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C alculation ofcollective m odes for the B ose-H ubbard m odelw ith con�nem ent

Em il Lundh

Departm ent ofPhysics,RoyalInstitute ofTechnology, Albanova,SE-106 91 Stockholm ,Sweden

Thecollectiveexcitationsin theBose-Hubbard m odelin a trap arestudied by m eansofnum erical

diagonalization in one dim ension. The strength function is calculated for m onopole and dipole

perturbations,and m om ents ofthe strength function are utilized in order to obtain inform ation

aboutthecollective behaviorunderexternalforces.In thesuperuid regim e,thespectrum isfound

to be exhausted by one single frequency,while in system s that contain a M ott insulating plateau

severalfrequenciesare excited. An explanation ofrecentexperim ental�ndingsin term sofa M ott

plateau issuggested.

Recent years have seen a rapid developm ent in the

study ofatom s con�ned in opticallattices. O ne ofthe

virtues ofsuch system s is that they provide an alm ost

perfectrealization ofthe bosonic Hubbard m odel. Cor-

rectionssuch asnearest-neighborinteractionsare under

controland can be m ade very sm all,and furtherm ore,

the param eters ofthe m odelare widely tunable exper-

im entally. In the case of spinless bosonic atom s the

Bose-Hubbard m odelisknown to supporta M otttran-

sition,and ithasalso been dem onstrated experim entally

by G reiner et al. [1]The addition of spatialcon�ne-

m entaddscom plexity to the well-known Bose-Hubbard

m odel. In these inhom ogeneoussystem s superuid and

M ottinsulatingphasesm aycoexistin spatiallyseparated

regions[2].However,a good experim entaldiagnosticsis

stilllacking for the detection ofthis interesting type of

state.

This paper wishes to forward the idea ofusing oscil-

latory m odes in order to discrim inate between di�erent

typesofm any-body stateforthesesystem s.Exciting os-

cillatory m odesisan experim entally well-developed tech-

nique for studying the m any-body physics of trapped

condensates in the absence of opticallattices and has

recently been applied also to the case with an optical

latticepresent[3,4,5].Physicallim itsand basicdepen-

dences ofthe m any-body eigenstates and energies were

studied in an earlierpaper[6](cf.[7]). Here we wish to

relate the eigenvalue spectrum to the collective oscilla-

tionsofthesystem and posethephysicalquestion,what

happenswhen the system isperturbed? Justasin Ref.

[6],a �ve-particlesystem shallbestudied using exactdi-

agonalization,butthem ethodsand conceptsintroduced

herecan beapplied in num ericalcalculationsusingm eth-

odssuch asM onteCarlo,density-m atrix renorm alization

group orm ean-�eld calculations.

The system under consideration is a gas of bosonic

atom s,con�ned in a harm onic trap superposed with an

opticallattice form ed by standing laserwaves.By m ak-

ing the trap su�ciently tightin two directions,the sys-

tem is e�ectively m ade one-dim ensional,and when the

optical-lattice potentialissu�ciently strong the system

iswelldescribed by theBose-Hubbard Ham iltonian
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Theunitsareherechosen so thatthetunneling strength

is unity. U is the on-site interaction strength,!t is the

trap frequency,and r is a dim ensionless site index;the

operatorsar,a
y
r destroyand createaparticleatthesiter,

respectively,and obey Bosecom m utation relations.The

sum subscripted < rr0> runs over allpairs ofnearest-

neighborsitesasusual.

W e wish to know how the system responds to a per-

turbation ofthe type

F =
X

r

v(r)a
y
rar; (2)

where v(r) is a perturbing potential applied to the

bosons. The strength function associated with the op-

eratorF is[8]

S(!)=
X

k6= 0

jhkjF j0ij
2
�(! � E k); (3)

where k labelsthe m any-body eigenstatesofthe system

and E k are the eigenenergies ofthe m any-body system

(in units where �h = 1, and de�ning the ground-state

energy asthe zero level).

In thepresentexactdiagonalizationstudy,thestrength

function can be obtained exactly. However,considering

theoutlook ofusingnum ericalm ethodswherelargersys-

tem scan be treated,butthe whole eigenvaluespectrum

cannot easily be obtained, approxim ate m ethods m ust

beconsidered.Reference[9]describesa m om entm ethod

(cf.[10,11]) that is wellsuited for describing the exci-

tation spectrum for con�ned bosons in opticallattices.

Them om entsofthe strength function,

m p =

Z

d!S(!)!
p
; (4)

can,nam ely,bewritten asground-stateexpectation val-

ues ofcom m utators involving the Ham iltonian and the

operator F . For the three m om ents that shallbe used

here,m 0,m 1 and m 2,oneobtains

m 0 = h0jF
2
j0i� h0jF j0i

2
;

m 1 =
1

2
h0j[F;[H ;F ]]j0i;

m 2 = h0j[F;H ][H ;F ]j0i: (5)
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Them om entm p hasthedim ension offrequency raised to

the pth power,tim esthedim ension ofF 2,and therefore

the quotientsbetween di�erentm om entsde�ne frequen-

cies:from theoneslisted abovewede�ne!10 = m 1=m 0,

!20 = (m 2=m 0)
1=2,and !21 = m 2=m 1.In thecasewhere

onlyoneeigenstateisexcited byF ,thesem om ent-related

frequencies coincide and are equalto the frequency of

that state,but m ore generally,they take on values be-

tween thefrequenciesofthosem odesthatareappreciably

excited by F ,and thespread between them isrelated to

thespreadofthestrengthfunction.O bservethatverylit-

tle inform ation aboutthe individualexcitation frequen-

cies can be obtained from the m om ent calculation,ex-

cept for the the fact that as p ! � 1 ,the frequencies

!p;p� 1 approach the lowest-lying eigenstate with a sym -

m etry consistentwith the perturbation F [9].The three

frequenciesare,however,averageexcitation frequencies,

in a sensethatism adepreciseby considering theirde�-

nition:

!10 =

P

k6= 0
jhkjF j0ij2E k

P

k6= 0
jhkjF j0ij2

; (6)

and correspondingly forthe othertwo frequencies. Fur-

therm ore,by writing m 0 as

m 0 =
X

k6= 0

jhkjF j0ij
2
; (7)

itisclearthatthezeroth m om entisrelated totheproba-

bility forany excitation atallto happen,and ittherefore

givesinform ation abouttheam plitudeoftheoscillations

excited by the perturbation.

Letusnow explore in the setting ofan exactly diago-

nalizablesystem the relation between the strength func-

tion and them om ent-related frequencies!pq.Thedetails

ofthe diagonalization schem ewereexplained in Ref.[6].

Thesystem consistsofN = 5 particlesin onedim ension

subjectto theHam iltonian,Eq.(1).Theperturbing po-

tentialisassum ed to be on the form ofEq.(2)with the

two choicesofpotentialfunction

v(r)= r ,dipole perturbation (tilting);

v(r)= r
2
,m onopoleperturbation (com pression).(8)

Theexactstrength function can be found by calculating

the strength Sk0 � jhkjF j0ij2 for each excited state k.

The strength function for the �nite system is a sum of

delta functions,and can ofcoursenotbe plotted,butit

is visualized in Fig.1 by plotting a stem ofheight Sk0

atthe position E k ofeach excited state. ForFig.1 the

param etersare chosen as!t = 0:3,U = 0:1,describing

a weakly interacting system in a shallow trap,and the

perturbing potentialv ischosen asthem onopolepertur-

bation.Itisseen thatonly two alm ost-degeneratem odes

areexcited with appreciablestrength.Thesearethetwo

lowest-lyingm onopolem odes,j2iand j3i,atE 2 � 0:5524

and E 3 � 0:5776;the excitation ofthe latter is weaker

by approxim atelyafactor10.Thestrength forthethird-

strongestexcited stateisweakeragain by anotherfactor
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FIG .1:Visualization ofthestrength function fora m onopole

excitation ofa weakly interacting system ,with !t = 0:3,U =

0:1. The height ofthe stem s represent the strength Sk0 for

each excited state jki,and theirhorizontalposition indicates

thefrequency relativeto theground stateoftheexcited state

in question,! = E k.Thecrossesm ark them agnitudeofthree

m om ent-related frequencies,in increasing order,!10,!20 and

!21. (However, the positions of the three crosses coincide

com pletely in this�gure.) Theinsetshowsthedensity pro�le

as circles and the quantum uctuations in the localdensity

as asterisks. Allquantities are plotted in the dim ensionless

unitsem ployed throughoutthe paper.

20. The strengths for the eigenstates that have dipole

sym m etry are suppressed by aboutten ordersofm agni-

tude,which correspondstothenum ericalaccuracy ofthe

algorithm .Thissystem isan alm ostpure Bose-Einstein

condensate, its density resem bling a discretized G aus-

sian, as seen in the inset of Fig.1. Each of the sys-

tem ’s collective m odes is alm ost entirely exhausted by

one m any-body eigenstate or,as in the m onopole case,

an alm ost-degeneratepairofthem .

Included in Fig.1,as crosses,are the three m om ent-

related frequencies !pq, which can be calculated using

only ground-stateproperties.Itisseen thatallthreefre-

quencieslieclosetogether{ thesym bolscoincidealm ost

com pletely sothatonly oneisvisiblein theplot{and lie

close to the m ain excitation frequency E 2,as expected.

The m agnitude ofthe zeroth m om ent is m 0 = 30:6515;

thisnum berm akesm oresensewhen com pared to values

ofm 0 forotherparam eterchoices.Itcan be roughly in-

terpreted to m ean thatapplication ofthepotentialv(r),

which m eansquadrupling thetrap potentialin thiscase,

yieldsapopulation transferrateofm orethan orderunity

to excited states and the oscillations should be clearly

visible.

Figure 2 displaysthe resultsforthe dipole excitation

using the sam e param eters!t = 0:3,U = 0:1. The pic-

ture is sim ilar,but even sim pler than in the m onopole

case: only one m ode is appreciably excited, which in

physicalterm s m eans that a perturbation with dipole
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FIG .2:Sam e asFig.1,buthere the perturbation hasdipole

sym m etry.
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FIG .3:Sam e asFig.1,buthere the trap strength is!t = 1

and the coupling is interm ediate,U = 20. In the inset,the

asterisks represent the quantum uctuations in the density

m agni�ed by a factor10.

sym m etry resultsin excitation ofthelowesteigenstateof

the m any-body system ,and thusoscillation atone well-

de�ned frequency. The zeroth m om ent is m 0 = 1:9928,

again oforderunity.

Another exam ple is shown in Fig.3. The param eter

choice !t = 1, U = 20 corresponds to a m ixed state

with arudim entaryM ottinsulatingplateau in thecenter.

At the present there is very little understanding ofthe

oscillatory m odes in this type ofregim e and little hope

foran analyticalapproach. The resultsforthe strength

function isdisplayed in them ain panelofFig.3.Clearly,

the strength is now spread out over m any eigenstates,

although the largeststrength isabouta factor10 larger

than the next-largest. In experim entone can expect to

observeam onopoleoscillation with severalfrequencies,if
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FIG .4: Sam e as Fig.1,but here the trap and the coupling

are stronger,!t = 4 and U = 100. In the inset,the asterisks

represent the quantum uctuations in the density m agni�ed

by a factor100.

dam pingisweakenough and theprecisionisgood enough

to resolve the di�erent frequencies. The results ofthe

m om entcalculation are likewise included in Fig.3.The

threem om ent-related frequenciesnow di�erappreciably,

asexpected from the spread ofthe excitation strengths.

As noted above,the m om ent calculation does not give

directinform ation aboutthe individualfrequenciesthat

areexcited butthe!pq liebetween thefrequenciesofthe

m oststrongly excited m odes.Thezeroth m om entforthe

M ott-plateau system is found to be m 0 = 1:9596. This

indicates that again,excitation should result in visible

oscillations.

The �nalexam ple isin the lim itofstrong coupling in

a tighttrap,U = 100 and !t = 4. Thissystem isM ott

insulating [6].Figure4depictsthestrength function and

the m om ent-related frequenciesforthissystem . Justas

in theM ott-plateau case,thestrength isdistributed over

severalm odes,which shows up as a di�erence between

the m om ent-related frequencies. O bserve,however,the

m agnitudeofthestrength function:correspondingly,the

zeroth m om entisnow very sm all,m 0 = 0:0094.Therea-

son isthattheground stateforthissystem isapureFock

state in con�guration space,and thereforean eigenstate

ofthe m onopole operatorand in factofany operatorof

the form ofEq.(2),with very sm allcorrections.Thisis

ofcoursea m anifestation ofthe insulating natureofthis

state.

The �nal�gure is an overview picture. Figure 5 dis-

playsthethreem om ent-related frequenciesin unitsofthe

lowestm onopole frequency E 2;the zeroth m om ent m 0;

and thequantum uctuationsin thelocaldensity attwo

points,allasfunctionsofthecouplingU and thetrap fre-

quency !t.Thedata hasbeen recorded along an oblique

path through phasespacealongthelineU = 20!t,where

!t hasvaried from thevalue0.3 up to 4;thisway,allthe
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FIG .5:Propertiesofthesystem asfunctionsofthe coupling

U and the trap strength !t. The latterhasbeen sweptfrom

!t = 0:3to!t = 4,and and U hasvaried asU = 20!t through

the sweep. The topm ost panel shows the three m om ent-

related frequencies (from top to bottom !10, !20 and !21)

in units ofthe lowest m onopole frequency E 2. The m iddle

panelshows the m agnitude ofthe zeroth m om ent m 0. The

bottom panelplotsthequantum uctuationsin localdensity,

�n
2 = hn

2
i� hni

2,at the point r = 0 (solid line) and r = 2

(dashed line).Theunitsarethedim ensionlessunitsem ployed

throughoutthe paper.

phases discussed above could be sam pled. For sm allU

and !t,the system issuperuid and the density uctu-

ations are large. The m om ent-related frequencies stay

close to each other and to the eigenfrequency E 2. The

decreaseofthedensityuctuationsin thecenterm ostwell

signalsthetransition to a M ott-plateau state,and atthe

sam etim ethe frequenciesbegin to di�er,butthezeroth

m om entisstillaboveunity.Thedrop in m 0 com esatthe

sam e pointasthe drop in the uctuationsin the second

o�-centersite;thism arksthe transition to the M ottin-

sulating state.In this�nite system ,the M otttransition

isgradual.

Reference [5]reportson an experim entthatm easures

the response to excitation oftrapped bosonsin a three-

dim ensionalopticallattice.Itisfound thatfora shallow

lattice,which corresponds to a relatively sm allU com -

pared with thetunneling strength,onenarrow frequency

range isexcited,justasexpected fora trapped conden-

sate.However,forlargerU ,a broad rangeoffrequencies

isexcited with appreciable strength. Thisresult,which

isnoteasily interpreted in the fram ework ofBogoliubov

theory,isin factvery sim ilarto the present�ndingsfor

a system with a M ott plateau. The drastic di�erence

in size,dim ensionality and m ethod ofexcitation forbids

quantitative com parison,butthe qualitative sim ilarities

are there: we have seen in this paper that the rise and

broadeningofthefrequenciesischaracteristicofbeing in

the vicinity ofthe M ott-plateau regim e.

In conclusion,the strength function forthe m onopole

and dipole excitations ofthe Hubbard m odelin a trap

have been calculated,and with an outlook to treating

larger system s, the m om ents of the strength function

havebeen em ployedin ordertoextractinform ationabout

the excitation strengths and frequencies. It is seen in

both them om entcalculationsand thefullstrength func-

tion how the �nite system undergoes a transition be-

tween superuid,M ottplateau,and fully M ottinsulating

states. It is predicted that the experim entalsignature

ofa system containing a M ottplateau is the excitation

ofseveralfrequencieswith appreciable strength,while a

stronglycoupled system willnotbeexcited atallbecause

ofitsM ottinsulating nature.Based on thepresent�nd-

ings,itissuggested thatthebroad and strong resonance

found in a recentexperim ent[5]is due to a M ottinsu-

lating plateau in the system .
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