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W e propose that by exciting ultra cold atom s from the zeroth to the �rst Bloch band in an

opticallattice,novelm ulti-avorbosonic Hubbard Ham iltonians can be realized in a new way. In

these system s,each avor hops in a separate direction and on-site exchange term s allow pairwise

conversion between di�erentavors.Usingband structurecalculations,wedeterm inetheparam eters

entering theseHam iltoniansand derivethem ean �eld ground state phasediagram fortwo e�ective

Ham iltonians (2D ,two-avors and 3D ,three avors). Further,we estim ate the stability ofatom s

in the�rstband using second orderperturbation theory and �nd lifetim esthatcan beconsiderably

(10-100 tim es) longer than the relevant tim e scale associated with inter-site hopping dynam ics,

suggesting thatquasi-equilibrium can be achieved in these m eta-stable states.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The possibility to trap and m anipulate the atom s in

a Bose-Einstein Condensate using standing wave laser

beam s [1,2,3,4,5,6]has led to a renewalofthe in-

terest in basic solid state m odels. In such system s,the

atom sexperienceaperiodicpotentialfrom an opticallat-

ticeleading to form ation ofband structurein theenergy

spectrum .Thesebandshavebeen investigated in exper-

im ents[7].

In thespectroscopy experim entsin Ref.[7],theatom s

experienced aperiodicpotentialin onlyonedirection,be-

ingfreetom oveon am uch largerlength scalein theother

directions.Thisim plied thatinteractionsbetween atom s

could be ignored. If the atom s are con�ned to reside

on the sitesofa lattice in threedim ensions,interactions

becom e im portant. As a result,it was shown theoreti-

cally [3],and subsequently also experim entally [5],that

a system ofinteracting cold atom s,residing in the low-

est Bloch band ofthe periodic potential,m aps onto a

bosonic Hubbard m odel. This m odelis ofgreat theo-

reticalinterestsince itexhibitsa quantum phasetransi-

tion [8,9,10,11]between ground stateswheretheatom s

are localized (M ott-Insulator)and where they are delo-

calized (superuid) as the strength ofthe hopping rel-

ative to the inter-atom ic interaction is varied. The dy-

nam icsofparticlesunderthe inuence ofchangesin the

Ham iltonian (such aslatticetiltsorrapid changesin the

particleinteraction strength)hasalso proved interesting

[4,5,6,12,13].

Another developm ent is an interest in the idea of

m ixing bosonic atom s of di�erent avors in the lat-

tice[14,15,16,17,18,19].Severalwaysofachievingm ul-

tipleavorshavebeen suggested includingusingatom sof

di�erentspeciesand exploiting di�erentinternalatom ic

states.

So far,experim ents on strongly interacting atom s in

three dim ensionalopticallattices have been restricted

to atom s in the lowest (zeroth) Bloch band. Recently

Scarolaand DasSarm aconsidered thepossibility ofnovel

supersolid phaseswithin the �rstexcited Bloch band of

an opticallattice.[20]

In this paper,the theory ofatom s in the two lowest

(zeroth and �rst) Bloch bands of a three dim ensional

opticallattice is considered. W e show here, that due

to the lack ofavailable phase space forthe decay prod-

ucts,such excited statescan (in som eparam eterranges)

have life tim esm uch longerthan the characteristic tim e

scales for inter-site hopping. Thus it should be possi-

bleto establish quasi-equilibrium within the m anifold of

thesem etastable states.

W e�nd thatitispossiblein thiswaytorealizenovelef-

fectivem ulti-speciesbosonicHubbard Ham iltonians.De-

pending on the choice oflattice depths the num ber of

degeneratebandsvariesand we �nd e�ective m odelsin-

volving n avors ofbosons,where n can be 1,2,or 3.

These avors correspond to the three di�erent possible

nodalplanes in the excited state wave function such as

theoneillustrated in Fig.(1).W ewillshow thata char-

acteristic ofthese Ham iltonians is that (to a good ap-

proxim ation) each avor can only hop in one direction

(i.e., X (nodalplane) particles can only hop in the x

direction,etc.). Neglecting interactions we would then

haven interpenetrating one-dim ensionalfreebosegases,

one for each colum n (or row) in the lattice. Allowing

intra-speciesinteractionsconvertstheseone-dim ensional

gases into Luttinger liquids (or,ifthe interactions are

strong enough,and them ean particlenum berpersiteis

an integer,into M ott insulators). W e show below that,

besidesintra-speciesinteractions,thefullinteraction also

includeson-siteinter-speciesconversion term sthatallow

atom sto change avorin pairs. Thus forexam ple,two

X particlesconstrained to m ovealong a singlex colum n

can collide,turn into Y particles and m ove away along

a y colum n. Such processes lead to novelquantum dy-

nam icsforthiscoupled setofinterpenetrating Luttinger

liquids.

As will be seen, the anisotropic nature of the hop-

ping in conjunction with thepairwiseconversion leadsto

Ham iltonianswith an in�nitebutsubextensivesetofZ 2-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0506622v1
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FIG .1: (Coloronline)O n-siteW annierwavefunctionsin the

Harm onic oscillatorapproxim ation.The localized wavefunc-

tionsare to a good approxim ation described by harm onic os-

cillatorwavefunctionslocalized in each well.Aboveisdrawn

the wave functions �(0;0;0)(r) (plotted in the plane z = 0)

form ed by thezeroth band Bloch functionsand thewavefunc-

tion �(1;0;0)(r)form ed by the zeroth band Bloch functionsin

the y- and z- directions and the Bloch functions from the

�rst band in the x-direction. These are approxim ately har-

m onic oscillator states,�(0;0;0)(r) � exp[� �(x
2
+ y

2
+ z

2
)],

and �(1;0;0)(r)� xexp[� �(x
2
+ y

2
+ z

2
)]wheretheparam eter

� isdeterm ined by thecurvatureoftheopticallattice poten-

tialnear its m inim a. Sim ilarly �(0;1;0)(r) � y�(0;0;0)(r) and

�(0;0;1)(r)� z�(0;0;0)(r).

gaugesym m etriesinterm ediatebetween localand global.

Such in�nitesym m etrieshavebeen found in certain frus-

trated spin m odels[21,22,23,24]and in a ‘bose m etal’

m odel[25]and are known to cause dim ensionalreduc-

tion in som e cases.[21,22,24]W e willsee below how

this dim ensionalreduction appears in a sim ple way in

thissystem .

A related globalZ2 sym m etry and associated Ising or-

derparam eterappearin problem sinvolving boson pair-

ing due to attractive interactionsm ediated by Feshbach

resonances. In that case the sym m etry appears due to

a conversion term that connects pairs ofbosons with a

distinct m olecular �eld. This can lead to exotic states

in which pairsofbosonsarecondensed butsinglebosons

arenotand in which halfvorticesareperm itted [26,27]

Further, due to strong interatom ic repulsion, the

ground statein 3D (threeavors)breaksa kind ofchiral

sym m etry and displaysan additionalaccidentalground

state degeneracy at the m ean �eld level. A sim ilar sit-

uation occursforspecialparam etervalues in frustrated

XY-m odels,whereparallelzero energy dom ain wallscan

be inserted [28]. The outline of this paper is as fol-

lows: In section IIthe appropriate generalization ofthe

bosonicHubbard m odelisintroduced along with num er-

icalvalues ofthe param etersentering the Ham iltonians

obtained from band-structurecalculationsforvariouslat-

tice depths. Then, in section III, the aforem entioned

e�ectiveHam iltoniansforatom sin the�rstband arede-

rived forthreeparticularchoicesofrelativelatticedepths

in the xyz� directions. Using sim ple m ean-�eld theory

wesketch theground statephase-diagram sin section IV

and in section V wediscusshow thesuperuid phasesare

reected in the interference pattern in an experim ental

situation.Finally,in section VI,treating the interaction

perturbatively to second order,we estim ate the lifetim e

ofapopulation inverted state(allatom sresidingentirely

in the �rstexcited band).

II. G EN ER A L LA T T IC E H A M ILT O N IA N

ThestartingpointistheHam iltonian forweakly inter-

acting bosonsofm assm in an externalpotential[29]

Ĥ =

Z

d
3
x  ̂

y(x)

�

�
�h
2

2m
r 2 + VO (x)+ VT (x)

�

 ̂(x)

+
1

2

4�as�h
2

m

Z

d
3
x  ̂

y(x) ̂y(x) ̂(x) ̂(x); (1)

where as is the s-wave scattering length. The external

potentialhastwocontributionsVO and VT corresponding

to thelatticepotentialand them agnetictrappingpoten-

tial.Denoting the wavelength ofthe lasersby � � 2a,a

being the lattice spacing,the form ercan be written

VO (x)=
X

i= x;y;z

V0isin
2

�
2�

�
xi

�

;fxigi= x;y;z = (x;y;z):

Thepositionaldependence ofthe m agnetictrapping po-

tentialVT = 1

2
m

P

i= x;y;z


2
ix

2
i;ism uch weakerthan that

ofthe lattice,i.e. 
i �
2�

�

q
2V0i
m

and willbe ignored

in the rem ainder ofthis paper. O ne should be aware

though,that this term has been shown to inuence for

instance the phase diagram ofthe single avor bosonic

Hubbard m odel[30,31].

For the cubic lattices considered here, the W annier

functionscorrespondingto thenoninteractingpartofthe

Ham iltonian in Eq.(1)can be written

�n(x � Rm )=
Y

i= x;y;z

�
(i)
ni
(xi� mia):

Here the bold face vectorsn and m are integertriplets

(nx;ny;nz) and (m x;m y;m z) which represent band in-

dicesand latticesitesrespectively,i.e.

R m = m xax̂ + m yaŷ+ m zaẑ:

These functions are to a good approxim ation described

by localized harm onicoscillatorwavefunctionssketched
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in Fig.1. The com pleteness ofthe W annier functions

allowsthe �eld operatorsto be expanded as

 ̂(x)=
X

m

X

n

d̂n(m )�n(x � Rm ):

The operators d̂yn(m ) and d̂n(m ), which are the cre-

ation and annihilation operators of bosons at site m

and with band index n, obey Bose com m utation rela-

tions [̂dn(m );d̂
y

n0(m
0)] = �n;n0�m ;m 0: Ignoring allhop-

ping otherthan nearestneighborhopping and allinter-

actionsotherthan on-site interactions,the Ham iltonian

in Eq.(1)can be written

Ĥ �
X

m

X

n

E n(m )d̂yn(m )d̂n(m )�
X

i= x;y;z

X

n

t
(i)
n

X

hm ;m 0i
i

h

d̂
y
n(m )d̂n(m

0)+ d̂
y
n(m

0)d̂n(m )

i

+
1

2

X

n1;n2;n3;n4

X

m

U (n1;n2;n3;n4)

h

d̂
y
n1
(m )d̂yn2

(m )d̂n3
(m )d̂n4

(m )

i

: (2)

Here,the on-siteinteraction energiesarede�ned as

U (n1;n2;n3;n4)�
4�as�h

2

m

Z

d
3
x�

�
n1
(x)��n2

(x)�n3
(x)�n4

(x); (3)

while the energies E n(m ) and the hopping energies t
(i)
n

aregiven by

E n(m )�

Z

d
3
x�

�
n(x)

�

�
�h
2

2m
r 2 + VO (x)

�

�n(x) (4)

t
(i)
n �

Z

dxi�
(i)�
ni

(xi)

�

�
�h
2

2m

@2

@x2i
+ V0i(xi)

�

�
(i)
ni
(xi+ a):

(5)

Notethattheenergiest
(i)
n forhopping in thexi-direction

depend only on thelatticedepth V0iin thecorresponding

direction and thei:th com ponentni oftheband index n.

The notation hm ;m 0i
i
in Eq.(2)indicatesthatthe sum

should be carried outovernearestneighborsitesm and

m
0 in the xi-direction.O necould forinstance write,

X

hm ;m 0i
y

�
X

m

X

m 0

�m x ;m
0

x
�m z;m

0

z
�m y ;m

0

y
+ 1

It is straight forward to num erically solve the nonin-

teracting Schr�odinger equation and �nd the energies in

expressions (3)-(5) above. In doing so,it is convenient

to �rstswitch to dim ensionlessunits.Thus,wem easure

length in units ofthe inverse wave vectorand potential

depth in unitsoftherecoilenergy E R ,i.e,�i �
2�

�
xi and

v0i � V0i=E R ,with E R � �h
2

2m

�
2�

�

�2
:

The hopping energies for the two lowest bands, ob-

tained from band-structure calculations, are shown in

Fig.2 as functions oflattice depth. To get the on-site

interaction (Eq.3)in a suitable form to use lateron in

the paperwede�ne dim ensionlessoverlap integrals

O nn0(v)�
p
2�

Z

d� j~�n(v;�)j
2j~�n0(v;�)j2: (6)

wheredim ensionlessW annierwavefunctions

~�n(v;�)�

r
�

2�
�n(vE R ;��=2�)

have been introduced. The dependence on v in these

functionsisparam etric,i.e.�n(vE R ;��=2�)istheW an-

nierfunction corresponding to the one-dim ensionalnon-

interactingproblem with potentialdepth vE R .Thevari-

ablen denotesthe band index.

Approxim ating the W annier functions with harm onic

oscillatorwavefunctionscorresponding to the curvature

atthebottom ofeach well,one�ndsapproxim atevalues

forthe overlap integrals

O
h:o:
nn0(v)=

3nn
0

2n+ n
0
v
1=4

: (7)

A com parison between these values for the overlap in-

tegralsand those obtained from band-structure calcula-

tionsisshown in Fig.3.

III. EFFEC T IV E H A M ILT O N IA N S FO R A T O M S

IN T H E FIR ST EX C IT ED B A N D .

In this section we willfocus on the m eta-stable sit-

uation having all atom s in the �rst Bloch band(s) of

the lattice. Itis quite easy to achieve such a situation,

i.e.consideran initialm om entoftim e when the optical

lattice has been loaded with atom s in the lowest Bloch

band, n = (0;0;0). The anharm onicity of the lattice

wellpotentialallowsone to treatthe vibrationaldegree

of freedom as a two levelsystem . If one singles out,

say,the x-direction, then, by applying an appropriate
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10 20 30 40 50

0.0001

0.001

0.01

0.1

1

t(i
)

0
/E

R
,t

(i
)

1
/E

R

V0i/ER

t1

t0

FIG .2: Hopping energies t
(i)

1
and t

(i)

0
in units ofthe recoil

energy asfunctionsoflattice depth V0i in the hopping direc-

tion. The upperline is the hopping energy t
(i)

1
for atom s in

the �rstBloch band hopping between nearestneighborwells

while the lowerline,t
(i)

0
,correspondsto atom sin the zeroth

band.

vibrational�-pulse,i.e.\shaking" the lattice in this di-

rection with afrequency on resonancewith thetransition

�h! = E (1;0;0)� E(0;0;0),thestatecan beinverted and the

atom sexcited to stateswith band index n = (1;0;0).A

strong �-pulse can achievethisinversion in a tim e short

com pared to the inter-wellhopping tim eso thatthedis-

persion oftheupperband isnotan issuein theinversion

process. The sim pleststarting state would be the M ott

insulatorstatewith oneboson persitein thelowestband.

In a typicalexperim entalsetup,the parabolic con�ning

potentialwillcause the population ofeach wellto vary

and the system willbe in a state with regions ofM ott

insulatorswith di�erent�lling factors.Itishowevereasy

to con�rm (by directsim ulation)thateven in thiscase,

taking interactions into account,a pulse shape can be

tailored that willinvert the population sim ultaneously

for regionswith di�erent�lling factorsprovided a deep

enough lattice isused.

Anotherway ofpreparing theinitialstateisto usethe

m ethod recently dem onstrated by Browaeysetal. [32].

By loading a condensate into a m oving 1D lattice and

applying a subsequent acceleration the condensate can

be prepared in the lowestenergy state(quasim om entum

k = �=a)in the �rstBloch band. The situation desired

in this paper can then be obtained by ram ping up the

lattice in the two rem aining (perpendicular) directions

adiabatically.Thenaturalquestionregardingthelifetim e

0 10 20 30 40 50
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

v = V0/ER

O
n

n
′
(v

)

O00

O01

O11

FIG .3: O verlap integrals O nn 0(v)de�ned in Eq.(6). Solid

lines,from top to bottom ,O 00;O 01;O 11,obtained from nu-

m ericalcalculations.The dashed linescorrespond to the val-

ues in Eq. (7) obtained by using harm onic oscillator wave

functions determ ined from the curvature ofthe potentialat

the wellbottom .

ofthe resulting m eta-stable state willbe considered in

Sec.VI.

Thesubsequentdynam icsofatom sin the�rstband(s)

is then predom inantly governed by som e subset ofthe

term sin Eq.(2).Thisrelevantsubsetwillbereferred to

asthee�ectiveHam iltonian.W ewilltreatthreedi�erent

regim esofvaluesforthelatticepotentialsV0i which lead

toe�ectiveHam iltonianswith one,two,and threeavors

respectively.The threescenariosare:

1.V0x � V0y;V0z (1D,singleavor).

2.V0x = V0y � V0z (2D,two avors).

3.V0x = V0y = V0z (3D,threeavors).

Asindicated,thenum berofparticleavorsaswellasthe

dim ensionalitiesin the e�ectiveHam iltoniansvary.

Thereasonforthedi�erentnum bersofavorsbecom es

clearifone considersthe restrictionson the �nalstates

into which two atom sm ay scatterdueto theinteratom ic

interaction;The presence or absence ofsuch states can

be inferred from the presence orabsence ofdegenerate,

or nearly degenerate,levels in the energy spectrum of

thenoninteracting system .Take,forexam plethesecond

scenario above with V0x = V0y � V0z and allatom sini-

tially in a statewith index n = (1;0;0),then,dueto the

on-site inter-atom ic interaction these atom s can scatter

elastically into a state with index n = (0;1;0) through
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a �rstorderprocessthe connecting di�erentdegenerate

states.Further,itiseasy to show thatscattering result-

ing in stateswith otherindices,forinstancen = (0;0;1),

isonly possible through higherorderprocessesifenergy

(and also parity) is to be conserved and can safely be

ignored ifthe gas is dilute. Hence,the atom s can,at

a form allevel,be divided into two avors: an X avor

corresponding to atom sin n = (1;0;0)and a Y avorin

n = (0;1;0).By thesam eargum entonecan seehow the

one-and three-avorsituationsarise.

Apartfrom having di�erentnum berofavorsthe di-

m ensionalities of the e�ective Ham iltonians di�er. To

understand this consider again the second case above,

V0x = V0y � V0z,with particles in the excited bands

n = (1;0;0)and n = (0;1;0)correspondingtoX -and Y -

avors.Forthe X avor,hopping in the x-direction has

a m atrix elem ent t
(x)

1
(V0x) while hopping in the y-and

z-direction havem atrix elem entst
(y)

0 (V0x)and t
(z)

0 (V0z)

respectively. Looking at Fig.2 it is then clear that,to

a good approxim ation,the X particles can only hop in

the x-direction while hopping in the y-and z-directions

is strongly (exponentially) suppressed. Sim ilarly the Y

particlescan only hop in they-direction and allhopping

occursonly in thex� y plane,hencethe2D character.A

sim ilarargum entholdsforthethreeavorcasewherein

addition to theX and Y particles,thereareZ-particles

hopping in the z-direction.

The e�ective Ham iltonians also contain term s arising

from the on-site interaction. Apartfrom the term sthat

repelatom sfrom each other,thesym m etry oftheon-site

interaction allows,say,two X particlesm oving in thex-

directiontocollideand convertintotwoY particleswhich

thereafterm oveo� in they-direction.Thetim ereversed

process can ofcourse also occur. Thus,the num ber of

particles ofeach avor is not conserved and there is a

pairwiseexchangeofparticlesofdi�erentavors.

The anisotropy ofhopping and the avor conversion

processisschem atically depicted forthe2D (two avors)

case in Fig.4. Particles ofX avor are shown in gray

while the Y avorisdrawn in black.

Below,wegivethe e�ectiveHam iltoniansforallthree

di�erentcaseslisted above.

A . 1D H am iltonian,single avor,(V0x � V0y = V0z)

The �rstcase to be considered is when V0x � V0y =

V0z and only states with band index n = (1;0;0) (and

possibly som e residualatom sin n = (0;0;0))are occu-

pied.In anticipation ofthe othere�ective Ham iltonians

itisconvenientto introducefortheX avorthecreation

and destruction operators X̂ y and X̂ ,i.e.:

X̂ m � d̂(1;0;0)(m ); X̂ y
m � d̂

y

(1;0;0)
(m )

n̂
(x)
m � X̂

y
m X̂ m ; n̂

(0)
m � d̂

y

(0;0;0)
(m )d̂(0;0;0)(m ): (8)

(a) (b)

FIG .4:(a)The Ham iltonian in Eq.(11)describesa 2D sys-

tem whereatom s,which can form ally bethoughtofashaving

twodi�erentavors(sam etypeofatom sbutin di�erentlocal-

ized on-site orbitals),hop around subjectto on-site repulsive

interactions. O ne avor,the X -avor,can only hop in the

x-direction whereas the other,Y -avor,can only hop in the

y-direction. (b)Conversion process. The conversion term in

Eq.(11)takestwo X -atom son thesam elatticesiteand turns

them into two Y -atom sorvice versa.

The e�ective Ham iltonian is then essentially that ofa

quasione-dim ensionalbosonicHubbard m odel

H 1D =
X

m

n̂
(x)
m

�

E x(m )+ U0xn̂
(0)
m +

Uxx

2
[̂n(x)m � 1]

�

� t
X

hm ;m 0i
x

h

X̂
y
m X̂ m 0 + h:c:

i

The energiest� t
(x)

1 ,U0x,and Uxx arisefrom the inter-

welltunneling and the inter-atom ic interaction respec-

tively.Thepresenceofatom sresiding in thelowestband

leadsto an additionale�ectiveon-siteenergy and can be

absorbed in theon-siteenergiesE x(m ),(s= x;y;z).Al-

though thissingle-avorm odelisequivalentto a single-

avor m odelin the zeroth Bloch band, the additional

random on-site potentialresulting from residualatom s

could be exploited in the study ofthe disordered Bose-

Hubbard system .

Theparam etersentering theHam iltonian (9)arecon-

veniently expressed as

Uxx = 2
p
2�ER

�
as

a

�

O 00(v0y)O 00(v0z)O 11(v0x); (9)

U0x = 2UxxO 01(v0x)=O 11(v0x): (10)

B . 2D H am iltonian,tw o avors,(V0x = V0y � V0z)

To sim plify thenotation forthecaseV0x = V0y � V0z,

we introduce new letters for the creation/annihilation
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operators Ŷm � d̂(0;1;0)(m ), n̂
(y)
m � Ŷ y

m Ŷm . Then,the

Ham iltonian governing atom s in the excited bands be-

com es

H 2D =
X

s= x;y

X

m

E s(m )̂n(s)m +
X

s= x;y

Uss

2

X

m

n̂
(s)
m [̂n(s)m � 1]

� t
X

hm ;m 0i
y

h

Ŷ
y
m Ŷm 0 + h:c:

i

� t
X

hm ;m 0i
x

h

X̂
y
m X̂ m 0 + h:c:

i

+ Uxy

X

m

n̂
(x)
m n̂

(y)
m +

Uxy

2

X

m

[X̂ y
m X̂

y
m Ŷm Ŷm + h:c:]:

(11)

Again, the energy Uxy arises from the interatom ic in-

teraction and depends on the lattice depth. Note that

this two avor bosonic Hubbard Ham iltonian di�ers in

an im portant aspectfrom previously studied two avor

system s: the presence ofthe last term that m ixes the

two avors.Hence,the inter-atom icinteraction leadsto

a \Josephson term " thatallowsfortheconversion oftwo

X -atom s into two Y -atom s and vice versa. The coe�-

cientsUyy = Uxx are given by the sam e expression asin

the 1D casewhile

Uxy = 2
p
2�ER

�
as

a

�

O 00(v0z)O 01(v0x)
2
: (12)

Figure4 illustratesthedynam icsin the2D (two avors)

situation.

C . 3D H am iltonian,three avors,(V0x = V0y = V0z)

The generalization of the above Ham iltonian to the

case when V0x = V0y = V0z is straight forward. Intro-

ducing a third avor Ẑm � d̂(0;0;1)(m ), n̂
(z)
m � Ẑ y

m Ẑm ,

onem ay writean e�ectiveHam iltonian as

H 3D =
X

s= x;y;z

X

m

�

E s(m )̂n(s)m +
Uss

2
n̂
(s)
m [̂n(s)m � 1]

�

+
X

s6= s0

X

m

Uss0

�

n̂
(s)
m n̂

(s
0
)

m +
1

2
[̂sym ŝ

y
m ŝ

0
m ŝ

0
m + h:c:]

�

� t
X

s= X ;Y;Z

X

hm ;m 0i
s

�
ŝ
y
m ŝm 0 + h:c:

�
: (13)

Here Uss0 = �ss0Uxx + (1 � �ss0)Uxy with Uxx and Uxy

given by (9)and (12)with v0x = v0y = v0z.

D . Z2 G auge sym m etry

Because ofoverallnum ber conservation the Ham ilto-

nian hasthe usualglobalU (1)sym m etry. However,be-

cause the avor conversion occurs pairwise and locally

(i.e.,on site),theHam iltoniansdescribed abovealso ex-

hibit an in�nite num ber ofZ 2 gauge sym m etries corre-

sponding to conservation m odulo 2 ofthe num berofX

particlesin anygiven colum n ofthelatticerunningin the

x-direction (and sim ilarly forY and Z particles).These

sym m etries correspond to invariance under each ofthe

transform ations

U
(m y;m z)

X
= exp

"

i�
X

m x

X̂
y

(m x ;m y ;m z)
X̂ (m x ;m y ;m z)

#

U
(m x ;m z)

Y
= exp

2

4i�
X

m y

Ŷ
y

(m x ;m y;m z)
Ŷ(m x ;m y ;m z)

3

5

U
(m x ;m y )

Z
= exp

"

i�
X

m z

Ẑ
y

(m x ;m y ;m z)
Ẑ(m x ;m y ;m z)

#

;

wheretheintegerpair(m i;m j)in thesuperscriptofeach

U determ inethelocation ofa colum n.The�rsttransfor-

m ation forexam ple takes X̂ (m x ;m y;m z)
! � X̂ (m x ;m y;m z)

forallm x in the colum n speci�ed by m y and m z.Since

X̂ y and X̂ operatorsalwaysappearpairwise,theHam il-

tonian isinvariantunderthisclassofZ2 transform ations.

TheseZ2 sym m etriesarein asenseinterm ediatebetween

localand global. W hile the num berofsuch sym m etries

isin�nite(in thetherm odynam iclim it)itisofcoursesub

extensiveand thusnotlargeenough tofully constrain the

system (orto m ake itintegrable forexam ple). Asm en-

tioned in the introduction,such sym m etries have been

found in certain frustrated spin m odels [21,22,23,24]

and in a ‘bosem etal’m odel[25]and areknown to cause

dim ensional reduction in som e cases. [21, 22, 24] Be-

cause introducing a defect across which the sign ofthe

Z2 order param eterchanges along any given single col-

um n costsonly �niteenergy,thesystem will,likethe1D

Ising m odel,disorderat any �nite tem perature thereby

restoring the Z2 sym m etry. W e willsee below how this

reduced dim ensionality physicsappearsin a sim ple way

in thissystem .

IV . M EA N FIELD T H EO R Y P H A SE

D IA G R A M S FO R T H E EFFEC T IV E

H A M ILT O N IA N S

Havingderived e�ectiveHam iltoniansin one,two,and

three dim ensions, we turn now to the investigation of

their ground states. The 1D,single avor Ham iltonian

has been extensively studied (see for instance Ref.[33]

and references therein) and needs no further discussion

here.The othertwo Ham iltoniansin Eqs.(11)and (13)

deservesom eattention though.

A . P hase diagram 2D ,tw o avors

The2D Ham iltonian (11)isa two avorbosonicHub-

bard Ham iltonian,a system that has recently received
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m uch attention and shown to have a rich phase di-

agram [14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 34]. In this section we

willinvestigate the ground state ofthe Ham iltonian in

Eq.(11) using sim ple m ean �eld theory. The Ham ilto-

nian (11) di�ers from those previously studied in two

aspects:thepresenceofpairwiseinteravorm ixing and

the anisotropictunneling.

W e follow here the m ethod suggested in Ref.[35](see

also Refs.[9,10]). W e considerthe possibility that the

globalU (1) and colum nar Z2-sym m etries discussed in

section IIID are spontaneously broken by introducing

com plex scalarcolum narorderparam eter�elds x(m y)

and  y(m x),i.e.oneforeach x-colum n and oneforeach

y-colum n. These �eldsshould then satisfy the selfcon-

sistency conditions

 x(m y)=

D

X̂ (m x ;m y )

E

(14)

forallm x in the x-colum n speci�ed by m y,and,

 y(m x)=

D

Ŷ(m x ;m y)

E

(15)

for each m y in the y-colum n speci�ed by m x. For sim -

plicity we om itin thisdiscussion ofthe 2D (two avors)

casethe z com ponentm z ofthe position vectorm .The

possibility thatuctuationsrestorethesym m etry willbe

discussed furtherbelow.

M ean �eld theory resultsfrom decoupling sitesin the

sam ecolum n by neglecting uctuationsin thekineticen-

ergy. Forinstance,forthe x-colum n speci�ed by a par-

ticularvalueofm y one has

X̂
y

(m x ;m y)
X̂ (m x + 1;m y )

= (X̂
y

(m x ;m y )
�  

�
x(m y)+  

�
x(m y))(X̂ (m x + 1;m y )

�  x(m y)+  x(m y))

�  x(m y)X̂
y

(m x ;m y )
+  

�
x(m y)X̂ (m x + 1;m y )

� j x(m y)j
2
;

Thusthesitesalong each colum n decouple.Doing thesam efortheY :sand writing theHam iltonian in dim ensionless

form where allenergiesare scaled by Uxx,i.e.,h2d � H2D =Uxx,~t� t=Uxx and ~Uxy � Uxy=Uxx,we obtain h2D �P

m

hM F
2d

(m ; x(m y); y(m x)):Here,the on-sitem ean �eld Ham iltoniansaregiven by

h
M F
2d (m ; x(m y); y(m x)) = � 2~t

h

 x(m y)X̂
y
m +  

�
x(m y)X̂ m

i

� 2~t

h

 y(m x)Ŷ
y
m +  

�
y(m x)Ŷm

i

+ ~Uxyn̂
(x)
m n̂

(y)
m

+
X

s= x;y

�
1

2
n̂
(s)
m [̂n(s)m � 1]� ~�n̂(s)m + 2~tj s(m )j2

�

+
~Uxy

2
[X̂ y

m X̂
y
m Ŷm Ŷm + Ŷ

y
m Ŷ

y
m X̂ m X̂ m ];

(16)

where ~� � �=Uxx servesasacom m on chem icalpotential.

Theon siteHam iltonianssatisfy theeigenvaluerelations

h
M F
2d (m ; x; y)j�n( x; y)i= �n( x; y)j�n( x; y)i

fortwoarbitrarycom plex �elds.An eigenstateofthefull

m ean �eld ham iltonian can bewritten asa productstate

ofsuch eigenstates

j	i=
Y

m

j�nm
( x(m y); y(m x))i

wherethe�eldssatisfy theselfconsistency conditionsin

Eqs.(14)-(15). The m ean �eld ground state isobtained

by globally m inim izing the energy

E =
X

m

�nm
( x(m y); y(m x))

with respecttothe�eldsand thesetofeigenstatesfnm g.

Thisism osteasily doneby num ericaldiagonalization in

a truncated Hilbert space where each site can hold at

m osta totalofN m ax atom s.Since

m in
[nm ; x (m y); y (m x )]

 
X

m

�nm
( x(m y); y(m x))

!

�
X

m

m in
[n; x ; y ]

�n( x; y)

itisenough tom inim izetheground stateenergyofasin-

glesitewith respecttothe�eldsand then �nd thelargest

m anifold ofstatescom patible with having colum naror-

derparam eters�elds. Carrying outthis schem e reveals

two di�erent scenariosfor the m inim um ofeach on-site

energy �n( x; y);either  x =  y = 0 and nx + ny is

integer(incom pressible),or,j xj= j yj6= 0 (com press-

ible). The form ercase correspondsto a M ottinsulating

statewhile the lattersuggestsa superuid phase.

Dueto thepositivity ofUxy thelastterm in them ean

�eld Ham iltonian ism inim alwhenever x and  y,on the

sam esite,havea phasedi�erence of� �=2.
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For the (m ean �eld) ground state m anifold we m ust

have in this phase j x(m y)j= j y(m x)jfor allx� and

y� colum n orderparam eters.Requiringthephasesofall

 x in each x� and all y in the y� colum ns to be the

sam ewhile�xingtherelativephasebetween  x and  y to

� �=2resultsin con�gurationsastheoneshown in Fig.5.

Here the phasesof x and  y are shown represented as

arrows(planarspins).Thedirection ofthearrowsde�n-

ing theangle.Clearly,thisphaseshowsa breakingofthe

globalU (1) sym m etry. The m eaning ofthe quasi-local

nature of the Z2 sym m etries discussed above becom es

clear.Although thephasesof x in each x� colum n are

thesam ethereisno energy costassociated with ipping

allthespinsx-spinsin a singlecolum n orallthey-spins

in a y-colum n. The ordering between di�erentcolum ns

isthusnem atic.

O ne should note here,thatsince the only energy cost

associated with ipping a single spin,say an x-spin in

an x� colum n,isgiven by thestatesoftheneighboring x

spinsin thecolum n,thesituation isessentially thatofa

1D Ising m odelalong each colum n.Hence,atany �nite

tem perature,dom ainsofipped spinswillproliferateand

the Z2 sym m etrieswillbe restored.Thisessentially one

dim ensionalbehavior is an exam ple ofthe dim ensional

reduction m entioned above.

The m odelunder consideration is highly anisotropic.

M ainly sinceX particlescan only hop in thex-direction,

it seem s to be im possible to develop phase coherence

am ong X particlesin di�erentx-colum ns(and sim ilarly

fortheotheravors).Supposehoweverthat,asdiscussed

above,the avor exchange interaction term causes the

relative phase oftwo avors,say X and Y ,to lock to-

FIG .5: Colum nar phase ordering in 2d superuid phase.

The directions ofthe arrows correspond to the phase angles

�x(m y)and �y(m x)ofthe order param eter�elds x(m y)=

j x(m y)je
i�x (m y ) and  y(m x)= j y(m x)je

i�y (m x ). Solid ar-

rowscorrespond to �x and dashed to �y.

getherso that Ŷ yX̂ condenses

 �

D

Ŷ
y
X̂

E

6= 0:

In thiscasethem ean �eld decom position oftheexchange

interaction yieldsterm softhe form

V �  Ŷ
y
X̂ +  

�
X̂

y
Ŷ

which perm it individualparticles to change avor and

hence phase coherence can freely propagate in alldirec-

tionsthroughoutthelattice via a kind of‘Andreev’pro-

cess(i.e.self-energyo�-diagonalin avorindex)in which

an X particle can turn into a Y particle when it needs

to travelin the y direction.

To understand this isotropic superuid phase, it is

convenientto considera phase only representation with

com pactphase variableson each site X̂ m ! e� i’
x

m and

Ŷm ! e� i’
y

m . The avor exchange (‘Josephson’) term

then becom es(forthe 2D (two avors)case)

V = ~Uxy

X

m

cos(2[’xm � ’
y
m ]):

De�ning ’�
m � ’xm � ’ym wehave

V = ~Uxy

X

m

cos(2’�m ):

Assum ing that the relative phase ofthe condensates is

locked together by this Josephson term is equivalentto

assum ing that(forUxy > 0)theuctuationsof’� away

from the ground statevalue �=2 (oritsequivalent� �=2

undertheZ2 gaugesym m etry)arem assiveand can beig-

nored.Thusweobtain ’
(x;y)
m = ’+m =2� �=4:Thecontin-

uum lim itoftheanisotropickineticenergyT = (@x’
x)

2
+

(@y’
y)

2
then becom esT �

�
(@x’

+ )2 + (@y’
+ )2

�
and we

im m ediately see that the anisotropy has e�ectively dis-

appeared atlong wavelengthsand wehavea superuid.

A vortexcon�guration in ’+ can beviewed asabound

state oftwo halfvortices in the ’x and ’y �elds. The

colum narZ2 sym m etryallowsthe x �eld tohaveaphase

jum p of� acrossa cutparallelto thex axisand sim ilarly

for y.Thushalfvorticesareperm itted.Ifthetwoorder

param eter phases are locked together (’� uctuations

are m assive) then the two halfvortices are con�ned to

each other as shown in Fig.(6). Such a vortex has an

energy which scales(asusual)only logarithm ically with

system size,despitethesem i-in�nitebranch cut(� phase

jum p) of x running horizontally out to the right from

the vortex center and ofthe sim ilar branch cut in  y

running vertically out above the vortex center. To see

thatsuch avortexistopologicallywellde�ned despitethe

Z2 sym m etry onecan considera loop around the vortex

core as shown in Fig.(6). In going around the loop we

add up the phase twist �� and m ap onto the com plex

plane.To calculate�� along theloop thechangesin ’ y

has to be added when going vertically and the changes

in ’x when going horizontally. The net results is that
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FIG .6:(coloronline)Phase con�guration for x (black solid

arrows)and  y (red dashed arrows)containing a halfvortex.

Notice the branch cutsindicated by the long solid black and

dashed red lines.The Z2 sym m etry m eansthatthese branch

cuts have zero ‘string tension’and contribute only a �nite

core energy to the vortex. The halfwinding num bercan be

seen by going around a loop A-B-C-D -A and calculating the

totalphase twist ��. This twist is calculated by sum m ing

the changes in ’
y
when going vertically and ’

x
when going

horizontally.

going oncearound thevortex corethephasewindsby �.

Ifone applies a �-ip in allthe ’x (’y) phases in any

row (colum n) the m apping onto the com plex plane will

rem ain invariant.

The M ottinsulating states,having integernum berof

atom s in each well,are bestcharacterized by the ~t= 0

eigenstates.Theseareproductstates

�
�	 0(~t= 0)

�
=
Y

m

j N i(m )i;

where hM F
2D (0;0)j N ii= �N ij N iiand the integerN is

the totalnum berofparticlesN = nx + ny in each well.

The index i runs from 0 to N for each N and for the

threelowestvaluesofN the eigenstatesare

j 00i= j0i;�00 = 0:

j 10i= j1x;0yi;�10 = � ~�:

j 11i= j0x;1yi;�11 = � ~�:

j 20i= j1x;1yi;�20 = � 2~� + ~Uxy:

j 21i=
1p
2
(j2x;0yi+ j0x;2yi);�21 = 1� ~Uxy � 2~�:

j 22i=
1p
2
(j2x;0yi� j0x;2yi);�22 = 1+ ~Uxy � 2~�:

In Fig.7 them ean �eld phasediagram hasbeen drawn

forthephysically relevantvalue ~Uxy = 1=3which ischar-

acteristic forthe proposed setup. The lobesm arked M I

correspondtoincom pressibleM ottinsulatingphaseswith

integer�llingfactors.Therem ainingpartofthediagram ,

m arked SF,correspondsto a superuid phase with the

0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

t̃

µ̃

MI (AFM)

MI

MI

MI

SF

FIG .7: M ean �eld ground state phase diagram for the 2D

(two avors) Ham iltonian in Eq.16 in the plane of ~�, the

scaled chem icalpotential�=Uxx,and ~t = t=Uxx,the scaled

hopping energy. Here calculated for the experim entally rele-

vant ratio ~Uxy � Uxy=Uxx = 1=3 using a truncated Hilbert

space with at m ost 10 particles per site. Lobes of M ott-

insulating states,ofsuccessively increasing integer�lling fac-

tor with increasing chem icalpotential~�,are surrounded by

a superuid phase. The superuid phase ischaracterized by

colum narorderparam eter�elds x(m y)and  y(m x),onefor

each x-and y-colum n respectively.All x and  y haveequal,

nonzero,m agnitudes while their relative phases are either 0

or�.(see Fig.5).

colum narnem atic ordering (see Fig.5)discussed above.

Considering the t= 0 eigenstates above two things be-

com e clear. Trivially,if ~Uxy ! 0 the lowest lobe,and

allotherodd �lling lobes,vanish and the m odelreduces

to two noninteracting single avor m odels as expected.

Secondly,at ~Uxy = 0:5 there isa levelcrossing between

j 20iand j 21i.Itfollowsthatthesizeofthelowestodd

�lling lobes increases with increasing values of ~Uxy up

until ~Uxy = 0:5 afterwhich itstartsto decreaseagain.

By considering uctuation e�ects higher order in the

tunneling am plitude,we can dem onstrate that the per-

m utationalsym m etry between theX -and Y -avorscan

be broken in the M ott insulator phase. In the absence

of tunneling, the single-particle states j 10i and j 11i

are degenerate. Taking tunneling into account breaks

this degeneracy and to second order in ~t (using for in-

stance the Schrie�er-W ol� transform ation [36])an e�ec-

tive (pseudo)spin-1
2
Ham iltonian forthe interaction be-

tween neighboring sitescan be found

H eff = � Jeff

X

hm ;m 0i

�̂
(z)
m �̂

(z)

m 0 (17)

The up-and down-states ofthe pseudo spin operators

�̂
(z)
m correspond to the site m being occupied by one X -

atom oroneY -atom respectively.Thee�ectivem agnetic
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FIG . 8: (Color online) Phase ordering in 3d superuid

phase. The directions ofthe arrows correspond to the phase

angles �x(m y;m z), �y(m x;m z) and �z(m x;m y) of the or-

derparam eter�elds x(m y;m z)= j x(m y;m z)je
i�x (m y ;m z ),

 y(m x;m z) = j y(m x;m z)je
i�y (m x ;m z ) and  z(m x;m y) =

j y(m x;m y)je
i�y (m x ;m y ).Asin the 2D (two avors)case the

underlying sym m etry ofthe Ham iltonian allows for ipping

say allthe �x along any x-colum n by � to obtain another

ground state con�guration. In addition to the ground state

degeneracy obtained from such operations,an accidentalde-

generacy associated with parallelplanesofdi�erentchirality

ispresent.In this�gurethem iddlex� z planehasa di�erent

chirality than the othertwo x � z planes.

interaction is

Jeff =
~t2(~U 2

xy + 2~Uxy � 1)

~Uxy(1� ~U 2
xy)

:

There is a criticalvalue ofthe inter avor interaction
~U c
xy =

p
2 � 1 � 0:414 for which Jeff vanishes. For

~Uxy > ~U c
xy, the system is ferrom agnetic and sponta-

neously favorsone avoroverthe other. For ~Uxy < ~U c
xy

the system is anti-ferrom agnetic and favorsan ordering

with X - and Y -atom s on alternating sites. Thus, we

conclude thatatinteger�lling factorthe perm utational

sym m etry between X and Y avors,(orequivalently,the

cubic sym m etry ofthe underlying lattice)isalwaysbro-

ken in the m ean �eld ground state.Further,in the anti-

ferrom agneticstate,sublattice(i.e.translation)sym m e-

try isbroken aswell.

B . P hase diagram 3D ,three avors

Using the sam e type ofm ean �eld theory as for the

2D (two avors)case,the 3D (three avors)casecan be

treated aswell. The resulting phase diagram for ~Uxy =

1=3 is shown in Fig.9. Again,M ott-lobes with integer

�lling factorsare seen surrounded by a superuid phase

whereallorderparam eters x;y;z haveequalm agnitude,

i.e.,j xj= j yj= j zj6= 0. Due to the positivity of

thecoe�cientU xy in theJosephson term in Eq.(13)the

0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

t̃

µ̃

MI

MI

MI

MI

MI

SF

FIG .9: M ean �eld ground state phase diagram for the 3D

(three avors)Ham iltonian.

relative phases ofthe three condensates are frustrated.

Thus,writing  s = j sje
i�s,s = x;y;z one �nds �x �

�y = �y � �z = �z � �x = � 2�=3� �.

An interesting e�ecthereisthattheon sitefrustrated

phase con�gurations com e in two di�erent ‘chiralities’

that cannot be converted into each other by shifting

any one of the phases by the � shift allowed by the

Z2 gauge sym m etry. To see this one m ay consider the

currentowing between the condensatesofdi�erenta-

vorson a given site.The currentowing between the X

and Y condensateson a particularsite isdeterm ined by

sin(2[�x� �y]).In arighthanded con�guration with,say,

�x = 0;�y = 2�=3;�z = 4�=3 there isan on-site current

owing from

X ! Y ! Z ! X :

The situation is di�erentin a left handed con�guration

with �x = 0;�y = 4�=3;�z = 2�=3,wherethe currentis

now owing in the oppositedirection,i.e.

X  Y  Z  X :

Adding an arbitrary phase of� (i.e. invoking the Z2
sym m etry) to any of the phases does not a�ect these

currents.

Starting from a ground state with the sam e chirality

throughout the system one can choose a set of paral-

lelplanes and change the chirality ofeach plane indi-

vidually. Such changing ofchirality ofa plane requires

that the whole plane has the sam e chirality. This ad-

ditionalground state degeneracy is not associated with

any sym m etry ofthe Ham iltonian but is an accidental

one.A sim ilarsituation occursforspecialparam eterval-

uesin frustrated XY-m odels,where parallelzero energy

dom ain wallscan be inserted [28].O neshould notethat

such accidentaldegeneraciesatthe m ean �eld levelm ay

be lifted by uctuation e�ectsassociated with collective

m odessuch asspin waves.
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FIG .10: (Color online) Exam ple ofbroken perm utational

sym m etry. Ifone increases the interspecies interaction ~Uxy

beyond 1=3, superuid phases with broken perm utational

sym m etry can beachieved.Shown herearetheorderparam -

eters sorted according to m agnitude,	 1 = m ax( x; y; z),

	 3 = m in( x; y; z) for an interspecies interaction ~Uxy =

0:8 asa function of~t.The totalnum berofparticlesisshown

asa dashed line.

Asin the2D (twoavors)case,thesm allerM ott-lobes,

corresponding to integer �lling factors not divisible by

the dim ensionality ofthe system ,are degenerate in the
~t= 0 lim it. This degeneracy is lifted due to tunneling,

leading to (pseudo)m agnetic ordering like thatdem on-

strated for the 2D (two avors) case. To fully lift the

degeneracy onehasto em ploy fourth orderperturbation

theory.TheresultingHam iltonian willincludeterm sact-

ingsim ultaneouslyon threeand foursites.However,such

fourth ordercorrectionsare very sm alland m ay be dif-

�cultto observein the proposed experim entalsituation.

They can howeverlead to novelphysics and can be in-

tentionally generated [37,38].

Before leaving thissection,we com m enton the possi-

bilityofbreakingtheperm utationalsym m etryam ongthe

avorsin thesuperuid phase.Asiswellknown,largein-

terspeciesinteraction strength in the two avorbosonic

Hubbard m odelleads to phase separation. A phenom -

ena occurring also here if ~Uxy � 0:5. However,due to

the positive constantin front ofthe ’Josephson’(avor

changing)term ,another phenom enon can take place in

the 3D (threeavors)m odel.

As an exam ple consider Fig.10. Here ~� = 0:27 and
~Uxy = 0:8.Ascan be seen forsm all~tthe system isin a

M ottinsulating statewith �lling factor2.Astincreases

thesystem becom essuperuid.Thisoccursin two steps.

First,m ean �eld theory predicts a second order transi-

tion to a statewith only oneavorsuperuid and then a

�rstordertransition to a state with two nonzero super-

uid order param eters ofequalm agnitude. Increasing

the hopping strength furtherdoesnotseem to m akethe

third avorsuperuid.W eattributethisto thelargeen-

ergy costassociated with having the phasesofthe three

orderparam etersin a frustrated con�guration.

V . IN T ER FER EN C E PA T T ER N S A N D

D EN SIT Y C O R R ELA T IO N S

Thetraditionalway ofdetecting superuidity isby re-

leasingthetrap and lookingatthedensity distribution of

the expanding cloud. Provided that the cloud expands

m any tim es its initialdiam eter,the �nalposition ofa

particle isdeterm ined by itsm om entum ratherthan its

initialposition. Hence this expanded real-space density

distribution providesa directpicture ofthe m om entum -

spacedistribution ofthetrapped system .M oreprecisely,

the density distribution a tim e taftertrap release isre-

lated to the m om entum density ofthe trapped state j�i

as

hn(r;t)i=

�
m

ht

�3 

�jn Q (r)j�

�

where Q (r)= m r=(�ht). Itisusefulto think ofthisspa-

tialdistribution as resulting from interference of m at-

terwavesradiated by the di�erentlatticesiteswhen the

trap is released. The one-dim ensionalcharacter ofthe

Z2 gaugesym m etry m eansthattherm aluctuationscan

destroy thelong rangeorderphaseorderby allowing the

phase on an arbitrary site to ip by � �. Ifthe system

disordersin thisway,any interferencepattern in the ra-

diated m atter waves willbe destroyed as well. In this

case,further inform ation about the correlations in the

system can be obtained by looking at the density uc-

tuations (noise) in the released cloud [39,40,41]in a

Hanbury-Brown Twisslikestatisticalm easurem ent.

W e begin thissection by looking atthe zero tem pera-

ture m om entum distribution and then considerthe den-

sity uctuationsoftheexpanded cloud around itsm ean.

A . Interference patterns

Although any realexperim ent is conducted at �nite

tem perature,the zero tem perature colum nar phase or-

deringm ay prevailfora �nitesystem atlow enough tem -

peratures.Thezerotem peraturem om entum distribution

isthusofinterestand wewillestim ateitby usingasingle

m acroscopicallyoccupied wavefunction correspondingto

the superuid states in the two-and three-avorcases.

The details ofthe calculationscan be found in the Ap-

pendix and we hereonly statethe m ain results.

W ebegin by considering a single2D planewith N � N

sites at zero tem perature in the two-avor system and

m odelthe superuid state with a m acroscopically occu-

pied wavefunction

j�i=

�

a
y

SF

�M

p
M !

j0i:
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Herej0iisthevacuum stateofthelattice,i.e.no atom s

present,while a
y

SF
isthe creation operator

a
y

SF
�

1
p
2N

NX

m = 1

NX

n= 1

�
�m nX

y
m n + �m nY

y
m n

�
:

Thesubscriptsm and n denotethecoordinates,rowsand

colum ns,in the lattice while � and � are phase factors

(j�j= j�j= 1)determ ining the phase ofthe wavefunc-

tion on a given site. Atzero tem perature the phasesof

X -particlesare ordered along rowswhile the phasesof

Y -particles are ordered along colum ns,i.e.,�m n = �m

and �m n = �n (cf.Fig.5 and Fig.17). For a m acro-

scopic occupation M the observed density distribution

in a singleshotin thex� y planeafterexpansion ispro-

portionalto the m om entum distribution h�j 
y

Q
 Q j�i:

Asshown in the appendix wehavefora single2D plane

in the two-avorsystem

h�j 
y

Q
 Q j�i= j~	 x(Q )j

2 + j~	 y(Q )j
2

where

�
�
�~	 x

�
�
�
2

= �M

�
�
�~�

x
0(Q )

�
�
�
2

f1(Q y;�m )
X

odd n

� (aQx � n�)

�
�
�~	 y

�
�
�
2

= �M

�
�
�~�

y

0(Q )

�
�
�
2

f1(Q x;�n)
X

odd m

� (aQy � m �):

The functions ~�x0 and ~�
y

0 are the Fourier transform s

of the on-site W annier functions and f1(Q y;�m ) and

f1(Q x;�m )are2�=a-periodicrandom functionswith typ-

icalm agnitude oforderunity which depend on which of

thedegenerateground statesisobserved (seeFig.18 and

theAppendix fordetails).From theaboveequationsthe

interference pattern from a single 2D plane in the two-

avor system can bee seen to be a grid like structure

as shown in Fig.11 where the interference pattern has

been calculated num erically fora 40x40 lattice.The ap-

pearanceoflines,ratherthan pointsasin a singleavor

2D system ,stem sfrom the one-dim ensionalcharacterof

thesuperuid statewith phasesonly being aligned along

rows(colum ns) but random ly distributed between rows

(colum ns). The random nessin the distribution between

the rows(colum ns)show up asthe random interference

pattern along grid lines.

In an experim entonetypically doesnotprobea single

planebutitistheintegrated density ofalargenum berof

planesthatisim aged.Forim aging in the plane parallel

tothe2D planestheintegrated colum n density (intensity

in theabsorption im age)isfora N � N � N latticewith

M atom sin each 2D plane

I(Q x;Q y)= N

Z
dQ z

2�
h�j 

y

Q
 Q j�i:

Herethelineoverthequantum m echanicalaveragingde-

notestheaveragingoverthedi�erentground statecon�g-

urationsallowed by theZ2 sym m etry.Sincef1(Q ;�m )=

FIG .11: Calculated m om entum distribution fora 40x40 lat-

tice. The m om entum distribution wascalculated by num eri-

cally sum m ing thecontributionsto thedistribution function.

FIG . 12: (color online) (a) The random function

f2(Q y;Q z;�
x
no)for a 40� 40 lattice for a speci�c realization

of�
x
no Note that f2 is sym m etric under inversion. (b) The

random function g
y

2
(Q x;Q z;�

y
no;�m )fora 40� 40 lattice for

a speci�c realization of�yno and �m .Notethatg2 isnotsym -

m etric underinversion.

1(seeAppendix)therandom interferencesseen in Fig.11

willbe averaged outand a grid ofsm ooth lines,void of

interference,willbe seen. Another source ofsm oothing

outtherandom interferencescom esfrom lim ited detector

precision.Foralargesystem ,therandom oscillationsbe-

com esincreasinglyrapid and only an averageovernearby

m om enta can be probed.

In the 3D (i.e. three avors) case, the situation is

very sim ilar. Specialcare have to be taken with acci-

dentalsym m etry breakingoftheground stategiving rise

to planesofdi�erentchirality.Ifwe assum e thatplanes

with uniform chirality have norm als in the x� direction
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the m om entum distribution can be written

h�j 
y

Q
 Q j�i= j~	 x(Q )j

2 + j~	 y(Q )j
2 + j~	 z(Q )j

2

+ 2Re

h
~	 x(Q )

� ~	 y(Q )

i

+ 2Re

h
~	 y(Q )

� ~	 z(Q )

i

+ 2Re

h
~	 z(Q )

� ~	 x(Q )

i

(18)

where
�
�
�~	 x

�
�
�
2

= 2�

�
�
�~�

x
0

�
�
�
2 M

3
f2(Q y;Q z;�

x
no)

X

odd n

� (aQx � n�)

j~	 yj
2 = 2�j~�

y

0j
2M

3
g
y

2(Q z;Q x;�
y
m ;�m )

X

odd n

�(aQy � n�)

j~	 zj
2 = 2�j~�z0j

2M

3
g
z
2(Q x;Q y;�

z
m ;�m )

X

odd n

�(aQz � n�):

Again,since long range order is only aligned along 1D

strips,thereleased cloud willbea setofintersecting per-

pendicular planes with intersections at positions corre-

sponding to odd m om enta Q x;y;z = (2n + 1)�=a. The

planes in each direction will have a random intensity

m odulation speci�ed by therandom functionsf2,g
y

2 and

gz2 (see Appendix fordetails). Exam plesofthese distri-

bution functionsf2 and g2 areshown in Fig.12.Thelast

threeterm sin Eq.18random lym odulatethedistribution

along the intersectionsofthe planes.

Ifa single shot m easurem ent is m ade,the integrated

colum n density willshow a pattern ofgrid lines sim i-

lar to that in Fig.11, the grid lines showing random

interference patterns. Between the linesa periodic ran-

dom distribution (oflesserintensity than the lines)will

be present. This latter distribution willbe either f2 or

g2 depending on the orientation ofthe planeswith uni-

form chirality. Thusifthe absorbtion im age istaken in

the sam e plane asthe planeswith uniform chirality this

background m odulation willbe sym m etric under space

inversion (cf.Fig 12(a)) whereas ifit is taken perpen-

dicular there willbe no such sym m etry in the random

m odulation (cf.Fig 12(b)).

B . D ensity-density correlations

As pointed out above, the dim ensional reduction

present in the system m eans that �nite tem peratures

can destroy the 1D Ising-like ordering ofphases along

colum ns and that the individualphases atany one site

can be ipped � �,i.e., the Z2 gauge sym m etry is re-

stored. In this case there willbe no visible interference

pattern although atom s are delocalized,i.e. the delta

peakswillbesm eared and a random density distribution

willbe seen each shot.

To illustrate the usefulness of correlation m easure-

m entswe considera single N � N 2D plane in the two-

avor system at unit �lling (M = N 2). Ifthe tem per-

ature is �nite, not only m ay the Z 2 sym m etry in the

superuid stateberestored butitisalso possibleforthe

unit�lling M ottstate to be disordered. There are then

fourdi�erentpossiblestatesthe system can be in

1.Superuid with restored Z 2 sym m etry.

2.Ferrom agnetic M ott insulator (all atom s of the

sam eavor).

3.Anti-ferrom agneticM ottinsulator(alternating a-

vorson alternating sites).

4.DisorderM ottinsulator(each sitehavingoneatom

butwith random avor).

Ifone m akesm ultiple single shotm easurem entsand av-

eragesthedensity distribution obtained in each shot,one

obtainsam easureoftheaveragem om entum distribution

(seeAppendix)

h�jn Q j�i =
M

2

h

j~�x0(Q )j
2 + j~�

y

0(Q )j
2

i

which isthesam eforeach ofthefourstates1-4.W ewill

henceforth referto averagesh� iasdisorder averages. To

distinguish the four states one can instead m easure the

HBT-like density-density correlations ofthe expanding

cloud [39,40,41],

G (r;r0)� hn(r)n(r0)i
t
� hn(r)i

t
hn(r0)i

t
:

Here hn(r)i
t
isthe density ofatom satpointr a tim e t

afterthe trap hasbeen switched o� averaged overm any

experim entalrealizations (see Appendix). To m easure

hn(r)n(r0)i
t
one calculates the product ofthe observed

densitiesn(r)n(r0)in each shotand averagesoverseveral

experim entalruns. Justas for the density distribution,

thecorrelation function G providesa m easureofthem o-

m entum correlations

G (r;r0)=

�
m

ht

�6 h

hnQ nQ 0i� hnQ i� hnQ 0i

i

priorto trap release.

To geta qualitative understanding ofhow the super-

uid state can be detected by correlation m easurem ents

we�rstreturn to theT = 0 resultin theprevioussection

and look atthe periodic function f1(Q y). Thisrandom

m odulation arose because phases ofY :s were uncorre-

lated between rows.Since the relativephasesofthe Y :s

in rows is � � this function is even in Q and along any

given grid linethequantity hnQ nQ 0iisthusstrongly cor-

related when Q y + Q 0
y = 2m �=a. Averaging overm any

realizationsone sees that (along a grid line ofconstant

Q x = 2n�=a)

hnQ nQ 0i

�
�
�
T = 0

/
X

n

�(Qy + Q
0
y � 2m �=a)+ otherterm s:

In the therm ally disordered superuid state the phase

on any site is allowed to ip by � (restoring Z2 sym -

m etry). This destroys the delta peaks in j~	 (x;y)j
2 and
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givesinstead a random m odulation given by thefunction

f2(Q x;Q y). Since only �-ips are allowed this m odula-

tion is sym m etric f2(Q x;Q y) = f2(� Qx;� Qy) and we

getstrong correlationsin hnQ nQ 0i

hnQ nQ 0i

�
�
�
T 6= 0

/
X

n

�(Q + Q
0� Gn)+ otherterm s:

where G n is a reciprocallattice vector. O n a technical

level(see Appendix) this can be seen to arise since the

disorderaveraged propagatorforsingle particles is nec-

essarily short-ranged dueto therandom � phasechanges

at�nite tem perature,while the disorderaveraged prop-

agatorsforpairsofparticlescan stillbe long-ranged.

In Appendix we have calculated G (Q (r);Q 0(r0)) for

thefourscenariosfora singleplanein thetwo-avorsys-

tem and weheregivethe qualitativeresults.Thesuper-

uid stateis,con�rm ingthequalitativediscussion above,

characterized by peaks at Q � Q
0= G n (see Eq.(63))

while the ferrom agnetic M ott state and the disordered

M ottstatehaspeaksonly atQ � Q
0= G n (seeEqs.(67)

and (82)).The correlation function in these M ottstates

are distinguished by having di�erent background inten-

sities between peaks and di�erent peak strengths. The

antiferrom agneticM ottstatehaspeaksathalfreciprocal

lattice vectorsQ � Q
0= G n=2 (seeEq.(74)).

In thethreeavorsystem thesituation issim ilartothe

two avor scenario discussed above. In the presence of

therm aldisordering ofthe superuid state the interfer-

encepatternsoftheM ottstateand thesuperuid states

becom eindistinguishable.Again,in thethreeavorcase

the pair propagators willbe nonzero in the disordered

superuid state and G (Q (r);Q 0(r0)) willhave peaks at

Q � Q
0= G n (seeEq.(93))

W hilethereshould beno problem to m easurethecor-

relation functions for a system with three avors, the

two-avor system poses a problem of technicalnature

since in an experim ent severaluncorrelated 2D planes

willbecreated.SupposeonehasN uncorrelated planes.

Ifone detects one atom atposition r and anotheratr0

in a single experim entthe atom scould have com e from

eitherthe sam eplaneordi�erentplanes.M easuring the

productofdensitiesin each shotand averagingoversev-

eralexperim entsone willforthe case with N 2D planes

actually m easure

N hn(r)n(r0)i
t
+ N (N � 1)hn(r)i

t
hn(r0)i

t

ratherthan N hn(r)n(r0)i
t
:Thusthesignal-to-noiseratio

scalesas1=N requiringm any experim entalrunsforlarge

system s.

V I. LIFET IM E EST IM A T E 1D

In the previous sections, e�ective Ham iltonians for

atom sin the�rstband(s)oftheopticallatticewereintro-

duced and the m ean �eld ground state phase diagram s

drawn. In doing so, it was assum ed that the interac-

tion term s in the originalHam iltonian (2) responsible

forscattering particlesbetween bandscould be ignored.

In thissection,these interactionsaretaken into account

perturbatively and thelifetim eofatom sin the�rstband

is estim ated. The obtained (inverse)lifetim e should be

com pared to other energy scales in the problem ,m ost

im portantly the sm allestone,thehopping energy.Ifthe

lifetim e turnsoutto be long com pared to the tim e scale

of hopping, the novelstates described in the previous

sectionsshould be possibleto realizein experim ent.

Tosim plify m atters,thediscussion willberestricted to

the 1D-case. The ensuing results are expected to agree

well,both qualitativelyaswellasquantitatively,with the

2D and 3D casesto lowestorderin perturbation theory.

This follows from taking parity considerations into ac-

count when determ ining the allowed transitions. Thus,

ignoring tunneling in they� z directionsand m easuring

distancein unitsofthelatticespacing(seesection II)the

1D Ham iltonian can be written Ĥ = Ĥ 0 + V̂ with

Ĥ 0 = E R

X

n

Z

d� ̂
y
n(�)

�

�
@2

@�2
+ v0x sin

2(�)

�

 ̂n(�)

and

V̂ =
U

2

X

n1;n2;n3;n4

Z

d� ̂
y
n1
(�)̂ y

n2
(�)̂ n3

(�)̂ n4
(�): (19)

Here  ̂y
n(�)createsan atom at� in the n:th band ofthe

1D-system and U � 4�ER
�
as
a

�
O 00(v0y)O 00(v0z).

Apart from the �eld operators  ̂n(�) it is convenient

to de�ne boson operatorsin two otherbases. First,we

have the basis ofBloch functions unk(�) with band in-

dex n and lattice-m om entum k. These functions sat-

isfy Ĥ 0unk(�)= �n(k)unk(�)and areassociated with the

�eld operators ânk;̂a
y

nk
. Second,we have the W annier-

functions ~�n(� � �m )de�ned in section II. In this sec-

tion we willdenote the corresponding �eld operatorsby

ân(m );̂a
y
n(m ). Note that these de�nitions depart from

the conventionsin previoussectionsand thatoperators

corresponding to Bloch functionsand W annierfunctions

aredistinguished in the num berofsubscripts.

A . W ide-band lim it

Begin by looking at the case when the second term

V̂ in eq.(19) is sm allcom pared to Ĥ 0 and consideran

initialstatewhereallN atom sresidein thelowestlying

Bloch stateofthe �rstband,

jii= (N !)� 1=2
�

â
y

n= 1;k= �=a

�N
j0i:

A �rstorderdecay processisthen one where two atom s

in the �rst band collide, prom oting one to the second
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band,theotherto the zeroth band,i.e.the�nalstateis

jfi=
â
y

n= 2;k2
â
y

n= 0;k0
ân= 1;k= �=aân= 1;k= �=a

p
N (N � 1)

jii:

The �rstorderm atrix elem entforthistransition is
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FIG .13: (Solid line)Inverseofthecoe�cient ~w occurring in

Eq.(20)forthe �rstorderdecay rate calculated in the wide-

band lim it.In thislim it,there are no available energy states

forthe�rst-orderdecay provided 19 < v0x.(D ashed line)The

dashed line shows the m axim um value ofthe ratio as=a for

which the wide-band analysisisvalid.

jhfjV̂ jiij = U �(k0 + k2 � 2m �=a)
p
N (N � 1)

�

Z

u
�
0k0

(�)u�2k2(�)u1k= �=a(�)
2
d�:

Ifthe �lling factor (atom s/well) ofthe �rst band is �1,

and thedensity ofstatesofthen:th band is�(�n(k))the

transition rateperwellbecom es

w �
2�

�h

(�1U )
2
�
�
R
u�
0k0

(�)u�
2k2

(�)u1k= �=a(�)
2d�

�
�2

�(�0(k0))� 1 + �(�2(k2))� 1
:

De�ning

~w(v0z)�
32�3E R

�(�0)
� 1 + �(�2)

� 1

�
�
�
�

Z

u
�
0k0

u
�
2k2

u
2

1k= �=ad�

�
�
�
�

2

thiscan be com pactly written as

w =
E R

�h
�
2
1

�
as

a

�2
O 00(v0y)

2
O 00(v0z)

2 ~w(v0x): (20)

In Fig.13 ~w(v) obtained from num ericalcalculation is

shown. Forconvenience the inverse of ~w hasbeen plot-

ted. As can be seen,the lifetim e goesto zero for sm all

and large v. This isa resultofthe diverging density of

states at the band edges. Above v � 19 the �rst or-

derprocessisno longerenergetically possibleand higher

orderperturbation theory hasto be applied.

The validity ofthe wide-band calculation relies upon

the assum ption thatthe inequality �1U < tis satis�ed.

Thiscondition can beused to obtain an upperbound on

the ratio as=a by assum ing the lattice depth to be the

sam e in alldirections,i.e. v0x = v0y = v0z = v0,which

yields

as

a
<

�
as

a

�

m ax

�
t

�1E R

1

(2�)3=2O 00(v0)
2O 11(v0)

:

This quantity is shown for �lling factor �1 = 1 as the

dashed line in Fig.13.

B . N arrow band lim it

From the discussion above it is clear that for deep

enough potentials the validity ofthe wide-band analy-

sisbreaksdown unless�1(as=a)is extrem ely sm all. An

alternativestarting pointiswhen �1U � twhilethe�ll-

ing factorsforthezeroth and thesecond band aresm all,

i.e.,�0;�2 � 1.K eeping term soforder�1U ,therelevant

unperturbed Ham iltonian to start from is in this case

one where tunneling eventsin the two lowestbandsare

com pletely ignored whereas interactions between atom s

isonly considered foratom sinteracting with particlesin

the �rstband.Hence,one�nds,

Ĥ 0 =
X

n= 0;1

X

m

E n(m )̂nn(m )+ U0x

X

m

n̂0(m )̂n1(m )

+
1

2
Uxx

X

m

n̂1(m )(̂n1(m )� 1)

+ E R

X

n> 1

Z

d� ̂
y
n(�)

�

�
@2

@�2
+ v0x(�)

�

 ̂n(�)

+ 2U
X

n> 1

Z

d� ̂
y

1(�)̂ 1(�)̂ 
y
n(�)̂ n(�): (21)

Here the num ber operators n̂n(m )� âyn(m )̂an(m ) have

been introduced.

The initialstate isa productofFock-stateswith de�-

nitenum bersofparticlesin the�rstband ofeach wellas

depicted in Fig.14. Here,each wellm initially has nm
atom sin the �rstband,i.e.

jii=
Y

m

�

â
y

1(m )

�nm

p
nm !

j0i:

The �nalstate isone where the population haschanged

such that,foraparticularwell,denoted by r,oneparticle

hasdecayed from the�rstband down to thezeroth while

anotheratom ,in orderto conserve energy,endsup in a

Bloch stateofthe n:th (n > 1)band,i.e.

jfi=
â
y

0(r)̂a
y

nk
â1(r)

2

p
nr(nr � 1)

jii:
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Thisstate isnotan exacteigenstate ofthe unperturbed

Ham iltonian in Eq.(21) but an approxim ate one. The

correction to the Bloch wave functionsforn > 1,which

willlateroccurin the overlap integrals,ishoweveronly

oftheorderU=v0x � 1and can thusbeignored.W hatis

m ore im portantisthe associated energy shiftsince this

a�ectstheposition ofthe band edgesofthen :th band.

This,in turn,can have im pact on the lifetim e since it

a�ectsthe�naldensity ofstates.Hence,onecan replace

the two lastterm sin the unperturbed Ham iltonian (21)

by a term diagonalin the band index n;

Ĥ 0 =
X

n= 0;1

X

m

E n(m )̂nn(m )+ U0x

X

m

n̂0(m )̂n1(m )

+
1

2
Uxx

X

m

n̂1(m )(̂n1(m )� 1)

+
X

n> 1;k

(�n(k)+ �1� nk)̂nnk: (22)

Here,the�rstorder(Hartree)shift� nk in energy dueto

interactions between an atom in the n :th Bloch band

and the atom sin the �rstband havebeen incorporated.

� nk � U

Z

d� junk(�)+ un;� k(�)j
2
�
�
�~�1(�)

�
�
�
2

FIG .14: Typicalinitialstate jii for the lifetim e estim ate

in the narrow band lim it. Allatom s are residing in the �rst

band,localized in the wells.In thisparticularcase the �lling

factorsare �0 = 0,�1 = 1 and �n> 1 = 0.

For�rstorderdecayoneneedsonlythem atrixelem ent

hfjV̂ jiifrom which the ratefollows;

w =
2�

�h
U
2
nr(nr� 1)

�
�
�
�

Z

d� u
�
nk(�)

~��0(�)
~�1(�)

2

�
�
�
�

2

�(�n(k)):

(23)

To presenta com prehensivenum ericalanalysisofthis

decay rate isprohibitive due to the large num berofpa-

ram etersentering expression Eq.(23).Thus,forsakeof

illustration,we willhere restrict the discussion to unit

�lling factor in the second band,i.e. �1 = 1. Further,

we use (as=a)= 1=100 which isa reasonablevalue from

an experim entalpointofview.Thelatticedepthsin the

transverse directions willbe chosen slightly largerthan

in the x-direction,i.e.chosev0y = v0z = v0x + 1:

The results of the calculation, using wave functions

obtained from band-structure calculations,areshown in

Fig.15 which plots the ratio between the hopping rate

and decay rate,t1=(�hw). The di�erent solid lines cor-

respond to di�erent num ber ofparticles initially in the

well. The cases nr = 2;3;4;5 are shown,nr = 2 hav-

ing the longestlifetim e and nr = 5 having the shortest.

7.5 10 12.5 15 17.5 20 22.5 25
0.1

1

10

1000

v0x

t 1
/(

h̄
w

)

nr = 2

nr = 3

nr = 4

nr = 5

FIG .15: (Color online) First order lifetim e w
� 1

for a 1D

system with �lling factor �1 = 1 and (as=a) = 1=100 in the

narrow-band lim itaccording to Eq.(23).Thesolid linesshow

the ratio between the lifetim e and the tim e scale forhopping

(�ht
� 1

1
)fornr particlesin wellr.From top to bottom ;(blue)

nr = 2;(green) nr = 3;(red) nr = 4;(black) nr = 5. The

dashed line showstheratio t1=�1U which should belessthan

unity for perturbation theory to be valid. The dot-dashed

line shows the resultobtain by using the wide-band form ula

in Eq.(20)using the sam e param eters.

The dashed line shows the ratio t1=(�1U ) which should

be less than unity for the expression to be valid. As a

com parison,the resulting lifetim e obtained in the wide-

band lim itEq.(20)isalsoshown asthedash-dotted line.

The m ost interesting part of the result shown in

Fig.(15) is the sudden decay ofthe lifetim e. This is,

as was the case in the wide-band lim it,a result ofthe

diverging density ofstates�(�2(k))nearthe band edge.

Forlattice potentials deeper than v0x � 20,there is no

phase space (no available �nalenergy levels for the ex-

cited particle),availableforthe�rstorderdecay.To �nd

outthelifetim eforlargervaluesofv0x,second orderper-

turbation theory isneeded.

Consider again the sam e initial state jii as above.

Adhering to energy conservation argum ents, there are

three di�erent,m utually orthogonal,�nalstates reach-

ablethrough a second orderprocess,

jf1i=
â
y

nk
â
y

0(r)
2â1(r)

3

p
2nr(nr � 1)(nr � 2)

jii;

jf2i=
â
y

nk
â
y

0(r)
3â1(r)

4

p
6nr(nr � 1)(nr � 2)(nr � 3)

jii;

jf3i=
â
y

n0k0
â
y

nk
â
y

0(r)
2â1(r)

4

p
2nr(nr � 1)(nr � 2)(nr � 3)

jii:
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100

1000

v0x

t 1
/(

h̄
w

1
) nr = 3

nr = 4

FIG .16: (Color online)Second orderlifetim e w
� 1

1
fora 1D

system with �lling factor �1 = 1 and (as=a) = 1=100 in the

narrow-band lim itaccording to Eq.(23).Thesolid linesshow

the ratio between the lifetim e and the tim e scale forhopping

(�ht
� 1

1
)fornr particlesin wellr.From top to bottom ;(green)

nr = 3;(red)nr = 4.

The corresponding decay ratesw1;2;3 are obtained from

the text-book relation

wi =
2�

�h

�
�
�
�
�

X

m

hfijV jm ihm jV jii

�i� �m

�
�
�
�
�

2

�(�f):

Num ericalevaluationsofthe decay ratesrevealthatthe

dom inant contribution to the totaldecay rate wtot =

w1+ w2+ w3 com esfrom w1.Thereason forthisiseasily

understood;thecontribution from w2 issm alldueto de-

structiveinterferenceoftim ereversed processeswhilethe

sm allnessofw3,isdue to sm allnessofoverlap integrals,

which in turn can be understood from parity considera-

tions.

The decay rate w1 is shown in Fig.16. As can be

seen,itispossibletoachievelifetim esconsiderablylarger

than theinverseofthehoppingenergy,thusjustifyingthe

validity ofthe Ham iltoniansin eqs.(11)and (13).

V II. C O N C LU SIO N S

By extending the usualm apping to the bosonic Hub-

bard m odel of ultra cold atom s in an optical lattice

to incorporate higher Bloch bands,e�ective Ham iltoni-

ans governing the dynam ics ofatom s in the �rst Bloch

band(s)havebeen obtained.TheseHam iltoniansresem -

blepreviously studied bosonicHubbard Ham iltonian but

di�erin two im portantrespects:

� Atom sin the�rstexcited band arelabelled bythree

possibleavorsX ;Y;Z.Thedynam icsissuch that

X particles can (to a good approxim ation) m ove

only in the x direction,etc.

� Flavorchangingcollisionsofatom son thesam esite

leading to conversion of the form X X � ! Y Y ,

etc.occur.

By appropriate choices ofthe lattice depths in the dif-

ferentdirectionsthe num berofavorsand the e�ective

dim ensionality (equalto the num ber ofavors) ofthe

system can be changed. To obtain values ofthe rele-

vant param eters, such as hopping energy and interac-

tion energies,entering these e�ective Ham iltonians we

have solved the tim e independent Schr�odingerequation

(M athieu equation).

The e�ective Ham iltonians in two and three dim en-

sionsalso show,apartfrom the usualglobalU (1)gauge

sym m etry,asetofZ2-gaugesym m etriesinterm ediatebe-

tween localand global.Theground statein the3D (three

avors)casealsodisplaysachiralsym m etrybreakingand

an additionalaccidentalground statedegeneracy associ-

ated with di�erentplanarchiralordering.

The phase diagram sfor two particular cases relevant

forexperim enthavebeen sketched using m ean �eld the-

ory,indicatingquantum phasetransitionsbetween M ott-

insulating and superuid states.

Using tim e dependent perturbation theory up to sec-

ond orderin the interatom ic interactionsthe lifetim e of

the atom s in the excited bands have been estim ated.

The resultsshow thatlife tim esconsiderably longer(or-

dersofm agnitude)than relevantdynam icaltim e scales

can obtain. This suggests that it m ay be possible to

realize quasi-equilibrium in the subspaces ofm eta sta-

ble states spanned by the e�ective Ham iltonians. Fi-

nally,we would like to stress that the m ean �eld the-

ory used to draw the phase diagram is only able to de-

scribe the m ost sim ple scenario with a transition from

a M ott-state to a superuid state with order param e-

ter hX i 6= 0. It is wellknown [14,15,16,17,18]that

otherm ulti-avorbosonicHubbard m odelssuch asthe2-

speciesBose-Hubbard m odelshowsa rich phasediagram

with phases which cannot be described in this sim ple

approxim ation. The present m odel,already rich at the

m ean-�eld levelwarrantsfurtherstudy.In particular,we

havepointed outpotentialconnectionsto certain classes

ofm odels offrustrated spins [21,22,23,24]and bose

m etals [25]that also have an in�nite but subextensive

num berofZ2 gauge sym m etriesand asa resultexhibit

dim ensionalreduction and exotic phases. W ith the m i-

croscopicHam iltonian developed here,theseconnections

can and should now be pursued in detail.
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A P P EN D IX

Here we provide a detailed derivation ofthe density

distribution oneexpectsto observein thevariousphases

and the di�erentwaysofm easuring the density density

correlationsin the released cloud ofatom s.

Ifthe system is in a m any body quantum state j�i

when the trap isreleased attim e t= 0 the density dis-

tribution ofatom sata latertim e tisgiven by

hn(r)i
t
= h�jU y(t)n(r)U (t)j�i; (24)

whereU (t)isthetim e-evolution operatorofthereleased

system U (t)= exp(� i�h
� 1
H t). To m easure the quantity

in Eq.(24)one hasto,in general,perform severalm ea-

surem entsstarting with thesam etrapped statej�ieach

tim e.An exception to thisiswhen theground stateisto

a good approxim ation a m acroscopically occupied single

particle state. Thisistypically the case fora superuid

system and a single m easurem entgives a good approx-

im ation ofhn(r)i
t
. For a weakly interacting dilute gas

ofatom sthe interactionsbetween atom scan be ignored

during theexpansion ofthecloud and thetim eevolution

operator in Eq.(24) can be replaced by the free tim e-

evolution operatorU0(t). Expanding in the m om entum

com ponentsone�nds

hn(r)i
t
=

Z
dk1

(2�)3

Z
dk2

(2�)3
e
� i(k1� k2)� (r�

�h t

2m
(k1+ k2))

� h�j 
y

k1

 k2
j�i: (25)

Fora system oflinearsizeL and fortim es�ht� m L2 the

stationary phaseapproxim ation gives

hn(r)i
t
�

�
m

ht

�3
h�jn Q (r)j�i Q (r)�

m r

�ht
: (26)

M easuringthedensity ofatom saftera longtim eofight

tthuscorrespondsto a m easurem entofm om entum dis-

tribution ofthe state j�ipriorto trap release.

In a typicalexperim entonetakesan absorbtion im age

ofthereleased cloud.Thism eansthattheonly theInte-

grated colum n density ism easured, i.e.,ifan im age of,

say,the x � y planeistaken,onem easures

I(x;y)=

Z

dzhn(r)i
t
=

�
m

ht

�2
Z

dQ z

2�
h�jn Q (r)j�i:

In the next subsection we derive the m om entum distri-

bution h�jn Q (r)j�iforthe superuid statesin the two-

and three-avor system s at zero tem perature where Z 2

sym m etry isbroken.

1. 2D ,tw o avors,superuid state,T = 0

Forthe two-avorcase the system iscom prised of2D

planes with uncorrelated ground states. A superuid

state ofa single 2D plane can be described by a wave

function with M particlesin a singlestate

j�i= (M !)� 1=2
�

a
y

SF

�M
j0i: (27)

a
y

SF
�

1
p
2N

NX

m = 1

NX

n= 1

�
�m nX

y
m n + �m nY

y
m n

�
:

Thesubscriptsm and n denotethecoordinates,rowsand

colum ns,in the lattice while � and � are phase factors

j�j= j�j= 1 determ ining the phaseofthe wavefunction

on a given site.

Toevaluatethem om entum distribution weexpand the

�eld operators 
y

Q
and  Q in term softhe localized cre-

ation and destruction operators X y
m n;Ym n etc. where

the subscriptsm and n respectively denote the row and

colum n forthe site on which the operatorisacting.For

a generalstatej�i(notnecessarily thestatein Eq.(27))

we�nd

h�j 
y

Q
 Q j�i =

Z

dr1dr2e
iQ � (r1� r2)h�j y(r1) (r2)j�i=

X

m 1n1

X

m 2n2

Z

dr1

Z

dr2e
iQ � (r1� r2)

� h�j
�
X

y
m 1n1

�
x
m 1n1

(r1)
� + Y

y
m 1n1

�
y
m 1n1

(r1)
�
� �
X m 2n2

�
x
m 2n2

(r2)+ Ym 2n2
�
y
m 2n2

(r2)
�
j�i: (28)

The localized W annierorbitals�xnm (r)and �
y
nm (r)can be rewritten

�
x
m n(r) = (� 1)n�x0(r� nax̂ � m aŷ); �

y
m n(r)= (� 1)m �

y

0(r� nax̂ � m aŷ)

with theprefactors(� 1)n(m ) com ing from thegaugechoicein theinitalway ofwriting theHam iltonian in equation 2.

Carrying outthe Fourierintegralswe�nd

h�j 
y

Q
 Q j�i =

X

m 1n1

X

m 2n2

e
iQ � (R1� R 2)

D

�

�
�
�

h

X
y
m 1n1

(� 1)n1 ~�x0(Q )
� + Y

y
m 1n1

(� 1)m 1 ~�
y

0(Q )
�
i

�

h

X m 2n2
(� 1)n2 ~�x0(Q )+ Ym 2n2

(� 1)m 2 ~�
y

0(Q )

i�
�
��

E

: (29)
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Here the position vectorsR 1 and R 2 are shorthand for

the lattice vectors

R 1 � n1ax̂ + m 1aŷ; R 2 � n2ax̂ + m 2aŷ

and ~�
x(y)

0 (Q )denote the Fouriertransform ofthe onsite

wavefunctions.In theHarm onicoscillatorapproxim ation

these aregiven by

~�x0(Q ) = �
3=4


� 5=2

Q xe
�

Q
2

x
+ Q

2

y
+ Q

2

z

2 2 ; 
2 =

2�
p
m V0

�h�

~�
y

0(Q ) = �
3=4


� 5=2

Q ye
�

Q 2

x
+ Q 2

y
+ Q 2

z

2 2 (30)

Toevaluateh�j 
y

Q
 Q j�iweneed tocalculatetheexpec-

tation valuesofthekind h�jX yY j�i.Forthesuperuid

state j�iin Eq.(27)itiseasily veri�ed thatin term sof

the in-planedensity � � M =N2 onegets

D

�

�
�
�X

y
m 1n1

X m 2n2

�
�
��

E

=
�

2
�
�
m 1n1

�m 2n2

D

�

�
�
�X

y
m 1n1

Ym 2n2

�
�
��

E

=
�

2
�
�
m 1n1

�m 2n2

etc. Hence the term s in Eq.(29) factors and one can

writeitconveniently as

h�j 
y

Q
 Q j�i = j~	 x(Q )j

2 + j~	 y(Q )j
2

+ 2Re

h
~	 x(Q )

� ~	 y(Q )

i

(31)

wherewehavede�ned

~	 x(Q ) � ~�x0(Q )

r
�

2

X

m n

e
� iQ � Rm n (� 1)n�m n (32)

~	 y(Q ) � ~�
y

0(Q )

r
�

2

X

m n

e
� iQ � Rm n (� 1)m �m n (33)

For a system at absolute zero the phase factors � and

� are aligned along rows and colum ns respectively but

arerandom ly distributed between thelinesand colum ns.

To describethissituation weintroducetwo setsof�elds,

�xm and �yn which can take on values � 1. The relation

between these values ofthe �elds and the phases along

rowsand colum nsisshown in Fig.17.Thuswecan write

�nm = �
x
m �nm = i�

y
n: (34)

Considernow the sum m ationsneeded to evaluate ~	 x

~	 x(Q )= ~�x0(Q )

r
�

2

X

m n

e
� iQ � Rm n (� 1)n�xm (35)

The sum m ation overcolum ns (n-sum m ation) converges

in the largeN lim itto a sequence ofdelta-functions

~	 x � 2�~�x0

r
N �

2

X

m n

� (aQx � (2n + 1)�)e� im Q y a�
x
m

(36)

FIG .17:Sam plecon�guration ofphasesand the�elds�
x
m and

�
y
n fora plane in the two-avorsystem atzero tem perature.

and a sim ilarequation can be obtained for ~	 y.Hence

�
�
�~	 x

�
�
�
2

= 2�N
�

2

�
�
�~�

x
0

�
�
�
2 X

n

� (aQx � (2n + 1)�)

�
X

m m 0

e
� i(m � m

0
)Q y a�

x
m �

x
m 0:

Introducing � = m � m 0 the last sum m ations can be

rewritten

N f1(Q y;�
x
m ) �

X

m m 0

e
� i(m � m

0
)Q y a�

x
m �

x
m 0

=
X

�

e
� i�Q ya

X

m

�
x
m �

x
m � �

= N +
X

�6= 0

e
� i�Q ya

X

m

�
x
m �

x
m � � (37)

where we have de�ned the random m om entum distribu-

tion function f1.W ith theaid ofEq.(37)wenow deduce

som e propertiesoff1. W e begin with the m agnitude of

thefunction forany valueofQ y.Foreach nonzero value

of�thelastsum m ation isoveran uncorrelated sequence

ofintegers� 1 and can be viewed asa 1D random walk

forwhich we havethat

X

m

e
i�(�

x

m
� �

x

m � �
) � O (

p
N )

The sum m ation over� containsN � 1 term swhich for

each value ofQ y are random ofm agnitude
p
N .Thisis

again a random walk with N � 1 stepsand we conclude

thatthewholeexpression in Eq.(37)isoforderN .This

can also be seen by noting that

a

2�

Z �=a

� �=a

dQ yf1(Q y;�
x
m )= 1:

Thusforeach con�guration �xm wehavearandom lyoscil-

latingfunction f(Q y;�
x
m )ofunitm agnitude.An exam ple
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FIG .18:Exam pleoftherandom function f1(Q y;�
x
m )de�ned

in Eq.(37).

off1 obtained foraspeci�crealization of�
x
m with N = 40

isshown in Fig.18.From Eq.(37)itisalso clear,since

�xm and �m � � are uncorrelated for nonzero � that the

averageoverallowed ground state con�gurationsis

f1(Q y;�
x
m )�

1

2N

X

�x
1
;� � � ;�x

N
= � 1

f1(Q y;�
x
m )= 1:

An im portantproperty off1 isthatitiseven in Q y

f1(Q y;�
x
m )= f1(� Qy;�

x
m ):

This is a result ofthe nem atic ordering between rows.

j~	 yj
2 can be calculated the sam e way as j~	 xj

2 and we

get

�
�
�~	 x

�
�
�
2

= �M

�
�
�~�

x
0(Q )

�
�
�
2

f1(Q y;�
x
m )

X

odd n

� (aQx � n�)

�
�
�~	 y

�
�
�
2

= �M

�
�
�~�

y

0(Q )

�
�
�
2

f1(Q x;�
y
n)

X

odd m

� (aQy � m �)

The interference term ,the lastpartofEq.(31),forthe

m om entum distribution vanishes. To see this one can

m akeuseofequations(34)and (36)

2Re

h
~	 x(Q )

� ~	 y(Q )

i

= 4�2�~�x0
~�
y

0Re

"
X

m n

� (aQx � (2n + 1)�)eim Q y a�
x
m

� i
X

m n

� (aQy � (2m + 1)�)e� inQ x a�
y
n

#

= 0

2. 3D ,three avors,superuid state,T = 0

For the three avorcase atT= 0 we consideragain a

stateofthe kind in Eq.(27)butwith

a
y

SF
�

1
p
3N 3=2

N
3

X

j= 1

�

�jX
y

j + �jY
y

j + jZ
y

j

�

:

The subscript j denotes collectively the x- y- and z-

coordinatesin the 3D lattice. Asin the two avorcase,

the observed m om entum distribution can be written as

h�j 
y

Q
 Q j�i = j~	 x(Q )j

2 + j~	 y(Q )j
2 + j~	 z(Q )j

2

+ 2Re

h
~	 x(Q )

� ~	 y(Q )

i

+ 2Re

h
~	 y(Q )

� ~	 z(Q )

i

+ 2Re

h
~	 z(Q )

� ~	 x(Q )

i

(38)

with

~	 x(Q )� ~�x0(Q )

r
�

3

X

m no

e
� iQ � Rm n o(� 1)m �m no

~	 y(Q )� ~�
y

0(Q )

r
�

3

X

m no

e
� iQ � Rm n o(� 1)n�m no

~	 z(Q )� ~�z0(Q )

r
�

3

X

m no

e
� iQ � Rm n o(� 1)om no

Here the subscripts m no refer to the x� y� and z�

coordinates in the lattice respectively. To see how to

handlethephasefactorsin thethreeavorcase,webegin

with astatewithoutaccidentallybroken chiralsym m etry

�m no = �
x
no;�m no = e

i2�=3
�
y
m o;m no = e

i4�=3
�
z
m n

wheretherandom �elds�ij can again takeon values� 1.

Since the accidentalchiralsym m etry breaking occursin

parallelplaneswecan withoutlossofgeneralitysingleout

thex-direction asthedirection in which planeshaveuni-

form chirality (To com parewith Fig 8 m aketherotation

ofaxesy ! z;z ! x;x ! y in Fig.8). W e thus intro-

duce an additional�eld �m taking values� 1 forplanes

with di�erentx-coordinatem .The corresponding phase

factorsforsuch a statewillbe

�m no = �
x
no;�m no = e

i�m
2�

3 �
y
m o;m no = e

i�m
4�

3 �
z
m n(39)

W e can now evaluate

�
�
�~	 x

�
�
�
2

in the sam e way as for the

two avorcase

�
�
�~	 x

�
�
�
2

= 2�

�
�
�~�

x
0

�
�
�
2 M

3
f2(Q y;Q z;�

x
no)

X

odd m

� (aQx � m �)

(40)

In Eq.(40)f2(Q y;Q z;�
x
no)hasbeen introduced

f2 �
1

N 2

X

n 1o1
n2o2

e
ia(n1� n2)Q y e

ia(o1� o2)Q z�
x
n1o1

�
x
n2o2

:

The random distribution function f2 isthe two-variable

analog ofthe function f1 above.An exam ple off2 fora
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40x40 latticeisshown in Fig.12(a).Justasf1,f2 obeys

a sum rule

�
a

2�

�2
Z �=a

� �=a

Z �=a

� �=a

dQ ydQ zf2(Q y;Q z;�
x
no)= 1

issym m etric underinversion

f2(Q y;Q z;�
x
no)= f2(� Qy;� Qz;�

x
no)

and has an average equalto unity when averaged over

ground states

f2(Q y;Q z;�
x
no)= 1:

The expressionsfor

�
�
�~	 y

�
�
�
2

and

�
�
�~	 y

�
�
�
2

are sim ilarbutthe

accidentalground statedegeneracy m odi�estherandom

distribution functions.Explicitly wehave

j~	 yj
2 = 2�j~�

y

0j
2M

3
g
y

2(Q z;Q x;�
y
m ;�m )

X

odd n

�(aQy � n�)

j~	 zj
2 = 2�j~�z0j

2M

3
g
z
2(Q x;Q y;�

z
m ;�m )

X

odd n

�(aQz � n�)

with

g
y

2 �
X

m 1o1
m 2o2

e
ia[(m 1� m 2)Q x + (o1� o2)Q z]�

y
m 1o1

�
y
m 2o2

e
� i2�

3
(�m 1

� �m 2
)

g
z
2 �

X

m 1n 1
m 2n2

e
ia[(m 1� m 2)Q x + (n1� n2)Q y ]�

z
m 1n1

�
z
m 2n2

e
� i4�

3
(�m 1

� �m 2
)
:

En exam ple ofthe distribution function g
y

2 is shown in

Fig.12(b). Note thatdue to the �elds � characterizing

thedi�erentchirality ofplanesthisdistribution function

isnotsym m etricunderinversion.Finally welook atthe

interferenceterm sin Eq.(38).

~	 �
x
~	 y = 4�2~�x0

~�
y

0

�

3

X

m ;n odd

�(aQx � m �)�(aQy � n�)
X

n1o1

X

m 2o2

e
iaQ z(o1� o2)(� 1)n1�

x
n1o1

(� 1)m 2�
y
m 2o2

e
i2�

3
�m 2

(41)

In the above equation the sum m ations overn1 and m 1

constituterandom walks.Forthen1 sum m ation thisisa

random walk on a line with N unitsteps� 1 giving rise

to,foreach valueofo1 a random term oforder
p
N .The

sum over m 2 can also be viewed as a random walk for

each valueofo2 butin thecom plex plane.Each step be-

ingofunitlength in any ofthefourdirections� 2�=3and

� 4�=3. Sum m ing overn1 and m 2 thus yields,for each

(o1;o2)arandom term ofm agnitudeN with acom pletely

random phase. Thus the interference term s in Eq.(38)

(the other two term s can be treated sim ilarly)give rise

to a threedim ensionalgrid oflinesin the released cloud

where the density along any given line israndom ly dis-

tributed. Ifthe density is averaged over severalshots,

with di�erentground stateswehavenocontribution from

the interferenceterm ssince ~	 �
x
~	 y = 0.

3. D ensity averages and correlations ,T >
� 0

IfT islargeenough fortherm aluctuationsto restore

Z2 sym m etry butstillsm allenough to preserve the dis-

tinction between theM ottstateand thesuperuid state,

m easuring thedensity distribution alonedoesnotsu�ce

since the delta-peaks willbe sm eared. Instead correla-

tions can be m easured. To this end,assum e we have a

singlephysicalsystem .At�niteT thissystem undergoes

transitionsin a m anifold ofN states. Denote thism an-

ifold by the states fj�iig
N

i= 1
. In a single shot a single

one ofthese states willbe probed. In an in�nite series

ofexperim entseach ofthesestateswillbeprobed an in-

�nite num beroftim esand one can thereby m easurethe

quantity

h�jÔ j�i�
1

N

NX

i= 1

h�ijÔ j�ii: (42)

Here we have ignored the Boltzm ann factors since the

m anifold wearelookingatisnearlydegenerate.In reality

only a �nite sequence ofM experim entscan be carried

outand theuctuationsin h�j Ô j�iisofconcern.There

are two sources uctuations; First,for each state j� ii

thereisquantum shotnoise.Second,sincenotallofthe

N stateswillbe probed there willbe deviationsdue to

notsam pling the entire distribution.

Ifthe m anifold ofstates probed are superuid states

then N = O ([2d]N d)with d being the dim ensionality of

thesystem .Sincesuperuid statesareto a good approx-

im ation m acroscopically occupied single particle states,

uctuationsduetoshotnoisearereduced.Therem aining

uctuationsareclassicaland expected to scaleasM � 1=2

and h�jÔ j�ishould in principlebepossibleto m easure.

O n theotherhand,ifthestatem easured isa M ottstate

the m anifold fj�iig
N

i= 1
consists typically ofonly a few
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statesin which case m ultiple m easurem entsreducesthe

quantum shot noise since each quantum state will be

probed m any tim es. W e thusconclude,thatby m aking

repeated m easurem ents and averaging the results, one

can m easureh�jÔ j�i.

A quantity ofinterest to m easure in this way is the

correlation function

G (r;r0)� hn(r)n(r0)i
t
� hn(r)i

t
� hn(r0)i

t
:

Again,if�ht� m L2 thisisto a good approxim ation the

sam eas

G (r;r0)=

�
m

ht

�6 h

hnQ nQ 0i� hnQ i� hnQ 0i

i

:

The disorder-averagesofthe m om entum density distri-

butions are easy to calculate. For instance,for the two

avorsuperuid state in Eq.(27)wehave

h�jn Q j�i = j~	 x(Q )j
2 + j~	 y(Q )j

2

+ 2Re

h
~	 x(Q )

� ~	 y(Q )

i

: (43)

Theaveragesin Eq.(43)can becalculated using therep-

resentation in Eqs.(32)and (33)

j~	 xj
2 = j~�x0j

2�

2

X

m 1 n 1
m 2n2

e
iQ � (R1� R 2)(� 1)n1+ n2�m 1n1

�m 2n2
:

Theaveragem eansaveragingoverall�m n = � 1 (and all

�m n = � i).Itfollows

j~	 x(Q )j
2 =

M

2
j~�x0(Q )j

2 j~	 x(Q )j
2 =

M

2
j~�

y

0(Q )j
2

and ~	 x(Q )
� ~	 y(Q )= 0:Hence,forthetwoavorcasewe

�nd

h�jn Q j�i=
M

2

�

j~�x0(Q )j
2 + j~�

y

0(Q )j
2

�

; (44)

whereasforthree avorswehave

h�jn Q j�i=
M

3

�

j~�x0(Q )j
2 + j~�

y

0(Q )j
2 + j~�z0(Q )j

2

�

:

W enow turn to the evaluation ofthetwo pointcorre-

latorwhich webegin by norm alordering

hnQ nQ 0i= (2�)3hnQ i�(Q � Q
0)+

D

 
y

Q
 
y

Q 0 Q  Q 0

E

:

The norm alordered expectation value

D

 
y

Q
 
y

Q 0 Q  Q 0

E

can be written in a form analogousto Eq.(29)

h�j 
y

Q
 
y

Q 0 Q  Q 0 j�i =
X

ijkl

e
iQ � (Ri� R j)e

iQ
0
� (Rk � R l)

�

D

�

�
�
�

h

X
y

i(� 1)ni ~�x0(Q )
� + Y

y

i (� 1)m i ~�
y

0(Q )
�
ih

X
y

k
(� 1)nk ~�x0(Q

0)� + Y
y

k
(� 1)m k ~�

y

0(Q
0)�
i

�

h

X j(� 1)nj ~�x0(Q )+ Yj(� 1)m j ~�
y

0(Q )

ih

X l(� 1)nl~�x0(Q
0)+ Yl(� 1)m l~�

y

0(Q
0)

i

j�

E

: (45)

Here the subscripts ijklare collective row and colum n

coordinatesforthe site index in the 2D lattice.

Forthetwo avorsuperuid statein Eq.(27)(a single

plane with N � N sites having a totalofM particles)

itiseasy to verify thatthe expectation valuesofon-site

operatorsaregiven by expressionsofthe type

D

�jX
y

iY
y

k
YjX lj�

E

=
M (M � 1)

4N 4
�
�
i�

�
k�j�l�

�2

4
�
�
i�

�
k�j�l

Tocalculatetheaverageoverdisorderwehavetoaverage

over �j = � 1 and �j = � i. The nonzero averagesare

easily seen to be

D

X
y

i
X

y

k
X jX l

E

=
�2

4
��
i
��
k
�j�l (46)

=
�2

4
[�ik�jl+ �ij�kl+ �il�kj] (47)

D

X
y

iX
y

k
YjYl

E

=
�2

4
��i�

�
k
�j�l= �

�2

4
�ik�jl (48)

D

Y
y

i X
y

k
YjX l

E

=
�2

4
��i�

�
k
�j�l=

�2

4
�ij�kl (49)

D

Y
y

i X
y

k
X jYl

E

=
�2

4
��i�

�
k
�j�l=

�2

4
�il�kj (50)

D

X
y

iY
y

k
YjX l

E

=
�2

4
��i�

�
k
�j�l=

�2

4
�il�kj (51)

D

X
y

iY
y

k
X jYl

E

=
�2

4
��i�

�
k
�j�l=

�2

4
�kl�ij (52)

D

Y
y

i Y
y

k
X jX l

E

=
�2

4
��i�

�
k
�j�l= �

�2

4
�ik�jl (53)

D

Y
y

i Y
y

k
YjYl

E

=
�2

4
��i�

�
k
�j�l

=
�2

4
[�ik�jl+ �ij�kl+ �il�kj]:(54)

NotethatEqs.(46),(47),(53)and (54)havecontributions

that correspond to pairs ofparticles propagating. The
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disorderaverageofsingleparticlepropagation being zero

duetotherandom orientationofphases.UsingEqs.(45)-

(54) we can evaluate the term s in Eq.(45) which are

nonzero.W estateeach term contributing to thecorrela-

torin Eq.(45)separately using subscriptsto denote the

speci�cordered com bination ofoperatorsfrom which the

term derives.

h�j 
y

Q
 
y

Q 0 Q  Q 0 j�i
X X X X

= j�x0(Q )j
2j�x0(Q

0)j2
�2

4

X

ij

h

1+ e
i(Q + Q

0
)� (Ri� R j)+ e

i(Q � Q
0
)� (Ri� R j)

i

(55)

h�j 
y

Q
 
y

Q 0 Q  Q 0 j�i
X X Y Y

= � ~�x0(Q )
� ~�x0(Q

0)� ~�
y

0
(Q )~�

y

0
(Q 0)

�2

4

X

ij

e
i(Q + Q

0
)� (Ri� R j) (56)

h�j 
y

Q
 
y

Q 0 Q  Q 0 j�i
Y X Y X

= ~�
y

0(Q )
�~�x0(Q

0)�~�
y

0(Q )
~�x0(Q

0)
M 2

4
(57)

h�j 
y

Q
 
y

Q 0 Q  Q 0 j�i
Y X X Y

= ~�
y

0(Q )
�~�x0(Q

0)�~�x0(Q )
~�
y

0(Q
0)
�2

4

X

ij

e
i(Q � Q

0
)� (Ri� R j) (58)

h�j 
y

Q
 
y

Q 0 Q  Q 0 j�i
X Y Y X

= ~�x0(Q )
�~�

y

0
(Q 0)�~�

y

0
(Q )~�x0(Q

0)
�2

4

X

ij

e
i(Q � Q

0
)� (Ri� R j) (59)

h�j 
y

Q
 
y

Q 0 Q  Q 0 j�i
X Y X Y

= ~�x0(Q )
�~�

y

0(Q
0)�~�x0(Q )

~�
y

0(Q
0)
M 2

4
(60)

h�j 
y

Q
 
y

Q 0 Q  Q 0 j�i
Y Y X X

= � ~�
y

0(Q )
� ~�

y

0(Q
0)� ~�x0(Q )

~�x0(Q
0)
�2

4

X

ij

e
i(Q + Q

0
)� (Ri� R j) (61)

h�j 
y

Q
 
y

Q 0 Q  Q 0 j�i
Y Y Y Y

= j�
y

0(Q )j
2j�

y

0(Q
0)j2

�2

4

X

ij

h

1+ e
i(Q + Q

0
)� (Ri� R j)+ e

i(Q � Q
0
)� (Ri� R j)

i

: (62)

Collecting the resultsofEqs.(44)-(62)we�nd

G
2D
SF (r;r

0) / (2�)3
M

2
�(Q � Q

0)

�

j~�x0(Q )j
2 + j~�

y

0(Q )j
2

�

+
�2

4

�
�
�~�x0(Q )

~�x0(Q
0)+ ~�

y

0(Q )
~�
y

0(Q
0)

�
�
�
2 X

ij

e
i(Q � Q

0
)� (Ri� R j)

+
�2

4

�
�
�~�x0(Q )

~�x0(Q
0)� ~�

y

0(Q )
~�
y

0(Q
0)

�
�
�
2 X

ij

e
i(Q + Q

0
)� (Ri� R j) (63)

wherethefactorofproportionality is
�
m

ht

�6
.TheFourier

sum sgive,in thelim itofan in�nite lattice,sequencesof

delta functions

X

ij

e
i(Q � Q

0
)� (Ri� R j) !

�
2�N

a

� 2 X

i

�([Q � Q
0]� Gi)

where G i are reciprocallattice vectors.The m ostinter-

esting part ofEq.(63) is the second line which com es

from the pair like propagation. This can be used as a

signature to detectthe superuid phase even iftherm al

disorderhasrestored the Z2 sym m etry.

For com parison we also look at the 2D (two avors)

M ottstate.Forsim plicity weconsiderunit�lling.There

are three scenarios for the unit �lling M ott state that

need to be considered;(a)FM M ottstate,i.e.allatom s

ofthe sam eavor(b)AFM M ottstate,X-avorand Y-

avor on alternating sites and (c) therm ally disordered

M ottstate with random occupation ofX-and Y-avor

on each site.

In theferrom agneticM ottstateatunit�llingM = N 2

we have two degenerate ground statesj�1i=
Q

i
X

y

i j0i

and j�2i=
Q

i
Y
y

i j0iand theaveragein Eq.(42)istrivial

to evaluate

h�jn Q j�i =
1

2
(h�1jnQ j�1i+ h�2jnQ j�2i)

=
M

2

�
j�x0(Q )j

2 + j�
y

0
(Q )j2

�
: (64)

The m om entum correlator can be calculated using

Eq.(45).Forthe state j�1ithisequation reducesto
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h�1j 
y

Q
 
y

Q 0 Q  Q 0 j�1i = j~�x0(Q )j
2j~�x0(Q

0)j2
X

ijkl

e
iQ � (Ri� R j)e

iQ
0
� (Rk� R l)h�1jX

y

i
X

y

k
X jX lj�1i: (65)

Therearetwo pairingsofoperatorsthatcontributeto the average

h�1jX
y

iX
y

k
X jX lj�1i= (1� �ik)(�ij�kl+ �il�kj):

The term (1� �ik)resultsfrom having only one particle ateach site butwewillignorethisterm (and term ssim ilar

to itin whatfollows)since itsrelative contribution isoforder1=N 2. The disorderaveragecontainsonly two states

yielding

h�j 
y

Q
 
y

Q 0 Q  Q 0 j�i =
1

2

�

j~�x0(Q )j
2j~�x0(Q

0)j2 + j~�
y

0(Q )j
2j~�

y

0(Q
0)j2

�X

ik

h

1+ e
i(Q � Q

0
)� (Ri� R k )

i

: (66)

The correlation function forthe Ferrom agneticM ottstate isthus

G
2D
F M (r;r0) / (2�)3�(Q � Q

0)
M

2

�
j�x0(Q )j

2 + j�
y

0(Q )j
2
�
+
M 2

4

�
j�x0(Q )j

2 � j�
y

0(Q )j
2
� �
j�x0(Q

0)j2 � j�
y

0(Q
0)j2

�

+
1

2

�

j~�x0(Q )j
2j~�x0(Q

0)j2 + j~�
y

0
(Q )j2j~�

y

0
(Q 0)j2

�X

ik

e
i(Q � Q

0
)� (Ri� R k ): (67)

In the antiferrom agetic M ott state the disorder aver-

age is again over two states. Dividing the 2D lattice

into two sublattices A and B these states are j�1i =
Q

i2A

Q

j2B
X

y

iY
y

j j0i and j�2i =
Q

j2A

Q

i2B
X

y

iY
y

j j0i.

Forthe m om entum density wehave

h�1jnQ j�1i = h�2jnQ j�2i=
M

2

h

j~�x0(Q )j
2 + j~�

y

0(Q )j
2

i

hence we�nd again that

h�jn Q j�i=
M

2

h

j~�x0(Q )j
2 + j~�

y

0(Q )j
2

i

:

The norm alordered two point correlator can again be

written in theform ofEq.(45)and has6 nonzero contri-

butions.Thedisorderaverageoverthetwo stateswillin

thiscasem akeno di�erencesincethetwodi�erentstates

always give the sam e contribution and it is enough to

considerone ofthem .

h�1j 
y

Q
 
y

Q 0 Q  Q 0 j�1iX X X X
= j~�x0(Q )j

2j~�x0(Q
0)j2

0

@
M 2

4
+

X

i2A j2A

e
i(Q � Q

0
)� (Ri� R j)

1

A (68)

h�1j 
y

Q
 
y

Q 0 Q  Q 0 j�1iY Y Y Y
= j~�

y

0(Q )j
2j~�

y

0(Q
0)j2

0

@
M 2

4
+

X

i2B j2B

e
i(Q � Q

0
)� (Ri� R j)

1

A (69)

h�1j 
y

Q
 
y

Q 0 Q  Q 0 j�1iX Y X Y
=

M 2

4
j~�x0(Q )j

2j~�
y

0(Q
0)j2 (70)

h�1j 
y

Q
 
y

Q 0 Q  Q 0 j�1iX Y Y X
= ~�x0(Q )

� ~�
y

0(Q
0)�~�

y

0(Q )
~�x0(Q

0)
X

i2A j2B

e
i(Q � Q

0
)� (Ri� R j) (71)

h�1j 
y

Q
 
y

Q 0 Q  Q 0 j�1iY X Y X
=

M 2

4
j~�

y

0(Q )j
2j~�x0(Q

0)j2 (72)

h�1j 
y

Q
 
y

Q 0 Q  Q 0 j�1iY X X Y
= ~�

y

0(Q )
� ~�x0(Q

0)�~�x0(Q )
~�
y

0(Q
0)

X

i2A j2B

e
i(Q � Q

0
)� (Rj� R i) (73)

Hence,we�nd forthe 2D antiferrom agneticM ottstate atunit�lling the correlation function

G
2D
A F M (r;r0) / (2�)3�(Q � Q

0)
M

2

h

j~�x0(Q )j
2 + j~�

y

0(Q )j
2

i
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+ 2Re

h
~�x0(Q )

�~�
y

0
(Q 0)� ~�

y

0
(Q )~�x0(Q

0)

i X

i2A j2B

cos[(Q � Q
0)� (Ri� Rj)]

+

�

j~�x0(Q )j
2j~�x0(Q

0)j2 + j~�
y

0(Q )j
2j~�

y

0(Q
0)j2

� X

i2A j2A

e
i(Q � Q

0
)� (Ri� R j): (74)

The Fouriersum sconvergesin the lim itoflargeN to

X

i2A j2B

cos[(Q � Q
0)� (Ri� Rj)]=

�2N 2

2a2

X

m n

[(� 1)n + (� 1)m ]�(Qx �
n�

a
)�(Qy �

n�

a
)

X

i2A j2A

e
i(Q � Q

0
)� (Ri� R j) =

�2N 2

2a2

X

m n

[1+ (� 1)n+ m ]�(Qx �
n�

a
)�(Qy �

n�

a
)

and the correlation function forthe antiferrom agnetic M ottstate willthushave peaksatlocationscorresponding

to halfreciprocallattice vectors.

Finally welook atthe disordered M ottstatewhereeach

site holds one atom but whether it is an X or a Y is

random . The m anifold of states to average over thus

containsN = 2N
2

states.Such a statecan bewritten as

j�i=
Y

i

1

2

h

X
y

i
(1+ �i)+ Y

y

i
(1� �i)

i

j0i

where �i is a random �eld taking on values� 1 on each

site i. The disorderaveraged m om entum distribution is

again the sam easbefore

h�j 
y

Q
 Q j�i =

X

i

1+ �i

2
~�x0j(Q )j

2 +
1� �i

2
j~�

y

0(Q )j
2

=
M

2

�
~�x0j(Q )j

2 + j~�
y

0
(Q )j2

�

(75)

and there aresix contributionsto m om entum correlator
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Q
 
y
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X X X X
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4
j~�x0(Q )j

2j~�x0(Q
0)j2

X

ik

1+ e
i(Q � Q

0
)� (Ri� R k ) (76)
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4
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0
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0
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X

ik

1+ e
i(Q � Q

0
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X Y X Y

=
M 2

4
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y
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0)j2 (78)

h�j 
y

Q
 
y

Q 0 Q  Q 0 j�i
X Y Y X

=
1

4
~�x0(Q )

�~�
y

0
(Q 0)�~�

y

0
(Q )~�x0(Q

0)
X

ik

e
i(Q � Q

0
)� (Ri� R k ) (79)
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0(Q )j
2j~�x0(Q

0)j2 (80)
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resulting in a correlation function forthe disordered M ottstate

G
2D
D O (r;r

0) / (2�)3�(Q � Q
0)
M

2

h

j~�x0(Q )j
2 + j~�
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0(Q )j
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0(Q )
�~�

y

0(Q
0)j2

X
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e
i(Q � Q

0
)� (Ri� R k ):

(82)

4. C orrelations 3D ,three avors,T >
� 0

W enow lookatthem om entum correlationsin thether-

m ally disordered three avorsuperuid phase. To eval-

uate the correlation function h�j 
y

Q
 
y

Q 0 Q  Q 0 j�i one
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can write down the extension ofEq.(45). There will

be overall81 term sin the expansion to evaluate. W hen

taking the disorder average only 21 term s are nonzero.

Note thatwhen taking the disorderaveragein the three

avorm odelonehasto averagenotonly overallpossible

� ipsofthephasesbutalsooverthesym m etry breaking

�eld �m (see Eq.(39))to accountforthe chiralsym m e-

try breaking aswellasoverthe3 directionsdirectionsin

which chiralsym m etry isbroken. The nonzero averages

oneobtainsin thisway areshown below
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and the desired correlatorisobtained
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