jossphson—
Junction arrays (], and heliim absorbed in the porous media [1]. Recently, the SF-M I
transition ofbosons in an optical lattice hasbeen very clearly observed [4]. Jaksch et al [B]
have shown that bosons in an optical lattice can be described by a Hubbard m odel [@] (@
BoseH ubbard m odel). The B ossH ubbard m odel for spinless bosons has been theoretically
studied for the last two decades [&,14,18,19,110]. M onte C arlo studies [11have con m ed that
the transitions ofthe clean and dirty B oseH ubbard m odels of soinless bosons are continuous
as suggested by analytical studies [6].

It is also interesting to study the B oseH ubbard m odel of spinorbosons [L1]. D em ler and
Zhou [14] have discussed several unique properties of soin-1 bosons In an optical lattice. In
a previous paper [L3], we detem Ined the SF-M I phase boundary of spin-1 bosons w ith an
antiferrom agnetic interaction using a perturbative m ean— eld approxin ation M FA) (9],
which gives a phase boundary close to that obtained by M onte C arlo studies for the case of
Soinless bosons.

An excellent trial wave function for studying the B ossH ubbard m odel is a G utzw iller-
type wave function GW ) [14], which has been frequently used for the Hubbard m odel for
electrons [13]. For spinless bosons, the GW describes a second-order SF-M I transition and
cbtains a phase boundary curve, which is in an exact agreem ent w ith that obtained using
thePM FA [Q]. A GW for soinor bosons hasbeen em ployed only recently for a non-uniform
system [16].

In the present study, by emplying the GW , we show the SF-M I transition can be a

rst-order one at a part ofthe phase boundary. The rstorder SF-non-SF transition is rare
and interesting. For exam ple, as stated above, the SF-M I transition ofthe spinless bosons is
second-order one [6]. Hence, the soin degree of freedom hasan essentialrole in the rstorder
transition. The rst-order transition can be observed by experin ents, such as Stem-G erlach

type, under a m agnetic eld.



The B ose-H ubbard Ham ittonian [14,117,118] of spin-1 bosons isgiven by H = Ho + H 4,
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Here, and t are the cheam ical potential and the hopping m atrix elem ent between adjpoent
sites, respectively. Uy and U, represent the spin-independent and the spin-dependent inter—
actions between bosons, respectively. W e assum e an antiferrom agnetic interaction U, > 0).
a; and al are the annihilation and creation operators, regpectively, or a boson at site i
w ith soin m agnetic quantum number = 1;0; 1.n; F n; 0; ali’ a; ) isa number
operator at site i. 8, F ; al F a; isa spin operator at site i and F represent the
FoIn-1 m atrices. hi; ji expresses a summ ation for all the sets of ad pcent sites.

The GW ofthemodel is de ned as Qi ;. Here, ; is a wave function at site i
but the functional form of ; is assum ed to be site-independent such that ; = . is
w ritten asa linear com bination of stateswih N bosonsata siteas = F y 9N )N i, where
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where N is the number ofbosons and S is the total spin, where S must be odd for an odd
and even foran even N [12]. W e assum e that S/\Zj\l ;Si= 0 [L9]. Hence, isan eigenstate
of S, (ot S) as a quantum spin neam atic state [L7] In the M I state. can interpolate
between two lim its about U, as = F ,B@n)Pn;s = 0i+ g@n+ 1)Pn+ 1;S = 1i]
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energy, where i is the vacuum ofbosons. W e note that the latter GW f©r U, = 0 has the
sam e form as the GW of the spinless bosons [H]. W e num erically optin ize the variational
param etersg M ) and £ (N ;S ) tom inin ize the energy expectation value by Powell’'s m ethod
24] under the nom alization oonditjonsP cIN)F=1 andP s EWN;S)F=1.Wesskct
the states where the num ber of bosons range from N = 0 to N = 6, which are su cient
for a num erical convergence in the param eter regin e studied In this paper. W e de ne that

the M Iphase has a zero particke number uctuation, and the SF phase hasa nite particle



FIG.1l: Phase diagram of the BoseH ubbard m odel of spin-1 bosons for U,=Uy = 0:04. Here, z
is the num ber of ad poent sites in the lattice. SF and M I indicate the super uid and the M ott-
Insulating phases, respectively. T he solid and dashed curves are obtained using the GW and the
PM FA , respectively. The Inset indicates the SF-M I phase boundary around the M I state w ih

N =3 forU,=U, = 0:001.

number uctuation 120]. In an SF phase close to an M I one wih N bosons, probability
densities of the states fora di erent values ofN can be considered as SF order param eters.

Figure[ll show s the phase diagram for U,=U, = 0:04, which corresponds to **Na atom s
[11]. The s0lid and dashed curves indicate the SF-M I phase boundaries using the GW and
the PM FA , respectively. Here, z is the num ber of ad-pcent sites in the lattice. Interestingly,
at a part ofthe phase boundary curves, theGW slightly rede nesthephaseboundary curves
cbtained using the PM FA . It w ill be In portant to note that for soinless bosons, the phase
boundary obtained using the GW is the sam e as that obtained using the PM FA . H owever,
an even-odd con gcture predicted in Ref. [13] still clearly holds; the M Iphase w ith an even
N is strongly stabilized against the SF phase.

On the other hand, :n Fig. [l, the SF-M I phase boundary around the M I phase with an
odd N obtained usingthe GW isthe sam e asthat obtained using the PM FA .T his agreem ent
always holds around the M Iphasewith N = 1. However, ifwe assum e a much snaller U,,
we see a sin ilar discrepancy between the two m ethods (inset of F ig.[ll) around the M Iphase
wih N = 3.

It should be noted that the GW including only a set of Iow -soin states exactly reproduces
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FIG .2: Expectation values of the totalenergy per site 'H iasa fiinction of Iy 3) § orU,=U, = 0:04
and =Ugp = 15. The other variational param eters are determ ined to m inin ize the energy. The
origin ofthe vertical axis correspondsto the energy oftheM Istatewith N = 2. zt= 19, zt= 184,
and zt= 18 correspond to an M I state, a state very close to the phase boundary, and an SF state,

respectively.

the phase boundary obtained using the PM FA .Foran even N = 2n,assum ingg@n 1)

2
2n+ 1

2
2n 17

P
on 17 g@n) = 1 and f@2n 1;S = 1)= f£@n;S = 0)=1 (5, 1 are
In nitesin al), we analytically reproduce the phase boundary curve around the M ott phase

wih N = 2n obtained using the PM FA (Eqg. 30 in Ref. [L3]). W e also reproduce the phase

boundary obtained using the PM FA around the M ott phase wih an odd N 2n + 1 by
num erical optin ization ofthe GW only ncluding the states Pn+ 1;S = 1i, Pn+ 2;S = 0i,
Pn+ 2;S = 2i, Pn;S = 0i, and Pn;S = 2i. These sets of the low—spin states are nothing
but the states that em erge as zero-order states or intermm ediate states in the second-order
PM FA which detem ines the phase boundary [L3]. This is consistent w ith the case of the
phase boundary around the M ott statewith N = 1 and that of soinless bosons.

In our GW , the SF phase hasa polar symm etry (Si= 0) and not only does the lowest
Soin state (S = 1 orS = 0) at a given N but also higher soin stateshave nite probabiliy
densities. The probability densities of the high spin states and SF order param eters are

nite just on a part of the phase boundary curve as long as the phase boundary curve does
not agree w ith that ocbtained using the PM FA (ereafter, we call this part of the phase
boundary curve as the non-perturbative part) . F igure[d show s the total energy expectation

value par site HH i as a function of §(@)jaround a M I phase wih N

2, where we see
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FIG . 3: Varational param eters just on the phase boundary between the SF and M I phases with
N = 2 orU,=Uy = 0:04. Theblack and white circles indicate 5 (1)F and @) F, respectively and

the black and white squares ndicate ¥ (2;2)F and  (3;3)F, respectively.

the rstorder transition clearly. The high soin states of soin-1 bosons have an essential
roke in the rstorder transition: for an all H(3)j the PM FA calculation holds and the total
energy ncreasesw ith g (3) § for large g (3) 7 i 2;2) jand i (3;3) jbecom e large and strongly
enhance the absolute value of the kinetic energy and the total energy decreaseswith §3)7F
formuch larger g (3), the interaction energy within N = 3i becom es larger and the total
energy again increases with [ (3)j. In sum m ation, the transition between the M I with only
the Iowest soIn state (which has the lowest antiferrom agnetic interaction energy) and the
SF wih higher soin states which has a large absolute value of kinetic energy) can be a
rst-order one.

F igure[d show s the cham ical potential dependence of variational param eters including SF
order param eters (i (1) ¥ and 55 @)F) just on the phase boundary around the M Iphase w ith
N = 2. These param eters are found to be nite on the non-perturbative part and contin—
uously disappear at the edges of the non-perturbative part ( =Uy 097 and 1:79) where
the phase boundary curve agrees w ith that obtained using the PM FA and the transition
becom es a second-order one as In the spinless case.

T he phase boundary curve obtained using the GW around the M Iphase with N bosons

becom es close to that cbtained using the PM FA for a stronger U, and coincide w ith it fora
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FIG .4: Variational param eters Just on the M ott Iobe of the phase boundary between the SF and
M Iphaseswih N = 2 asa function ofU,. The black circles indicate (1) ¥, the black and white
squares indicate ¥ 2;2)F and F (3;3)F, respectiely. Here, Iy (3)j= (1) jw ithin num erical errors.
T he inset Indicates the sam e variational param eters ncliding (3)j2 (white circles) for = 15U,

Just on the phase boundary.

nite® €g9.,U0,=U, 032 forN = 2andU,=U, 0014 forN = 3), where the transition
becom es a second-order one along the whole phase boundary. O n the otherhand, forU, = 0,
the transition also becom es a second-order one because the GW has the sam e form as that
of the spinkess bosons [Bee above (the sixth paragraph)]. Figure[d show s the variational
param eters just on the M ott obe of the phase boundary between the SF phase and theM I
phasewih N = 2 asa function ofU,=U,. Here, and zt are detem ned asa function ofU,
to obtain the variationalparam eters just at the M ott Iobe. W e note that the M ott lobe stays
on the non-perturbative part until the phase diagram perfectly coincides w ith that ocbtained
using the PM FA for U,=U, 032. Furthemore, §(3)j= w@)jholds wihin num erical
errors. W hile SF order param eters g (1) and g (3) disappear for U, = 0 and U,=U, 032,
¥ 2;2)F and ¥ (3;3)F becom e larger for an allU,=U, and attain the m axinum values for
U,=U, = 0. This isbecause HrU,=Uy, = 0, N = 2i= agzj_)izp 21= (R;01i+ péjz;zi)zp§
and N = 3i= agB—pi=p 3= (p§j3;1i+ péja;3i)=p 5, resulting in ¥ (2;2)F = 2=3 and
I 3;3)F = 2=5. The inset of F ig[d show s the U, dependence of the variational param eters
for =U, = 15 just on the phase boundary between the SF and M I phasesswih N = 2,
where zt is determm ined to cbtain the varational param eters jist at the phase boundary as

a function ofU,. The SF order param eters wWhere §(3)jisdi erent from g (1)) continuously



disappear for U,=U, 045, where =Uy = 135 on the phase boundary appears away from
the non-perturbative part.

The rstorder transition m ay be observed In future experim ents. If the lifetin es of
locally stable states are su  ciently long, one can ocbserve the rst-order transition through
a hysteresis curve because t=U, and t=U, can be easily controlled by the Jaserbeam . O n the
otherhand, the rst-order transition m ay also be cbserved through the regoonse ofa spin to
a weak magnetic eld. The m agnetization (soin expectation value) under a m agnetic eld
m ay be ocbserved by an experin ent such as a Stem-G erlach type tin eof- ight m easurem ent
asdiscussed in Ref. R9]. W e consider a uniform m agnetic eld parallelto the x-axisi21]. W e
add the Zeem an coupling g z B F ; Sxi to the H am iltonian, w here g is the Lande’s g-factor
ofbosons,  is a Bohrmagneton, B isthemagnetic eld, and S; is the x-com ponent of
the spin at site i. W e neglect the quadratic Zeem an tem because a weak m agnetic eld of
the order of m G auss or lss than m G auss is su cient R4]. In the GW , the m agnetization
is also site-independent such that hS,;i = hS,i. In a magnetic eld, the § = 0 states
are not su cient to cbtain the ground state, and hence, we em ploy the com plete sst w ith
S, = S; S+ 1; ;S In the GW . Figleshow s the zt=U, dependence of hS,1i for
U,=Uy = 004 and =Uy= 1S5 underamagnetic eld ggB = 0:005 R3]. W e can clearly
see that hS,1 Jimps from zero to a nie value for z&=}) 185, which corresponds to the
SF-M Iphase boundary under them agnetic eld, and is close to that at zero m agnetic eld
zt=U, 184. In the M Iphase, the sihglkt state at a site is stabl under a weak m agnetic

eld, whilke In the SF phase, it hasa nie soin at a site resulting n a nie 1S under
a magnetic eldi26] However, if the transition is continuous, hSyi must be a continuous
fiunction and should not jum p at the phase boundary. Hence, this imp ofhS, 1 is a unique
result ofthe rst-order transition.

W e nally note that recent studiesil’] have predicted possible nem atic phases In the M I
phase, whilke our approxin ation results in the lowest soin state in the M I phase regardless
of the strength of U, > 0); our study using the GW cannot Include the e ects of virtual
hopping processes, which result in Heisenberg type spin—soin couplings between ad-pcent
sites. However, the singletnem atic phase boundary will be out of the M I phase .n small
densities of >N a atom s such as two atom s per site (the case of which iswell studied in the
present paper) R4]. As a matter of course, the relation and/or com petition between the

SF-M I transition and the singlt-nem atic transition w illbe an Interesting and open sub ct.
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FIG. 5: zt=Uy dependence of hS,i for U,=Uy = 0:04 and =Uy = 135 under a magnetic eld
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