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W e study the short-range coherence of ultracold lattice B ose gases in the M ott insulating phase.
W e calculate the visbility of the interference pattem and the results agree quantitatively w ith the

recent experin entalm easurem ent Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 050404 (2005))

. The visibility deviation

from the Inversely linear dependence on the bare on-site Interaction Uy is explained both in sm aller

and larger Uy .

Fora smaller Uy, it com es from a second order correction. For a larger Uy, except

the breakdow n of adiabaticity as analyzed by G erbier et al, there m ight be another source to cause
this deviation, which is the diversity between Uy detem ined by the single atom W annier function

and the e ective on site interaction U .

PACS numbers: 03.75Lm ,67.40.w ,39254k

The observation of the M ott Insulating phase n ulk
tracold Bose gases in an optical lattice opens a new era
to Investigate exactly controllable strong-correlated sys—
tam s EL', :2:] For a one-com ponent lattice B ose gases, the
BoseH ubbard m odel H] captures the basic physics ofthe
system s [L] T he theoretical studies m ostly focused on
the sharp phase transition between the super uid/M ott—
nsulator E_4,:_5, g, ::/:, :_‘3'4, -'_E’J, :_I-C_i] T his phase transition m ay
play an in portant role in various quantum inform ation
processing schem es I_l-]_}]

R ecently, the residual short-range interference in the
msu]aUng phase hasbeen predicted by num erical studies
Il2] T his phase coherence has been observed by a m ea—
surem ent of the visbility of the interference pattem @Q]
It was found that the visbility is inversely proportional
to the on-site Interaction strength U, of the Bose Hub—
bard model in a wide range. In explaining their data,
Gerbieret alassum ed a sn all adm ixture of particlke-hol
pairs in the ground state of the M ott insulating phase.
They showed that the visbility of interference pattem
calculated by this ground state m ay wellm atch the ex-—
perin entaldata In a wide interm ediate range 0fUy.

There were deviations from the inverse linear power
law In both an alland large U in the m easurem ent ofthe
visbility. G erbier et al interpreted the large U deviation
is caused by a breakdow n of adiabaticity since the ram p—
Ing tin e used In the experin ent has been close to the
tunnelling tim e. For the deviation n a snallU, there
was no explanation yet t_lﬁi]

In thispaper, we w illanalytically prove the Inverse lin—
ear power law of the visbility for interm ediate U 1In the
zero tem perature. Here the words 'Interm ediate U’ (@s
wellas'an allU’, 'large U’ in this work) m ean the m ag—
nitude ofU U is Intem ediate (an allor large), w ith U,
the critical interaction strength of the super uid/M ott
Insulator transition. The result is exactly the same as
that obtained by G erbier et alby assum ing a sn all ad—
m xture of the particle hol pair in the ground state tl3]
W e also show the deviation of the visbility from the in—
verse linearpower law in a an allU is caused by a second
order correction. For the large U, we show that, except
the explanation by the authors ofthe experim entalwork,

for a m ultioccupation per site.

ow ing to the m ultioccupation per sie, the e ective on—

site interaction U, which appears in the B ose Hubbard

model {15, 116, 7] is di erent from U, which was deter-

m ined by the single atom W annier function and used to
t the data of the experin ent.

W e consider a onecomponent Bose gas in a 3-
din ensional optical lattice describbed by a periodic po—
tential Vj (¢). A lthough the real experim ental system
was con ned by a trap potential, we here only pay our
attention to the hom ogeneous system . Begihning with
the expansion of the boson Ee]d operators In a set of
localized basis, ie., @®) = J W (e %) and keep—
Ing only the lowest vibrational state, one can de ne
an on-site free energy £ = nI+ Unn 1)=2; where
n is the average occupation per site. The on-site en-

ergyRI and the bare on—sjte interaction U are de ned by
I= dew @®)[ =r?+ Vo)W @),
Z
4 as~2 ,
U= — ey ()7 : @)

T his on-site free energy contrbutes to the chem ical po-
tentialby = _@f=€n and de nes the e ective on-site
interaction {3, 16, 17]

Uo = @%f=@n?: @)

For the single occupation per site, U = U = Uy and
the di erence appears orn > 1. W e willbe back to this
issue Jater. T he B ose H ubbard m odel for a hom ogeneous
lattice gases is de ned by the ollow Ing H am ittonian
alasala; alai; @)
hiji i i

where hiji denotes the sum over the nearest neighbor
sites and  is the chem ical potential. The tunnelling
am plitude is de ned by
Z

drw (E+ %)[

2r2

BF;y = + Vo)W e+ x5);

for a pair of the nearest neighbor sites (i;j).
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Ourm ain goalis to calculate the interference pattem
X
s® = e* ® *mlayi; @)
1]
w hich is related to the density distrdbution ofthe expand-
ing atom cbudsby () = -0 & = mr=—te) )Fs ®)
wih m the atom massand tex the tim e of the atom firee
expansion {13, 18]. Sioe we are interested in the M ott
nsulating phase, we can calculate S (K) by taking the tun—

nelling temm as a perturbation. To do this, we introduce
a Hubbard-Stratonovich el in the partition fiunction 1]

Z
Z J;J 1= D D Da Daexp S
z X z X
+t d a;as t d (J;a; + Jiay)
0 hiji 0 i
Z
t d@ s+Jd=H@; s+ It ; 6)

where S is the t-independent part in the full action and
J and J are currents introduced to calculate correlation
functions. Integrating away a; and a; and transferring
Into the lattice w ave vector and them al frequency space,
one has

z X
ZU ;Jl= D D exp (.G ®idla) o
K;n
1
+ Jk;n K;n + Jkin Kn + _Jk;an;n; ©)
P . .
where , = 2t cosk . T he correlation fiinction

=xjyiz

is calculated In a standard way:

1 2Z@ ;J]
a, i=
. K; .
K " z [0;0] Jk Jk;n J =J=0
. . 1
=hk’n k;nl+ —k= GEK;il,) + —k: (7)

T he interference pattem then m ay be expressed as

1X
SR = -—

n

1
G ®;itn) —1I: ®)

k

In the M ott insulating phase, the correlation function

kil = 2 (4D — 2 (9
“ ilg + U

w here the slave particle occupation num ber is given by

1
= - ;i (10)
expf [ 1 + 1)U o =2l 1
P
and n = N in themean

is a Lagrangian m ultiplier

p
which obeys n =_
eld approxin ation EL?.]

toensureP n = 1. The sign corresponds to the
slave ferm ion or boson, respectively. In previous works,
we have show that the slave ferm ion approach m a¥ have
som e advantages to the slave boson approach B, .10] We
then take the slave ferm ion form align . In the M ott nsu—
lating phase, since Ue ; t, one can expand G (K;i!,)

in temm sof =@!, + U, ) and the interference pat—
tem reads
1X 1
S ) = — G®;!ln) —)
N k
1X X )
= — ( 17 f:(A(!n))a+ H 11)
n a=0
agm = (sp2tom
lh) = +1)—:
U ity + Ue

=0

M aking the frequency sum , one has, to the st order
of kr

X
S ®) ng (Ue )(+ D@ "t n)
X
x (+D1%*@*" n)?
B (Ue )L+ ng (Ue ) a2)
24 X
(nB(Ue ) l'B(Ue ))

€ <

n)n*t n);

whereng (U, )= g (Ve ) 1]' . In the Iim &
T ! 0andthenyg-thM ott obe, oneknows (ng 1)U. <
< noUe andn = ,,.Substiiting these into {12),
one obtains the zero tem perature value of S K)

(+D(+1@ "t

S®;T=0)=n, 2mg+ 1)3k : 13)

e
This is what Gerbier et al obtained by assum ing the
particle-hole pair adm ixture in the ground state t_l-Zj] In-
tegrating along one lattice direction, the corresponding
2D visbility is given by

i S i 4 t

V — m ax m in — m ax Sﬂ n - (no + l)z— (14)
max+ m in Smax+smin 3 Ue

forz = 6, where ,a.x and i are chosen such that

the W annier envelop was cancelled. This is the inverse
linear power law used to t the experin ental data @3_:]
H ow ever, the experin entaldata deviated from thispower
lw twhen Ue =zt < 8. In tems of {I1), we think
that this com es from a second order correction. A direct
calculation show sthat the seoond order correction In zero
tem perature is given by {20
2
@s ®) = 3ng (g + 1)2U—§: s)

e

Thus, the 2D visbility forng = 1 ismodi ed to

8
v = —i 16)
U L+ 320.%=3)




with U. = U. =zt. In Fig. i, we show the visbility

against U, i a log-dog plot or ng = 1. This second

order correction suppresses the visbility fora san allU,

w hile the exponent ofthe power law seem sdeviating from
1 a little. T hese features agree w ith the experin entally

m easured data.
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FIG.1: VJSJ_b_JJJty of the interference pattem versus U. ac—
cording to (16) in a log-og plt(the dot line with circles) .
The solid line is the inverse linear power law {14) and the
dash line isa power Jaw twith an exponent 0:95 to (16).

W e have neglected the nite tem peraturee ectto com —
pare w ith the experim ent although our theory isin nie
tem perature. In fact, therem ay be a nite tem perature
correction to the interference pattemn in the second order.
A coording to l_ll:), it is given by, nearng = 1

@sr ®) = 18@")*n” a7

k
PERA
e

which m ay further suppresses the visbility. For instance,

atT = 10zt 10nK, the ratio between C_l-j) and {_1-5)
is

@)

S
T ®) = 3@)?n?=2
2)g ®)
= 0:106;0:098;0:087; and 0:064

forU, = 6;7;8; and 10. However, the tem perature in

the M ott lnsulator is di cul to be estim ated in the ex—
perin ent I_Z-gi] Thus, a quantitative com parison of the

nite tem perature calculation to the experim ent data is
waiting for m ore experin ental developm ents.

W e now discuss the large U deviation from the inverse
Iinear power law , which hasbeen seen in the exper:m ent
and explained by the breakdown of adiabaticity {13
w il reveal another possible source for this deviation. A s
we have m entioned before, the value 0f U, m ay be dif-
ferent from U and Uy forn > 1. O ur above calculation
showed an Inverse linear power law to U, whereas the
experim entalists used Uy to t their data.
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FIG.2: (Colr online) The e ective on-site interaction U,
versus the average occupation per site, n in a n-log U, )
plot. The thin solid lines are linear tsto variationaldata for
Vo = 1195;14:32,1625 and 29ERr (am pty circles, lled trian—
gles, em pty trianglesand lled circles, respectively) . The dash
line is critical interaction strength calculated by them ean eld
theory {4 :5] T he thick horizontal lines are the on-site inter—
actions Uy calculated by the single atom W arrier function.

D ue to the interaction, the atom energy band m ay be
m odi ed and the W annier fiinction m ay be broadened,
com pared to the single atom ones. In Ref. f_l-j], we
have considered the mean eld Interaction and made a
variational calculation to the W annier function by using
K ohn’sm ethod {_21:] T he direct result of the broadening
of the W annier function is the bare on-site Interaction
U becom es weaker than Uy which is calculated by the
single atom W annier function. The n-dependence of I
may further reduce U from U. In Fig. 'Q:, we plt
Ue versus n. In the low part of Fig. :_2:, three typi-
cal lattice depths are considered, Vg = 11:95;14:32 and
1625Ex ( S5), corresponding to the critical interac—
tion strengths of the ny = 1;2 and 3 M ott states. The
up-part is or Vo = 29Er , which was the lattice depth
w here the adiabaticity breaks {3].

Severalpointsm ay be seen from Fig. :_2 F irst, the crit—
icalvalues of Vg = 14:32Eg forng = 2 and 1625Ex for
ng = 3 are c_]oserto experim ental ones, 141 (8) Ex and
16.6(09)ER f_lj], com paringto 14.7Eg and 15.9Ey , corre—
soonding to the single atom W annier functions. Second,
the variational data are downward as n indicates that

logU, > logUy forn > 1. Thismay cause two re—
sults: (@) If logU. deviatesfrom IogUp a sm allm ag—
niude, the power law tpresentsan exponents (1 ).
T_hjs hasbeen observed in experim ent, which is  0:98 (7)
f_lij]. (b) As n increases, the deviation becom es signi —
cant. Thism ay appear in a lJarge V. In the experin ent,
the latter appeared in Vo > 29Ey . W e show that, in Fig.
'Q, the deviation isnot a sm allm agniude forvVy = 29 .

In summ ary, we studied the short-range coherence In
theM ott insulating phasew ith a nite on-site nteraction
strength . T he interference pattem and then its visbility
were calculated by using a perturbation theory. The in—
verse linear power law of the visbility to the interaction
strength, which was found in the experin ent, w as exactly



recovered. W e fiirther discussed the deviation from this
power law both in a an alland large Uy. W e found that
a second order e ect suppresses the visbility fora an all
Up while its up-deviation in a large Uy m ight be caused
by the di erence between Uy and U, except the possble

breakdow n of adiabaticity.
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