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Short-range coherence ofa lattice B ose atom gas in the M ott insulating phase
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W e study the short-range coherence ofultracold lattice Bose gasesin the M ottinsulating phase.

W e calculate the visibility ofthe interference pattern and the resultsagree quantitatively with the

recentexperim entalm easurem ent (Phys. Rev. Lett. 95,050404 (2005)). The visibility deviation

from theinversely lineardependenceon thebareon-siteinteraction U0 isexplained both in sm aller

and larger U0. Fora sm aller U0,itcom es from a second ordercorrection. Fora larger U0,except

thebreakdown ofadiabaticity asanalyzed by G erbieretal,therem ightbe anothersource to cause

thisdeviation,which isthe diversity between U0 determ ined by the single atom W annierfunction

and the e�ective on site interaction U e� fora m ulti-occupation persite.

PACS num bers:03.75.Lm ,67.40.-w,39.25.+ k

The observation ofthe M ott insulating phase in ul-

tracold Bose gasesin an opticallattice opensa new era

to investigate exactly controllable strong-correlated sys-

tem s[1,2].Fora one-com ponentlattice Bosegases,the

BoseHubbard m odel[3]capturesthebasicphysicsofthe

system s [1]. The theoreticalstudies m ostly focused on

thesharp phasetransition between thesuperuid/M ott-

insulator[4,5,6,7,8,9,10].Thisphasetransition m ay

play an im portant role in various quantum inform ation

processing schem es[11].

Recently,the residualshort-range interference in the

insulating phasehasbeen predicted by num ericalstudies

[12].Thisphase coherencehasbeen observed by a m ea-

surem entofthe visibility ofthe interferencepattern[13].

Itwasfound thatthe visibility isinversely proportional

to the on-site interaction strength U0 ofthe Bose Hub-

bard m odelin a wide range. In explaining their data,

G erbieretalassum ed a sm alladm ixtureofparticle-hole

pairs in the ground state ofthe M ott insulating phase.

They showed that the visibility ofinterference pattern

calculated by this ground state m ay wellm atch the ex-

perim entaldata in a wide interm ediaterangeofU0.

There were deviations from the inverse linear power

law in both sm alland largeU in them easurem entofthe

visibility.G erbieretalinterpreted thelargeU deviation

iscaused by a breakdown ofadiabaticity sincetheram p-

ing tim e used in the experim ent has been close to the

tunnelling tim e. For the deviation in a sm allU ,there

wasno explanation yet[14].

In thispaper,wewillanalytically provetheinverselin-

earpowerlaw ofthe visibility forinterm ediate U in the

zero tem perature. Here the words ’interm ediate U ’(as

wellas’sm allU ’,’large U ’in thiswork)m ean the m ag-

nitudeofU � Uc isinterm ediate(sm allorlarge),with Uc

the criticalinteraction strength ofthe superuid/M ott

insulator transition. The result is exactly the sam e as

thatobtained by G erbieretalby assum ing a sm allad-

m ixtureoftheparticleholepairin theground state[13].

W e also show the deviation ofthe visibility from the in-

verselinearpowerlaw in a sm allU iscaused by a second

ordercorrection. Forthe large U ,we show that,except

theexplanation by theauthorsoftheexperim entalwork,

owing to the m ulti-occupation persite,the e�ective on-

site interaction Ue� which appearsin the BoseHubbard

m odel[15,16,17]isdi�erentfrom U 0 which wasdeter-

m ined by the single atom W annierfunction and used to

�tthe data oftheexperim ent.

W e consider a one-com ponent Bose gas in a 3-

dim ensionalopticallattice described by a periodic po-

tential V0(~r). Although the realexperim entalsystem

was con�ned by a trap potential,we here only pay our

attention to the hom ogeneous system . Beginning with

the expansion of the boson �eld operators in a set of

localized basis, i.e.,  (~r) =
P

i
aiw(~r � ~ri) and keep-

ing only the lowest vibrational state, one can de�ne

an on-site free energy f = �nI + U �n(�n � 1)=2;where

�n is the average occupation per site. The on-site en-

ergy I and the bareon-site interaction U are de�ned by

I =
R

d~rw �(~r)[� ~
2

2m
r 2 + V0(~r)]w(~r),

U =
4�as~

2

m

Z

d~rjw(~r)j4: (1)

Thison-site free energy contributesto the chem icalpo-

tentialby � = � @f=@�n and de�nesthe e�ective on-site

interaction [15,16,17]

Ue� = @
2
f=@�n2: (2)

For the single occupation per site,Ue� = U = U0 and

thedi�erenceappearsfor�n > 1.W ewillbeback to this

issuelater.TheBoseHubbard m odelfora hom ogeneous

latticegasesisde�ned by the following Ham iltonian

H = � t
X

hiji

a
y

iaj +
Ue�

2

X

i

a
y

iaia
y

iai� �
X

i

a
y

iai; (3)

where hiji denotes the sum over the nearest neighbor

sites and � is the chem icalpotential. The tunnelling

am plitude isde�ned by

tB ;F ;ij =

Z

d~rw
�(~r+ ~ri)[�

~
2r 2

2m
+ V0(~r)]w(~r+ ~rj);

fora pairofthe nearestneighborsites(i;j).
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O urm ain goalisto calculatethe interferencepattern

S(~k)=
X

i;j

e
i~k�(~ri�~r j)ha

y

iaji; (4)

which isrelated tothedensity distribution oftheexpand-

ing atom clouds by �(~r) = m

~tex
j~w(~k = m ~r=~tex)j

2S(~k)

with m theatom m assand tex thetim eoftheatom free

expansion [12,18]. Since we are interested in the M ott

insulatingphase,wecancalculateS(~k)bytakingthetun-

nelling term asa perturbation.To do this,weintroduce

aHubbard-Stratonovich �eld in thepartition function [7]

Z[J;J�]=

Z

D ��
D �D a �

D aexp

�

� S0

+ t

Z �

0

d�
X

hiji

a
�
iaj +

Z �

0

d�
X

i

(J�iai+ Jia
�
i)

� t

Z �

0

d�(a�i � ��i + J
�
i=t)(aj � �j + Jj=t)

�

; (5)

whereS0 isthet-independentpartin thefullaction and

J and J� arecurrentsintroduced to calculatecorrelation

functions. Integrating away ai and a�i and transferring

intothelatticewavevectorand therm alfrequency space,

onehas

Z[J�;J] =

Z

D ��
D �exp

�
X

~k;n

(� ��~k;n
G
�1 (~k;i!n)�~k;n

+ J
�
~k;n

�~k;n
+ J~k;n�

�
~k;n

+
1

�k
J
�
~k;n

J~k;n; (6)

where�k = � 2t
P

�= x;y;z
cosk�.Thecorrelationfunction

iscalculated in a standard way:

ha
�
~k;n

a~k;ni=
1

Z[0;0]

�2Z[J�;J]

�J�
~k;n

�J~k;n

�
�
�
�
J�= J= 0

= h��
~k;n

�~k;n
i+

1

�k
= � G(~k;i!n)+

1

�k
: (7)

The interferencepattern then m ay be expressed as

S(~k)= �
1

�

X

n

[G(~k;i!n)�
1

�k
]: (8)

In the M ott insulating phase, the correlation function

G(~k;i!n)hasbeen calculated by slaveparticletechniques

[7,9]

G
�1 (k;i!n)= �k � �

2
k

1
X

�= 0

(�+ 1)
n� � n�+ 1

i!n + �� �U
; (9)

wherethe slaveparticleoccupation num berisgiven by

n
� =

1

expf�[� i�� ��+ �(�� 1)U e�=2]g� 1
; (10)

which obeys
P

�
n� = 1 and

P

�
�n � = N in the m ean

�eld approxim ation [19]. � is a Lagrangian m ultiplier

to ensure
P

�
n� = 1. The sign � corresponds to the

slave ferm ion orboson,respectively. In previousworks,

wehaveshow thattheslaveferm ion approach m ay have

som eadvantagesto the slaveboson approach[9,10].W e

then taketheslaveferm ion form alism .In theM ottinsu-

lating phase,sinceUe�;�� t,onecan expand G(~k;i!n)

in term sof�k=(i!n � �+ �U e�)and theinterferencepat-

tern reads

S(~k) = �
1

�

X

n

(G(~k;!n)�
1

�k
)

=
1

�

X

n

X

a= 0

(� 1)a�ak(A(!n))
a+ 1

; (11)

A(!n) =

1
X

�= 0

(�+ 1)
n�+ 1 � n�

i!n + �� �U e�

:

M aking the frequency sum ,one has,to the �rstorder

of�k,

S(~k) � �
X

�

nB (�U e� � �)(�+ 1)(n �+ 1
� n

�)

� �k�
X

�

[(�+ 1)2(n�+ 1 � n
�)2

� nB (�U e� � �)(1+ nB (�U e� � �)) (12)

�
2�k

Ue�

X

�< 

(nB (�U e� � �)� nB (U e� � �))

� (�+ 1)(+ 1)(n�+ 1 � n
�)(n+ 1 � n

);

where nB (�U e� � �)= [e�(�U eff��) � 1]�1 . In the lim it

T ! 0and then0-th M ottlobe,oneknows(n0� 1)Ue� <

�< n 0Ue� and n� = ��;n 0
.Substituting theseinto (12),

oneobtainsthe zero tem peraturevalueofS(~k)

S(~k;T = 0)= n0 � 2n0(n0 + 1)
�k

U e�

: (13)

This is what G erbier et al obtained by assum ing the

particle-holepairadm ixturein theground state[13].In-

tegrating along one lattice direction,the corresponding

2D visibility isgiven by

V =
�m ax � �m in

�m ax + �m in

=
Sm ax � Sm in

Sm ax + Sm in

�
4

3
(n0 + 1)

zt

U e�

(14)

for z = 6,where �m ax and �m in are chosen such that

the W annier envelop was cancelled. This is the inverse

linearpowerlaw used to �t the experim entaldata [13].

However,theexperim entaldatadeviated from thispower

law �t when U e�=zt < 8. In term s of(11), we think

thatthiscom esfrom a second ordercorrection.A direct

calculation showsthatthesecond ordercorrection in zero

tem peratureisgiven by [20]

�
(2)
S(~k)= 3n0(n0 + 1)2

�2
k

U 2
e�

: (15)

Thus,the 2D visibility forn0 = 1 ism odi�ed to

V =
8

3�Ue�(1+ 32�U �2

e�
=3)

; (16)
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with �Ue� = Ue�=zt. In Fig. 1,we show the visibility

against �Ue� in a log-log plot for n0 = 1. This second

ordercorrection suppressesthe visibility fora sm all �Ue�

whiletheexponentofthepowerlaw seem sdeviatingfrom

� 1 a little.Thesefeaturesagreewith theexperim entally

m easured data.
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FIG .1: Visibility ofthe interference pattern versus �Ue� ac-

cording to (16) in a log-log plot(the dot line with circles) .

The solid line is the inverse linear power law (14) and the

dash line isa powerlaw �twith an exponent� 0:95 to (16).

W ehaveneglected the�nitetem peraturee�ecttocom -

parewith theexperim entalthough ourtheory isin �nite

tem perature.In fact,there m ay be a �nite tem perature

correction totheinterferencepattern in thesecond order.

According to (11),itisgiven by,nearn0 = 1

�
(2)
ST (~k)= 18(n1)2n2

�2k

U 2
e�

; (17)

which m ay furthersuppressesthevisibility.Forinstance,

atT = 1:0zt� 101nK ,the ratio between (17)and (15)

is

�
(2)

T
S(~k)

�(2)S(~k)
= 3(n1)2n2=2

= 0:106;0:098;0:087;and 0:064

for �Ue� = 6;7;8;and 10. However,the tem perature in

the M ottinsulatorisdi�cultto be estim ated in the ex-

perim ent [22]. Thus,a quantitative com parison ofthe

�nite tem perature calculation to the experim entdata is

waiting form oreexperim entaldevelopm ents.

W enow discussthelargeU deviation from theinverse

linearpowerlaw,which hasbeen seen in theexperim ent

and explained by thebreakdown ofadiabaticity [13].W e

willrevealanotherpossiblesourceforthisdeviation.As

we have m entioned before,the value ofUe� m ay be dif-

ferentfrom U and U0 for �n > 1. O urabove calculation

showed an inverse linear powerlaw to Ue� whereas the

experim entalistsused U0 to �ttheirdata.
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FIG .2: (Color online) The e�ective on-site interaction U e�

versus the average occupation per site, �n in a �n-log(Ue� )

plot.Thethin solid linesarelinear�tsto variationaldata for

V0 = 11:95;14:32,16.25 and 29E R (em pty circles,�lled trian-

gles,em ptytrianglesand �lled circles,respectively).Thedash

lineiscriticalinteraction strength calculated bythem ean �eld

theory [4,5].The thick horizontallinesare the on-site inter-

actionsU0 calculated by the single atom W arrierfunction.

Due to the interaction,the atom energy band m ay be

m odi�ed and the W annier function m ay be broadened,

com pared to the single atom ones. In Ref. [17], we

have considered the m ean �eld interaction and m ade a

variationalcalculation to the W annierfunction by using

K ohn’sm ethod [21].Thedirectresultofthebroadening

ofthe W annier function is the bare on-site interaction

U becom es weaker than U0 which is calculated by the

single atom W annier function. The �n-dependence ofI

m ay further reduce Ue� from U . In Fig. 2, we plot

Ue� versus �n. In the low part of Fig. 2, three typi-

callattice depths are considered,V0 = 11:95;14:32 and

16.25 E R (=
~
2
k
2

2m
),corresponding to the criticalinterac-

tion strengths ofthe n0 = 1;2 and 3 M ott states. The

up-part is for V0 = 29E R ,which was the lattice depth

wherethe adiabaticity breaks[13].

Severalpointsm ay beseen from Fig.2.First,thecrit-

icalvaluesofV0 = 14:32E R forn0 = 2 and 16:25E R for

n0 = 3 are closerto experim entalones,14.1(8)E R and

16.6(9)E R [13],com paringto14.7E R and 15.9E R ,corre-

sponding to the single atom W annierfunctions.Second,

the variationaldata are downward as �n indicates that

� logUe� > � logU0 for �n > 1. Thism ay cause two re-

sults:(a)If� logUe� deviatesfrom � logU0 asm allm ag-

nitude,thepowerlaw �tpresentsan exponents� (1� �).

Thishasbeen observed in experim ent,which is� 0:98(7)

[13]. (b) As �n increases,the deviation becom es signi�-

cant.Thism ay appearin a largeV0.In theexperim ent,

thelatterappeared in V0 > 29E R .W eshow that,in Fig.

2,thedeviation isnota sm allm agnitudeforV0 = 29E R .

In sum m ary,we studied the short-range coherence in

theM ottinsulatingphasewith a�niteon-siteinteraction

strength.Theinterferencepattern and then itsvisibility

were calculated by using a perturbation theory.The in-

verselinearpowerlaw ofthe visibility to the interaction

strength,which wasfound in theexperim ent,wasexactly
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recovered. W e furtherdiscussed the deviation from this

powerlaw both in a sm alland large U0. W e found that

a second ordere�ectsuppressesthe visibility fora sm all

U0 while itsup-deviation in a large U0 m ightbe caused

by thedi�erencebetween U 0 and Ue� exceptthepossible

breakdown ofadiabaticity.

W ewould liketo thank FabriceG erbierforusefuldis-

cussions. This work was supported in part by the Na-

tionalNaturalScience Foundation ofChina.
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