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A Yhough both vacancies and interstitial have relatively high activation energies in the nom al
solid, we propose that a lower energy bound state of a vacancy and an interstitialm ay facilitate

vacancy condensation to give supersolidity in ‘He .

W e use a phenom enological two-Jand boson

Jattice m odel to dem onstrate this new m echanism and discuss the possible relevance to the recently
observed super uid-like, non-classical rotational inertial experin ents ofK In and Chan in solid ‘He.
Som e of our resultsm ay also be applicable to trapped bosons in optical lattices.

PACS numbers: 05.30.d4,03.75Hh,67 .40

Recently Kin and Chan have reported observation of
super uid-lke, non-classical rotational nertial WCR1I)
behavior in solid “He, both when embedded in V ycor
glass [l]and n buk “He []. Their experin ents have re—
vived great interest in supersolidity w ith both crystalline
and super uid orderings in heluim . The possbility of
a supersolid phase n “He was theoretically proposed by
Chester [1], Leggett [4], Saslow [H] and by A dreeve and
Lifshitz [@]1in 1970’s. A dreeve and L ifshitz proposed B ose
condensation of vacancies as the m echanism for superso—
lidity. Chester speculated that supersolidity cannot exist
w ithout vacancies and/or Interstitials [1], a clain m ade
m ore rigorous recently by P rokofev and Svistunov [1].
E xperim ents and m ore sophisticated m icroscopic calcu—
lationshave, how ever, provided constraints to any theory
or supersolid in “He. The NM R experin ents [, 9] on
solid *He rule out a non-negligblk zero point vacancy
concentration. T he energy of a vacancy in solid ‘He was
estin ated to be about 10K by the x-ray scattering exper—
Iment [Ld]and tobe 15K 1n a theoreticalcalculation [11].
T he energy of a pure Interstitial state has recently been
calculated to be about 48 5K [14]. A ssum ing that the
observed supersolidiy isa genuine bulk phenom enon, the
quandary is thus how defects with such high activation
energies can condense at low tem perature.

In this Letter, we propose a possble solution to this
quandary. In addition to vacancies and interstitials, there
is a third type of defects, w ith relatively low excitation
energy, which corresponds to a bound state of a vacancy
and an interstitial, henceforth called an "exciton". W hilke
such excions do not carry m ass and w ill not contribute
to supersolid phenom ena like those observed by K In and
Chan [,/2], they can facilitate supersolidity by twom ech—
anism s. First, vacancies can condense above a back-
ground ofexcitons easier than above the defect free D F')
nom al state, so that the condensation energy can m ore
than com pensate for the exciton excitation energy. Sec—
ond, in a background form ed of a coherent m ixture of
the DF state and the exciton, the e ective kinetic en—
ergy of vacancies and interstitials can be enhanced due
to constructive Interference between hopping processes
nvolving the DF state and those Involving the exciton.

T he essence of our theory is that while, consistent w ith
allknown experin ents, the nom al solid state isthe DF

state, the supersolid state results from condensation of
vacancies and/or Interstitials about a defect rich back-
ground of excitons. T his physics is show n quantitatively
using a phenom enological tw o-band lattice boson m odel
to represent the defects n solid ‘He. Ushgmean eld
theory M FT), we show that super uidiy in solid he-
lum can exist in param eter regin es qualitatively con—
sistent w ith all the known experim ents and m icroscopic
calculations. W e w ill argue that the key results w illhold
beyondM F T, and indeed are rendered m ore robust by in—
clusion ofquantum uctuations. B ecause ofthe "vacuum

sw itching" betw een the nom aland supersolid states, the
transition at zero tem perature is generically rst order.

W e start w ith the lattice as de ned by the periodiciy
of crystalline heliim . On each lattice site, we consider
two sihgleparticle localized states. The lower energy
state (a-state), with energy 27 has s maxinum on
the lattice site. T he other state (o-state), with a higher
energy 2+ , is less localized and has m axin a dis-
tribbuted w ith hop symm etry away from the lattice site.
B ecause of the strongly repulsive cores, each ofthis state
can hold atm ost one *H e atom , ie. oreach state, helum
behavesashard corebosons. O n the other hand, because
of the spatial separation between the a and b states, an
atom in the a-state repels one in the bstate w ith a large
but weaker strength U: An atom on one site can tun-—
nelto a neighboring site from a to a-state, b to b —state,
and a to b state w ith hopping am plitudes t;, t,, and tap
regpectively, taken all to be real and non-negative. In
the DF state, we have one helim atom occupying the
a-state on each lattice site. D ue to the hard core condi-
tion, the *He atom s in this state are inm obile, and this
state is a nom al solid, which is consistent w ith the as—
sum ption that defects are necessary for supersolid. To
study defects, i is convenient to consider the DF state
as the defect vacuum state, from which vacancies and in—
terstitials can be created. The term vacuum will always
refer to the DF state henceforth in this article. Let a)
be the creation operator for the vacancy by rem oving a
helim atom from thisvacuum state at the site i, and b}
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the creation operator for the interstitial by creating an
atom to the b-state on the site. N ote that the interstitial
de ned thisway can be viewed as a quantum generaliza-
tion ofthe classical nterstitial. T he hard core conditions
speci ed above in plies these operators are also hard core
boson operators. O ur m odel H am iltonian for defects in
solid helum is then,

X
H = aljat pNjp  Unyjalyy
j
X
(taaja; + by + tapalll + hc) (@)
<ijp>

In the above equation, nj, = ajaj, njp = bibj, and
(oreviously de ned) and 1, are the energy cost to create
a helim vacancy and an interstitial respectively. The
repulsion U between He atom s translates into an attrac—
tion of strength U between a vacancy and an interstitial
on the sam e site. The energy of a localized exciton is
at b U.Forsmmplicity, In what ollowswe will
consider t, = 0.

To illum Inate the e ects of excitons, let’s rst discuss
the non-interacting case U = 0. In this lm i, the va—
cancies and interstitials are decoupled. For , ! 1,
our m odel is reduced to the vacancy m odel proposed by
Andreeve and Lifshitz [d]. Let z(= 12) be the number
of the nearest neighbors In a hcp lattice, the onset of
B ose condensation of vacancies (interstitials) is given ex—
actly by .y 2zt = 0 , which coincides w ith hav—
Ing zero activation energy for a single defect, a condition
that is not supported by experim ents[L(] and theoretical
estin ates(11,114] ®r?He. This isthe quandary we stated
n the introduction.

W e now consider the case U > 0. In this case, a va-
cancy and an interstitial tend to bind together to form a
localexciton. If the exciton energy issnall (argeU),
the presence of the excitons in the ground state enhances
the kinetic energy of the vacancy (or interstitial), which
m ay lad to the condensation of these defects. Since we
are prin arily interested in the large U case, it is In por—
tant to treat the on-site attractive interaction accurately.
In order to do so, we use the single-site mean eld ap—
proxin ation M FA ) by decoupling the kinetic tem s as

a@y+al) a%;

bl + L) IV

alay

b

w here the spatially uniform B ose condensation order pa—

rameters a =< a; > and b =< b; > are determ ined

selfconsistently. The single site mean eld Ham iltonian

for the hard core bosons are then solved exactly. This

M FA gives the correct exact conditions for onset of su-
per uidity atU = 0.

T he ground state phase diagram s obtained w ithin the

M FA In the param eter space t; and t, are shown in Fig.

l@)or = ,=1,U=19and h Fig. 1) or , = 1,

b= 4,and U = 4:8. They represent a m ore symm et—

ric and a strongly asym m etric cases respectively. W ithin
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FIG.1l: (@) M ean eld theory phase diagram of H am iltonian
(1) In thesymm etriccasewih .= p,= landU = 1:9.V-SF
(I-SF') :vacancy (interstitial) super uid phase. () Sam e as in
(@) In theasymmetriccase . = 1, ., = 4 and U = 48. See
Fig. 2 for the snapshots of these phases in real space. ()T he
variational energy of the symmetricmodelwih , = =1
and U = 19 as the function of the SF order param eter for
t= t. = % = 0:056 (nom al solid phase), t = 0:06 (at the
phase boundary) and t= 0064 (VISF phase). (d) Same as
in () with t; = , = 0:06 for various values ofU .

theM FA ,we found vedi erent phases, characterized by
the order param eters a and b together w ith the vacuum ,
vacancy, Interstitial, and exciton defect densities ng;ny ,
nr; and ney . They are (1) The nom alDF solid phase.
(2) The vacancy super uid phase (V-SF @ )), where only
the vacancies condense (@ € 0) abovetheD F background
(i1 = nex = 0): This phase is the sam e as the vacancy
state of A ndreeve and Lifshitz. (3) T he corresponding in—
terstitial super uid phase (ISF). (4) An altemative va—
cancy super uid phase (V-SF B)), where the vacancies
condense above a background of excitons. (5) The VI-
SF phase, where we have both vacancies and interstitials
condensing above a background of a coherent m ixture of
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FIG . 2: Schem atic illustration of snapshots of ve phases
shown n gll@) and (o) in tem s of the occupation of he—
Jum atom s at the lattice sites. A lattice site is represented
by a num bered block. A solid dot represents a helium atom .
At each site, em ptiness represents a vacancy, occupation at
the Iower (higher) level represents a vacuum (exciton), and
occupation at the both levels represents an Interstitial.

the vacuum and the exciton. A snapshot ofeach ofthese
phases In term s ofthe occupation ofheliim atom sin real
space is illustrated in Fig.[H.

To appreciate the phase diagram s and the new physics
arising from the interaction U , we show the phasebound-
aries of the non-interacting model U = 0) by dashed
lines In Fig. 1(@) and (). As rem arked earlier, these
boundaries coincide w ith the vanishing of the activation
energy of an isolated vacancy or interstitial. Since U
plys no rolk if only vacancies or only intersititials are
present, these are also the phase boundaries for nom al
solid toV-SF @ ) or I-SF transition even forU > 0. T hus,
for such SF states, their corresponding nom al (ie. un—
condensed) states are not the DF state but contain a

nite density of defects, which is not the case for super-
solid “He. The most striking of our resuls is that the
interplay between vacancies (and/or Intersitials) and ex—
citon defects can lad to SF even in param eter regin es
w here the nom alstate is stable against the generation of
uncondensed defects (hatched areas in the gures). W e
propose this as the reconciliation between activated de—
fect behavior at high tem perature (T) and supersolidiy

at ow T 1 “He. In the hatched regine, the DF state
ism etastable but not the globalm ininum energy state.
In Fig. 1(c) and 1(d), we illustrate this by plotting the
variationalenergy E (@) based on the M FA [13] for the
symmetricmodelwih t; = t, = t, so that a = b; wih
Increasing t Figl(c)) and U Figl(d)). The existence
oftwom inin a are clearly seen. W ih increasing torU,
the B ose condensed state becom es lower in energy than
the nom alstate in the hatched areas. T he transition is

rst order due to "vacuum sw itching": the nom alstate
at a = 0 is the DF state with no excitons ey = 0);
w hile the background that vacancies and Intersitials con—
dense above to form the VISF is the one wih a nite
density of excitons (ex  0): In what follow s we discuss
In m ore details the physics of the asym m etric and sym —
m etric cases, ocusing on the param eter regin es of the
hatched areas.

Due to the high He atom density and strong repul-
sive cores, solid “He should t the very asymm etric case
wih =, >> 1 In ourmodel Fig. 1({)). Because
the bstate is less localized com pared to the a-state and
because of the exponential dependence of the overlap in—
tegral on state size, we expect t, >> t,:Foranallt,;
the phase In the hatched region is the V-SF B) phase.
To understand how this phase com es about, we consider

rst t; = 0: Here, the activation energies of a vacancy
and an exciton are 5, and respectively independent of
t; so the DF state is locally stable. Since t, = 0; vacan—
cies cannot hop, and there is no possbility of vacancy
condensation above the DF state. However, if we take
a background of excitons on every site, then vacancies
can now hop wih am plitude t,; and the exciton state
can be unstable w ith respect to a vacancy condensation
that gives b € 0: The onset of this V-SF B) instability
sz = 2 :For ty greater than this value, E (o) has
a double m Inin a behavior sin ilar to that shown In Fig
1(c) for the symm etric case, with E b= 0) hitially the
lowerenergy. However, asty, Increases (out still less than
the value necessary for spontaneous generation of inter—
stitials), the vacancy condensation energy can becom e
large enough to overcom e the required vacancy and exci-
ton activation energiesgiven by ny s+ (I ny) ;and
a rst order transition from the nomm alDF state to the
V -SF B) state occurs. N ote that the transition is accom —
panied by a "vacuum sw itching", in that the vacancies
are condensing not above the D F' state, but above the ex—
citon state. The V-SF B) hasb$6 0;and ny + nex = 1:
A sty Increases, i becom es advantageoustom ix in som e
vacuum com ponent to allow vacancy hopping through
ty, so that both a and b are non-zero. D gpending on the
value p; som e Interstitial condensation w ill also occur.
The V-SF B) phase then m akes a second order transi-
tion into the V ISF, characterized by both a and b$é 0;
and ny; nr; nex allé 0:W ew illdiscuss thisphase further
In the sym m etric case, where it w ill feature m ore prom i~
nently. In this strongly asymm etric case, whether we
take the SF state to be the V-SF B) or the V I-SF state,
we have ny >> nr:Thus, a prediction of our theory is



that while the nom al state is a com m ensurate solid, the
supersolid w ill have incom m ensurate density, which can
be con m ed by neutron scattering experin ents in the
supersolid phase. Furthem ore, because of the presence
of excitons in the supersolid (ie. the He atom resides in
the less localized b state rather than the a state, or
som e linear com bination of the two), the local He den—
sity in a unit cellw ill change w ith the transition into the
supersolid. This can be con m ed from the form factor
of neutron scattering or w ith a localprobe.

Next we look at the symm etric case. A lthough this
probably does not describe solid “He, it m ay be applica—
bl to a system of trapped bosons In an optical lattice,
w here the periodic potential is In posed extemally rather
than intemally generated. In such a system , the ratio

b= a can be tuned by tuning the optical potential. The
Interesting phase here is the V I-SF phase in the hatched
region. A gain, the key question is what causes the addi-
tional non-trivial SF solution since neither vacancy nor
the Interstitial alone can condense at T = 0. Unlke the
asymm etric case, where ny in this phase basically plays
norl,and indead ! Oas ! 1 ;here, ng;ny jNt;Nex
are allnonnegligble in this SF phase. W ithin theM FA,
the eigenstates are direct product of single-site states.
In this ground state, the state on each site is a coher—
ent m xture of the DF state, the vacancy, the intersti-
tial, and the exciton. T his coherence allow s constructive
Interference betw een the various hopping processes, thus
enhancing the e ect ofkinetic energy overthat when only
vacancies or interstitials are present or when they hop in
a background of only DF states or only exciton states.
T his coherent e ect is best understood by exam ining the
highly symmetriccaseof , = 5= ,% =t = tand
U=2, (othat = 0%):By symm etry, we also have
a = Db: Because of the symm etry between the vacancy
and the interstitial, and betw een the vacuum and the ex—
citon states, the MqF energy Ey r (@) can be analytically

found to be 5 = %+ @zta)’ + 2zta?, fiom which
the condition for the SF state is found to be 2zt< 0.
Com pared w ith the SF condition for vacancy only con—
densation above the DF background, we see that the ef-
fective hopping integral increases from t to 2t due to the
coherent m ixture ofall 4 states. For this arti cialhighly
sym m etric case, the nom alto V I-SF transition is second
order due to being in nitesinal. As Increases, the
transition becom es rst order. This is what is shown In
Fig 1c as the transition is crossed by increasing t: A lter-
natively, the transition can be crossed by ncreasing U;
asshown n Figld).

A Ythough our results so far are obtained using the
M FA , we believe the central conclusion, that supersolid
can occur even when defects like vacancies and intersti-
tialshave relatively high activation energies is correct. In
the lattice m odelof (1), the excitations in the supersolid
phase are gapless and the excitations in the nom alsolid
are gapful. T herefore, the quantum uctuations are ex—
pected to further stabilize the supersolid phase. ITn our

MFT, there are four supersolid phases in tem s of the
order param eters a and b. However, there is no di er-
ence between them in the type of o diagonal ordering
of the underlying *He atom s. T hus, they are not really
distinct phases in the sense of di erent sym m etry states,
but rather di er in the physics behind the condensation
as discussed above. Indeed, if uctuations are included
or if we consider non-zero t;y,; then the sharp distinction
betw een these "phases" becom es crossover.

Follow ing Leggett’s paper [4], we can derive the SF
density detected by the NCR I experin ent, which is

s = amo=m;+ bmo=mk?3; 3)
wherem } and m{ are the e ective m ass of the vacancy
and interstitial bands respectively determ ined by the
hopping Integralty and t, and the lattice structure, and
m, is the bare mass of ‘He. For the purpose of illus—
tration, we will assum e thatmfJ = m o at the value of
t, = 1=3. Because the transition at T = 0 is rst oxder,
the SF density has an abrupt jum p at the criticality. For
reasonable valies ofparam eters , = 1, = 4,t = 007
andt, = 02,we ndthejmptobe 9% ;which isabout
an order largerthan the SF density m easured in K In and
Chan’s experin entsZ]. T he discrepancy is partly due to
the sin plicity ofthe m odel. For Instance, the critical SF
density s is found to be 3% by incliding an on-site
interband hopping ), = 0:2. Furthem ore, the quan-
tum phase uctuationsm entioned above w illdecrease ¢
at criticality by the duale ects ofdirectly decreasing the
orderparam eters and by reduction ofthe criticalvalie U
due to stabilizing ofthe SF phase relativeto theD F state.
W e also note that the experin ents ofK in and Chan are
perform ed on granular rather than single crystal, so that
the observed s m ay be governed by Josephson e ect and
therefore can be considerably sm aller than the intrinsic
value of hom ogenous supersolid “He.

W e have seen that the T=0 transition should be 1rst
order. A carefiil exam nation of the nite T transition
should include also the e ect of phase uctuations. The

nite T transition aswell as the collective excitations In
the various SF phases of our m odel w ill be discussed in
a future publication.

In conclusion, we have proposed a solution to how *He
can becom e a supersolid at low T when both vacancies
and interstitials have relatively high activation energies
In the nom alsolid. In ourtheory, the presence of low en—
ergy bound vacancy-interstitial defects facilitate the con—
densation of vacancies. In this theory, the nom al state
is a comm ensurate solid while the supersolid is lncom —
m ensurate. Furthem ore, the localheliuim density in the
unit cell has di erent pro les in the two phases. These
predictions can be tested experin entally.
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