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I study the in uence of form ion-boson conversion near Feshbach resonances on M ott states of
C ooper pairs and dem onstrate possible invasion of super uidity. The quantum dynam ics of Ferm i-

B ose gases is studied using both an e ective coupled U (1)

coupled XX Z

U (1) quantum rotor H am iltonian and a

XX Z soin Ham iltonian. I also point out two distinct branches of collective m odes in

super uid states, one of which involves antisym m etric phase oscillations in ferm ionic and bosonic
channels and is always gapped because of ferm ion-boson conversion.

R ecent activities on atom ic system snearFeshbach res—
onances have generated m uch Interest. By varying the
twobody scattering length near Feshbach resonances,
several groups have successfiilly achieueq,ferm ionic su—
per uid i a strongly interacting regin @224 . Super uid
states near Feshbach resonances tum out to bg, rglated to
theBC S-BEC crossoverstudied Iong tin e agQ'E'E':_’ﬁ.,"Lhis
was recently pointed out by a fw group22dALagLILg
T hese groups have also m ade various e orts to lncorpo—
rate the tw o-body resonance betw een C ooper pairs (open
channel) and m olecules (close channel) explicitly in the
m any-body Ham iltonian and clearly illistrated an inter—
esting role of atom ic resonances. Near a Feshbach reso—
nance the usual C ooper pairing am plitude and m olecule
condensate w ave function are proportionalto each other;
the Feshbach resonance introduces an e ective Interac—
tion between ferm ions, the interaction constant ofwhich
is 2,=0 v). Here pp is the resonance width, v is
the detuning energy of m olecules and  is the chem ical
potential of form ions.

In this letter T am going to study a M ott state under
the In uence of Feshbach resonances, especially the ef-
fect of ferm ion-boson conversion. A M ott state ofbosons
or of C ooper pairs appears whenever bosons or C ooper
pairs in lattices are strongly repulsively interacting and
if the corresponding 1ling factors are integers. O ne of
In portant properties of a M ott state is its ncom press—
bility, or a nite energy gap in its excitation spectra.
And when hopping is renom alized to be zero due to
repulsive interactions, the num ber of particles at each
site is strictly quantized and discrete; particles are o—
cally conserved. Iam going to show that in generalM ott
states are unstable with respect to ferm ion-boson con-
version near Feshbach resonances. The prin ary reason
is that ferm ions or bosons involved in resonating conver—
sion are not conserved separately. So the conversion not
only m ediates an attractive interaction between ferm ions
as realized before, but also, m ore in portantly violates
the localconservation law and Introduces a novelm echa—
nism to transport partickes in som e lim it. T he necessary
condition for particles to be localized, or the num ber of
ferm ions or bosons should be quantized m ight no longer
exist. I nd the Invasion of super uidity into a part ofa

param eter space where only M ott states are expected to
be ground states if there are no Feshbach resonances.

The model T emply to study this subfct is an M -
orbit Ferm B ose Hubbard M odel FBHM ). C onsider the
follow ing general form of FBHM
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Here k, and IlBbel lattice sites, on-site orbits and
spins; = 1;2;:=M, =";#. £ (& ) is the

creation (@nnihilation) operator of a ferm ion at sie k,
with on-site orbital energy and spin . I @) is
the creation (@nnihilation) operator of a boson at site
k (For simplicity, I assume there is only one bosonic
orbital degree of freedom at each site). The ferm ion
and boson ber operators are, respectively, fyx =

Ob Mgy = ; £ fi tr and t, are hopping in—
tegrals of ferm dons and bosons respectively and hopping
occurs over neighboring sites labeled as< k1> . isthe
attractive coupling constant in the C ooper channelw hich
T assum e to be much larger than the rest of couplings.
Finally, V¢, Vp and Vgy, are the strength of repulsive in—
teractions between fem ions, bosons,,and femm ions and
bosons In the density-density channel? © ne further as-
sum es ViV > szb to ensure that hom ogeneous states are
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stable) . FBHM ssin ilarto Eq. {l) were previously applied
to study BoseFem im ixtures in optical latticed?; m ost
recently an FBHM wih ferm ion-boson conversion was
generalized to study the BC S-BEC crossoverin latticed’.
In the absence of the conversion temm , FBHM consists of
decoupled (attractive) Fem iH ubbard m odel and B pse—
Hubbard m odel; m ain properties of latter are know n2d.
I rststudy the hrgen Imitwheren andns( M),
the average num bers of ferm ions and bosons are both
much bigger than unity. Because ismuch larger than
other coupling constants, the ground state of ferm ions
for the on-site part of the Ham iltonian H ¢ should be a
BC S state. T his suggests that it should be convenient to
work w ith the follow ing coherent state representation,

Y X ex] ; bk
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k n Npk -
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Y
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Here v ;u are the coherence factor in the BCS wave
function which m inizes the total on-site energy; gp (ipk )
isaunity orng ax + Np > Npx > N Iy axs Nmax iISmuch
larger than one. T hese states form a low energy H ibert
subspace and are orthogonalin the lim it which interests
us,or< £ 2, g;f 2 g¥f £xgif £x9> isequalto zero if

x 6 2, 0r w6 . Atlast, In the coherentstate
representation one can show that Ngx=2 = 1@=@ ¢, and
Apx = i@=@ ;or

1
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In the subspace spanned by the coherent statesde ned
above, I nd that the e ective Ham iltonian is
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T he exchange couplings Js , Jp and g can beestin ated
as

Xy vuv?
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E = ( ¥+ § is the quastparticle energy and

o isthe on-site BC S energy gap. Furthem ore, n¢ and
np are functions of , v and Vg ¢y
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O bviously, the detuning energy v has to be su ciently
an all in order for the population ofbosons ny to be pos—
itive.

Eq.(-'_:‘.") and Eq.@:) de ne the low energy quantum dy-—
nam ics of ferm ions and bosons under the in uence of
ferm jon-boson conversion near Feshbach resonances. In
the absence of both Feshbach resonances ( g = 0) and
Vep, the e ective H am iltonian describes two decoupled
setsofquantum U (1) rotors in a lattice, the behaviors of
which arewellknown. Ifng=2 orny is a positive Integer,
the e ectivem odelcan be used to study super uid-M ott
state transitions. A M ott phase corresponds to U (1)
symm etry restored states and U (1)-symm etry breaking
solutions represent a super uid phase. For the bosonic
(C ooper pair) sector, the phase transition takes place
when re = 2zJe=Vs (rb = sz=Vb) is equalto a critical
valie rec () (¢ 1) is the coordination number). The
criticalvalies which are of order ofuniy are usually cal-
culated num erically.

In the presence of g3y, the Ham ittonian describes a
coupled U (1) U (1) quantum rotorm odel n a lattice.
U (1) U (1) symm etry breaking solutionsw hen both x4,
are much larger than unity correspond to a super uid
phase. In the super uid phase, the H am iltonian in Eq.:_(‘A)
further leads to the Pllow ng sem iclassical equation of
m otion in the long wave length lim it
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Here ﬁfk;bk = ﬁfk;bk N T have taken a continuum
lim it and k labels the coordinate of phases ofbosons and
ferm don pairs ( gxpx) In this equation; is a Lapla—
cian operator. The Jattice constant has been set to be
one. This sam iclassical equation show s that there are
tw o branches of collective m odes the dispersion relations
ofwhich are given below :
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£ (1 7Q ) are the Fourder com ponents of phase elds
fkpk ©. In general, o, and depend on various



param eters in the Ham iltonian; and o is always pro-—

portionalto rpp and on the other hand is indepen-
dent of gz . When Vg, = 0, Vg = Vp, = Vg and
Js = Jp = Jp, the dispersion relations are given as

§=2rpVo, = = 233Vp.

Tt is worth em phasizing that in the long wave length
lim i, m ode a) is fully sym m etric in phase oscillations of
ferm jons and bosons, Independent of various param eters;
m ode b) represents out-ofphase oscillations in ferm ionic
and bosonic channel and becom es fully antisym m etry
when Vp, = V¢ . In the absence of conversion ( g = 0),
these two m odes correspond to two gapless G oldstone
m odes associated w ith breaking two decoupled U (1) sym —
m etries. H ow ever, in the presence ofFeshbach resonances
only the sym m etricm ode a) rem ains gapless correspond—
ng to the usual G oldstone m ode of super uid whilk the
antisym m etric m ode b) is fully gapped because of the
phaselocking e ect ofFeshbach resonances.

In general, the wave functions for the m any-body
ground state and excitations , (f xg;f sx9)0 = O
is the ground state) are the eigenstates of the Ham i
tonian in Eq.@) . The boundary conditions are period—
ical along the directions of fxax With a perdod 2 , so
the wave fiinctions are e ectively de nedonan § &
torus w ith radius of each S! equalto 2 . If the average
num ber ns=2 and ny, arg Integers, one ntroduces a gauge
transform ation ! L EXP( Ine £x=2 in, px);the
shifted number operators become =2 = i@=Q@ ¢y,

e = 1@=Q@ . In this new basis, a spontaneous-
@/mmet:cy breaking solution wih wave function

v (rx 0) (nx 0) represents a typical super—

uid state. sym m etry-unbroken solution with wave
function L @) Texp(mex £x)  exp(mpg mx)
Mm sxpx = 0 orallk) on the other hand corresponds to
aM ott state w ith ﬁfk(bk) = Oorﬁfk(bk) = nf(b) at
each lattice site.

To understand the In uence of Feshbach resonances
on M ott states, I now consider a situation where again
both np and nf=2 are integers and rr ismuch lss than
ree S0 that Cooper pairs are in a M ott state In the ab—
sence of Feshbach resonance. On the other hand n, is
much less than the critical value n,. so that bosons are
condensed. For sin plicity, T have also assum ed that Vie
ismuch an aller than V¢ so that it can be treated as a
perturbation. Tam interested in the responsesofC ooper—
pair M ott states to ferm ion-boson conversion and carry
out the rest ofdiscussions in amean eld approxin ation
MFA). In thisMFA, fx = ¢, pk = p Drany lattice
site k. Theground state (¢ ( p; r) (@gain de ned on an
s! &' toruswith radius 2 ) is the lowest energy state
ofthe ollow ingm ean eld Ham iltonian

Hypa = Vf@_z %@_2 o &
Q2 (IS @ Q@
Z(F fo0s £+ Jp pCOS p)
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Here again z is the coordination num ber; T have also in—

troduced tw o selfconsistent order param eters

£=< COS £>; p=<COS p> : (10)

Here <> stands for an average taken in the ground
state. Notice that the order param eters de ned above
are nonzero only when the U (1) sym m etries are broken;
particularly, ¢ is proportional to the usualBC S pair-
ing am plitude. Follow ing Eq.('_Z) and discyssions above

one indeed shows that < £ .f , >= (

< B >= pn_b 24, And £ vanish n a M ott state
and are nonzero for super uid states.

As zJp Ismuch larger than Vy,, 1 has very slow dy-
nam ics; and the corresponding ground state for , can
be approxin ated as a sym m etry breaking solution. T hat
is

uv) g,

o ( £) (p)7
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Here , should be approxim ately equal to one in this
lim i; and in the zeroth order ofV, 1, o doesn’t break
theU (1) symm etry and stands ﬁ):_:a M ott-state solution.
Finally taking into account Eq.l}d) and d_ll:), one nds

that the selfconsistent solution to ¢ is
1 1zJd
=20 St 12)
2 Ve 2 Vg

In the absence of rp, ¢ vanishes as expected for a
M ott state. H ow ever, the M ott state solution isunstable
In the presence of any Feshbach conversion and the pair-
Ing orderparam eter ¢ isalwaysnonzero in this lim 29,

I want to emphasize that the average number of
ferm ion per site isnota ected by the ferm ion-boson con—
version and ram ains to be an even Integer (2I); rather,
closely connected w ith the instability is the breakdown
ofparticle quantization. Indeed, one ocbtains in the M FA
the llow ng results for Afx, < Afx >= ng = 2I,
< g >= 1=2( rs=V¢)® 2 Z. This illustrates that
the resonance between states with di erent numbers of
ferm jons at a lattice site eventually leads to a nonzero
pairing am plitude ¢ .

However, ifnr,;r arem uch am allerthan ;¢ c, then both
C ooper pairs and bosons are in M ott states. Sin ilar cal-
culations lead to selfconsistent solutions = = 0
and m ore in portantly, the ollow ing correlations for .

=<ocos(p ¢)>4,

FB +

= —; = 0:
P2+ V)

13)
T he second equality above sin ply show s the absence of
super uidiy. Butthe rst one Indicatesa subtle hidden
order in the M ott statesunder consideration . N otice that
we < Bfi «fx 4 > and represents a tri-linear order.



The m ain conclusions arrived here do not depend on
the largen approxin ation introduced here. O ne can con—
sider the opposie lim it by assum ng M = 1 and there
is only one orbial degree of freedom at each lattice site.
T he tw o interaction term s (w:i:h tw o Interaction constant

and Veg) M He (seeEq. (].) n theE,snge orbital lim it
can be rew ritten In one temm : V =4 Nk Ok 1) if
one denti esV’'= Ve 2 .Intheln jtwhere ismuch
larger than V¢, ferm ions are paired at each lattice site.
Furthem ore Iassum e bosonshave hard core Interactions
Vy = 1 ) such that there can be only zero or one boson
at each site.

So the low energy H ibert subspace Sy at each lattice
site k consists of our states: 1) no C ooper pair, no bo—
son; 2) no C ooperpair, one boson; 3) one C ooperpair, no
boson; 4) one C ooper pair, one boson. They also corre—
spond to a product oftwo psesudo spin S = 1=2 subspaces:
Sx = Srx SkrJfx= 1>2 Sk, I35 = 1>2 Sii
Sk isthe on-site H ibert space, and S¢x px are the on-sie
pseudo spn spaces Por fermm ions and bosons respectively.

0= 1>= £l f,yac>¢, 35 = 1>= iac >¢;
jgk =1>= %J’ac >br ]ék = 1 >= yac >p.

jac > ¢y are the vaccuum of ferm ion and bosons re—
spectively. Finally, in this truncated subspace, the ol

Iowing identities hod [, = fy..fg#, fx fip finy
fe = 250 f L feafae 1 B me = B
Z = 2gbc 1. So to have super uidity, either

or ¢x, or both of them need to have a nie expec—
tation value In the XY plane. For Instance to have
ferm Jonic super uid, the expectation values of ., need
to be nonzero.

The e ective Ham iltonian can then be w ritten a§9

) ) X X
— X X y y 4
Hee = & b o1t bk b1 b b
<k X
) X X
X X y y z z z
& fx 1t fk f1 fx f1 M £k
<k X

X
1 Y Yy .
FB ff<k gk-'— fk bk * (14)
k
HereJ} = €=V2, 30l =4, 5= re,hi= +Vi=2

and hf = v=2. The Ham iltonian is nvariant under
a rotation around the z-axis or has an X Y symm etry.
T he z-direction fully polarized phase ofpseudo spins px

( £x) representstheM ott phase ofbosons (ferm ions) and

the X Y symm etry breaking states of pseudo spins

( £x) stand forthe super uid phase ofbosons (fem ions).
T he ferm Jonic sector,af this H am ittonian was previously
obtained and studied?}; it was also used to study BEC —
BC S crossover in latticed!’.

When 1, = 0,theM ott phase of C ooper pairs w ith

Iing factor equalto one occurs when H ismuch larger
than J¢ . A ssum e that in thiscasehf ismuch lessthan Jy,
so that px are ordered In the xy plane; then bosons are
condensed. Taking into a nite am pliude of 1, , one
considers a solution where the pseudo spin symm etry of

bk IS spontaneously broken along a direction In the XY
plnespeci edby < i > (the expectation value istaken
In theground state). In them olecularm ean eld approxi-
m ation, thee ective extemal eld actingon pseudo spins

£k ISheere = 2Jeg < g > + I::EB < px > +h§ez;and
< ¢y > iscaloulated selfconsistently in the ground state
when h,err isapplied. O ne then arrives at the ©llow ing
solution < ¢ > <pk > = tg=h? where< ¢ >
hasbeen profcted along the direction of< 1 > which
lies in the X Y plane. A sm entioned before, developm ent
of such a com ponent signi es super uidiy, or nonzero
pairing am pliude.

In conclusion, I have shown that certain M ott states
areunstablew ith respect to the resonating ferm ion-boson
conversion; in general super uidity nvades M ott phases
because of the ferm ion-boson conversion. This work is
supported by a D iscovery grant from NSERC, Canada
and a research grant from UBC . I acknow ledge useful
discussionswih I.A eck,E.Comelland R . Hult.
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