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M ott-insulator phase ofcoupled 1D atom ic gases in a 2D opticallattice
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W e discussthe 2D M ottinsulator(M I)state ofa 2D array ofcoupled �nite size 1D Bose gases.

Itisshown thatthe m om entum distribution in the lattice plane isvery sensitive to the interaction

regim e in the1D tubes.In particular,we �nd thatthedisappearance oftheinterference pattern in

tim e of
ightexperim entswillnot be a signature ofthe M Iphase,buta clear consequence ofthe

strongly interacting Tonks-G irardeau regim e along the tubes.

Rem arkabledevelopm entsin atom iccooling and trap-

ping have triggered the interest in strongly correlated

atom icsystem s[1,2,3,4,5].In particular,thephysicsof

cold atom sin periodicpotentialsinduced by laserstand-

ing waves(opticallattices)hasattracted a m ajoratten-

tion,m ostly duetoitslinksto solid statephysics[6],and

due to the observation ofthe super
uid (SF) to M ott-

insulator(M I)transition [7]in M unich experim ents[8].

The reduction ofspatialdim ensionality in these sys-

tem s is now a "hottopic",in particular with regard to

the creation of1D gases,where the interaction between

particles becom es m ore im portant with decreasing the

gasdensity. Forlow densitiesorlarge repulsive interac-

tions the system enters the strongly-interacting Tonks-

G irardeau (TG ) regim e, in which the bosons acquire

ferm ionic characteristics[9]and dynam icaland correla-

tion properties drastically change [10,11,12,13]. This

regim erequirestighttransversetrapping,low atom num -

bers,and possibly the enhancem ent ofinteractions via

Feshbach resonances [3,10,14]. In this sense,2D op-

ticallattices are favorable,since the on-site transverse

con�nem entcan bem adevery strong and forsu�ciently

sm alltunneling rate each lattice site behaves as an in-

dependent 1D system . Recent experim ents on strongly

correlated1D gaseshavebeen perform edalongtheselines

[15,16,17,18].

These studies m otivate the analysis ofan interesting

physics in a (2D) array ofcoupled 1D Bose gases. In

a 2D lattice the coupling is provided by the inter-site

tunneling,and each lattice site is a 1D tube �lled with

bosonic atom s. This regim e is easily achievable experi-

m entally by lowering the lattice potential,and itrepre-

sents the bosonic analog of1D coupled nanostructures

[19]. As was�rst shown by Efetov and Larkin [20],for

in�nitelylong1D tubesatzerotem peratureanyin�nites-

im ally sm alltunneling drivesthe system into the super-


uid phase. The gas then enters an interesting cross-

dim ensionalregim e,in which itpresents1D propertiesin

a 3D environm ent[21,22].For1D tubesof�nite length

L,atsu�ciently sm alltunneling ratethesystem can un-

dergo a cross-over from such anisotropic 3D super
uid

stateto the2D M ottinsulatorstate[22].Strictly speak-

ing,this2D M Iphaserequiresacom m ensurable�llingof

the tubes,i.e.an integeraveragenum berofparticlesN

pertube.Then the system of�nite-length tubesatzero

tem perature is analogous to that ofin�nite tubes at a

�nitetem peratureT,and thecriticaltunneling tc forthe

T = 0 cross-overto the M Iphase can be obtained from

the �nite-tem perature results ofRef. [20]by m aking a

substitution 1=T ! L [23].

ThisLetterisdedicated to the analysisofcorrelation

propertiesofthis2D M ottinsulator. W e show thatthe

m om entum distribution is crucially m odi�ed by a com -

bined e�ectofcorrelationsalong the1D tubesand inter-

tubehopping.Forthecaseofa weakly interactinggasin

the tubes,the phase coherence ism aintained wellinside

the M Iphase.Thisissim ilarto the situation in 2D and

3D lattices,studied by m eansofQ uantum M onte Carlo

calculations[24]and investigated experim entallythrough

theobservation ofan interferencepattern afterswitching

o� the con�ning potential[8]. However,an increase of

theinteraction between particlesin 1D tubesreducesthe

inter-tube phase coherence and 
attens the m om entum

distribution in thetransversedirection(s).In particular,

the interference pattern observed in Ref.[8]should be

largely blurred ifthe 1D tubes are in the TG regim e.

Thise�ectcan be revealed in currentexperim ents. Re-

m arkably,the disappearance ofthe interference pattern

willnotbe a signatureofthe M Iphase,buta clearcon-

sequenceofthestrongly interacting regim efor1D tubes.

In thefollowingweconsideraBosegasatzerotem per-

ature in a 2D opticallattice,such thatevery lattice site

can beconsidered asan axially hom ogeneous1D tubeof

�nite size L,with N = nL being the num ber ofparti-

clespertube,and n the 1D density. The tunneling be-

tween neighboring tubesischaracterized by thehopping

t, which depends on a particular lattice potentialand

atom ic speciesem ployed.W e labeltubesby the index j

and denote by x the coordinatealong the tubes.
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Theaction describing thecoupled tubeshastheform :

S =
X

j

Sj � t
X

< ij>

Z
1

� 1

d�

Z L =2

� L =2

dx
�
� i j +

� j i
�
; (1)

where  j(x;�);� j(x;�) are com plex bosonic �eldsasso-

ciated with the j-th tube,the sym bol< ij > denotes

nearest neighbors,and Sj is the action describing the

physicsalong the j-th tube.

In the absence oftunneling,there are no correlations

betweendi�erenttubes,andtheone-bodyG reenfunction

isdiagonal:

G ij(x1� x2;�1� �2) = h i(x1;�1)
� j(x2;�2)i

= �ijG 0(x1� x2;�1� �2): (2)

The presence of tunneling between neighboring tubes,

provided by thesecond term on therhsofEq.(1),m odi-

�esthem om entum distribution.Abovea criticaltunnel-

ing am plitudetc thesystem undergoesa cross-overfrom

the M Ito an anisotropic 3D SF phase [22]. Thiscross-

overand the M Iphase can be analyzed within the ran-

dom phase approxim ation (RPA)[25],successfully used

in thestudiesofcoupled spin chains[26].Decoupling the

tunneling term in the action (1)by using the Hubbard-

Stratonovichtransform ationand keepingonlytheleading

quadratic term s,yields the RPA G reen function in the

m om entum -frequency representation:

G (~q;k;!)=
G 0(k;!)

1� T(~q)G0(k;!)
; (3)

with ~q= (qy;qz)being thequasim om entum in thelattice

plane,T(~q)= 2t(cosqya+ cosqza),a thelatticeconstant,

and G 0(k;!)theFouriertransform oftheG reen function

(2)(hereinafterweput~ = 1):

G 0(k;!)=

Z
1

� 1

d�

Z L =2

� L =2

dxe
� ikx+ i!�

G 0(x;�): (4)

The long-wavelength behavior ofthe G reen function

G 0(x;�)can befound using Luttingerliquid theory [27].

Atzerotem perature,em ploying a conform altransform a-

tion in orderto takeinto accountthe �nitesizeL ofthe

tubes[25],weobtain:

G 0(x;�)= n

 

�2=N 2

sinh(��=L)sinh
�
���=L

�

! d

; (5)

where � = vs� + ix,and vs is the sound velocity. The

interactions enter Eq.(5) through the factor d = 1=4K

related totheinteraction-dependentLuttingerparam eter

K .The Fouriertransform ofEq.(5)yields

G 0(k;!)=
1

nvs

�
N

2�

� 2� 2d

I

�
kL

2�
;
!L

2�vs

�

; (6)

where the quantity I(p;
)isexpressed through the hy-

pergeom etricfunction 3F2:

I(p;
)=
4�

p!

�(d+ p)

�(d)
�

Re

2

4
3F2

�

d;d+ p;
d+ p� i


2
;1+ p;1+

d+ p� i


2
;1

�

d+ p� i


3

5 ;(7)

with p= kL=2� and 
 = !L=2�v s being the dim ension-

lessm om entum and frequency. Integrating Eq.(6)over

! oneobtainsthem om entum distribution N 0(kL=2�)=R
d!G 0(k;!)=2� in the absenceoftunneling:

N 0(p)

N
=

�
N

2�

� � 2d
�(d+ p)

p!�(d)
2F1(d;d+ p;1+ p;1); (8)

which behaves as p2d� 1 for p & 1. The Luttinger liq-

uid description em ployed here isvalid forlow m om enta

k � �n. Accordingly,the dim ensionless axialm om en-

tum p = kL=2�,which isan integernum ber,should sat-

isfy the inequality p � N . The m om entum distribution

(8)representsthe fraction ofparticlesin the state with

m om entum p and isnorm alized as
P

p
N 0(p)= N .

The criticaltunneling tc for the M I to SF cross-over

isobtained asthe value oftforwhich the denom inator

ofEq.(3) vanishes for zero m om enta k and ~q and zero

frequency !.W e thushave

tc

�
=
nvs

4�

�
N

2�

� 2d� 2
1

I(0;0)
: (9)

Note that with tc from Eq.(9),the G reen function G

in Eq.(3) becom es a universalfunction ofthe dim en-

sionlessquantitiest=tc,p,qa and 
.Forthe TG regim e

of1D bosons in the tubes,the Luttinger param eter is

K = 1 and d = 1=4. Then,as the chem icalpotential

is � = m v2

s = �2n2=2m ,from Eq.(9) we obtain tc=� ’

0:05N � 3=2. Forthe weakly interacting regim e,the Lut-

tingerparam eterin the1D tubesisK = �(n=m g)1=2 � 1

and Eq.(7)givesI(0;0)= 16�K � 1.In thisregim ethe

chem icalpotentialis � = m v2

s = ng,and Eq.(9) then

yields tc=� ’ (1=16)N � 2 (as expected from the m ean-

�eld calculationsfora2D latticeofzero-dim ensionalsites

[28]).Theseresultsarein qualitativeagreem entwith the

recentcalculationsofHoetal.[22].O neclearlyseesthat

strong correlations along the tubes drastically shift the

boundariesofthe M Iphase.

Them om entum distribution forthe coupled 1D tubes

in the M Iphase,N (~q;k),isobtained by integrating the

G reen function (3)overthe frequency. O urcalculations

show thatonly the lowestaxialm ode forwhich the m o-

m entum k = 0,issigni�cantly a�ected by thetunneling.

Thephysicalreason isthatthe k = 0 m odeisapproach-

ingtheinstabilityon approachtothecriticaltunnelingtc,

whereask 6= 0m odesarestillfarfrom instability.Thisis



3

0 0.25 0.5 0.75 10.7

0.8

0.9

1

N
(q
;
0
)=
N
(0
;
0
)

qa=�

Figure 1: Transverse m om entum distribution for k = 0 at

t=tc = 0:3 for K = 1 (solid),K = 4 (dotted),and K = 25

(dashed).In the �gure we have chosen qy = qz = q.
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Figure 2: Transverse m om entum distribution for t=tc = 0:3,

atK = 1 (solid),K = 4 (dotted),and K = 25 (dashed),for

N = 50 (a)and N = 500 (b). In the �gureswe have chosen

qy = qz = q.

re
ected in theresonancecharacteroftheG reen function

(3)fork = 0 and t! tc.O urresultsin Fig.1 show that

the transverse distribution N (~q;0)corresponding to the

k = 0 axialm ode is non-
atfor any interaction regim e

along the tubes. In contrast, for k 6= 0 the quantity

T(~q)G 0(k;!)isalwayssm all. Therefore,expanding the

rhsofEq.(3)in powersofT(~q)up tolinearorderand in-

tegrating over! weobtain an alm ost
attransversem o-

m entum distribution fork 6= 0 m odes:N (~q;p)=N (0;p)=

1� (Ad2=4p2� d)(t=tc)(2�
P

i= y;z
cosqia),wheretheco-

e�cientA isoforderunity and thesecond (q-dependent)

term isalwaysvery sm all.

W enow turn to thediscussion ofthetransversequasi-

m om entum distribution N ? (~q)=
P

k
N (~q;k).The sum -

m ation over the axialm odes changes the picture dras-

tically com pared to the distribution for a given k. As

only thek = 0 com ponentissigni�cantly a�ected by the

tunneling,onecan rewriteEq.(3)in the form :

G (~q;k;!)’ G 0(k;!)+
T(~q)G 2

0
(0;!)

1� T(~q)G0(0;!)
�k;0: (10)

In the second term on the rhs ofEq.(10) we m ay use

the G reen function G 0(0;!)following from Eqs.(6)and

(7). For k = 0 (p = 0),one can put the hypergeom et-

ric function 3F2 = 1 in Eq.(7),which gives I(0;
) ’

4�d=(d2 + 
2). O m itted term s give a very sm allrela-

tive correction ofthe order ofd3 < 1=43. Hence, us-

ing Eq.(9),for the G reen function at k = 0 in the ab-

sence oftunneling we have G 0(0;!)= d2=4tc(d
2 + 
2).

Then,integrating Eq.(10)over
,sum m ing overthe ax-

ialm odes k,and im posing the norm alization condition

N =
P

k

R
d!G 0(k;!)=2� for the �rstterm on the rhs,

weobtain the transversem om entum distribution

N ? (~q)

N
= 1+

�
2�

N

� 2d

2

6
4

0

@1�
t

2tc

X

i= y;z

cosqia

1

A

� 1=2

� 1

3

7
5; (11)

norm alized by the condition (a=2�)2
R
d2qN ? (~q)= N .

In Fig.2 wedepicttheresultsofEq.(11)fordi�erent

valuesofN and theLuttingerparam eterK .Due to the

prefactorin the second term on the rhs ofEq.(11)the

transverse m om entum distribution strongly depends on

the interaction regim ealong the tubes.

For the weakly interacting regim e (d � 1),the dis-

tribution N ? (~q) is not 
at even deeply inside the M I

phase. Sim ilar results have been obtained by m eans of

Q uantum M onte Carlo calculations [24]for the case of

lattices ofzero-dim ensionalsites. In our case,only for

rather low tunneling (t=tc . 0:1) the quasim om entum

distribution becom es 
at,and switching o� the lattice

potentialshould lead to a blurred picture as that ob-

served by G reiner et al. [8]. Non-
at distributions in

the M Iphaseasthose ofFig.2 willm anifestthem selves

through theappearanceofinterferencepeaksin thesam e

type ofexperim ent.

O n approach to the TG regim e,the quasim om entum

distribution becom esprogressively
atter.Them ain rea-

son for this behavior is that when the system becom es

m oreinteracting,thek = 0 com ponentism oredepleted,

contributing less to the totalquasim om entum distribu-

tion. Therefore,ifthe 1D tubes approach the strongly

interactingTG regim e,in experim entsasthoseofRef.[8]

the interference pattern willbe essentially sm eared out.

O nem ay expecta partialdestruction oftheinterference

pattern even form oderatevaluesoftheLuttingerparam -

eter(see,e.g.,the caseK = 4 in Fig.2).
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Therandom phaseapproxim ation used in ourcalcula-

tions,wasshown to be a good approxim ation fora wide

range ofparam etersofcoupled one-dim ensionalHeisen-

berg spin chains[26].Herewegiveyetanotherestim ate

for the applicability of RPA,relying on the G inzburg

criterion adapted to a quantum phase transition atzero

tem perature. W e com pare 
uctuations ofthe orderpa-

ram eterin avolum edeterm ined by thecorrelation radius

extracted from theG reen function (3),with thescaleon

which the non-lineare�ectsbecom eim portant.The lat-

ter is obtained from the four-point correlation function

ofeach tube. W e have found that RPA is adequate for

(tc� t)=tc � B (d),whereB (d)hasbeen obtained num eri-

callyfrom thefour-pointcorrelationfunction.In thecase

ofthe Tonks-G irardeau regim ealong the tubes,we have

B � 0:1,and itdecreasessigni�cantly with decreasing d

and entering the G ross-Pitaevskiiregim e.

In conclusion,we have considered a bosonic gas in a

2D opticallatticeof�nite1D tubesatzero tem perature,

focusing ourattention on them om entum distribution in

the M Iphase. W e have shown that the strong correla-

tionsalong the 1D tubessigni�cantly m odify the quasi-

m om entum distribution in the lattice plane. W e have

found thatin the M Iregim e only the lowestm om entum

along thetubesisa�ected by theinter-sitehopping,and

hence only thiscom ponentcontributesto the form ation

ofinterference fringes. Consequently,the larger the in-

teractions are (larger depletion) the less pronounced is

the visibility ofthe interference fringes. In particular,

fortheTG regim ein thetubes,thequasim om entum dis-

tribution becom esprogressively 
atter,leading to an ob-

servableblurring oftheinterferencepattern afterexpan-

sion.Thise�ectcan beobserved in currenttim eof
ight

experim ents,and can be used to reveala clearsignature

ofthe strong correlationsalong the sites.
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