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A bstract
W e consider the e ects of tam perature upon the super uid phase of ultracold, weakly inter-
acting bosons In a one din ensional optical lattice. W e use a nite tem perature treatm ent of
the BoseH ubbard m odel based upon the H artreeFodk-B ogoliubov form alisn , considering both
a translationally Invariant lattice and one w ith additional harmm onic con nem ent. In both cases
we observe an upward shift in the critical tem perature for Bose condensation. For the case w ith

addiionalham onic con nem ent, this is In contrast w ith resuls for the uniform gas.
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I. NTRODUCTION

U tracold atom s con ned w ithin optical Jattice potentials are of great current interest,
both theoretically i, 2, 3, 4, 8] and experin entally{§, 7]. O f particular interest are the
connections to solid state regin es w here optical Jattices can be m anufactured w ith extraor-
dinary control so as to sin ulate m ore com plicated, lss perfect and, often, lessm anipulable
system s, Initially of nterest in a condensed m atter sphere (eg. H eisenberg or Ising H am ilto—
nians ) B, 9, 10]. U ktracold atom s in optical lattices have also been proposed as candidates
for quantum inform ation processing{[1], which has applications in quantum cryptography
and quantum com puting. Variousm ethods of Joading B oseE instein concensates into optical
lattices have been proposed {12, 13, 14, 15], and this is now routinely perform ed [14], as is
the m anjpulation and control of the atom s in such a Jattice[(6].

T he focus of this paper is on them icroscopic treatm ent of B oseE Instein condensates in a
one din ensional optical Jattice. W e extend previous treatm ents at zero tem perature?, 3] to

nite tem perature using the H artreeFodk-B ogoliibov m ean— eld treatm ent as applied to a
discrete B oseH ubbard m odel yielding m odi ed G rossP itaevskii and B ogolitbov-de G ennes
equations. This set of equations is solved for both the case of a translationally invariant
lattice (no extemal trapping potential) and an inhom ogeneous lattice (optical lattice n an
extemal ham onic trapping potential). The use of themean eld based treatm ent m eans
we are only considering the super uid phase for the atom s in the optical Jattice. The m odel
is not valid in the M ott Insulator regine. W e use the m odel to estin ate the super uid
to nom al phase transition tem perature In each case. Thus one is ablk to obtain a phase
diagram for the super uid and nom al gas states in the low e ective interaction strength
Iim it.

IT. FORM A LISM

W e consider a one-dim ensional optical lattice with I lattice sites. W e begin from the

B oseH ubbard Ham iltonian for atom s in a one-din ensional optical lattice [Il, 2, 3]
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where J represents the coupling strength between ad-pcent lattice sites, V is the interaction
potential acting between atom s on the same site, and &; is the Boss eld operator for
the i" lattice site, and fA; = &/4; . ; is the energy on each lttice site i due to the
trapping potential. The usual com m utation relations apply for the Bose eld operator 4;.
A ssum Ing a m acrosoopic occupation of the ground state, we express the B ose annihilation
operator for each lattice site 1 In tetm s of a complex mean eld part z; and a uctuation
operator part Ai Efj], a,= z+ Ai exp th ,where isthe eigenvalue for the generalised
G rossP itaevskii equation to be dJSC]J:L)JSSSdE belowD, anEd take the selfoonsistent m ean— eld

approxin ation such that AiyAiAiD= 2EA§Ai P Af, etc. The condensate density is
given by n. = jZijz and n; = Ai’Ai is the excited population density. The anom alous

density is neglected 3,17, 18, 191.

The resulting Ham iltonian can now be diagonalised using the Bogoliibov (canonical)

transform ation
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where u] and v{ are the quasipartick ampliudes, !, are the quasiparticke excitation fre—
quencies, and ’\g (*4) is the quasiparticle creation (annihilation) operator. T his yields Q] a

set of coupled equations com prising of a m odi ed G rossP itaevskii equation
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and the B ogoliubov-de G ennes equations
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where
Ngg h!g = 7 (7)

is the usual Bose distrbution, the prin ed quantities are m easured in units of J which
depends on the depth of the optical lattice), and where we have assum ed w ithout loss of
generality the condensate am plitudes z; tobe real.  isthe energy eigenvalue forthem odi ed
G rossP itaevskii equation (and approxin ates the cheam ical potential closely for values of
tem perature wellbelow the transition tem perature) and h!, is the energy eigenvalue of the
B ogolitbov-de G ennes equations. T he ¢’s are necessary in order to ensure the orthogonality
of the condensate w ith the excited states[3, 18]. Z is a fugacity tem resulting from the
di erence between the true chem icalpotential :, and the chem ical potential as estin ated
using the eigenvaluie oorresponding to the ground state of the m odi ed G rossP itaevskii
equation. ThusZ = exp ( (1 ).

In the case of a hom ogeneous gas w ith a large num ber of particles in the ground state
Ge.n. 1), the fugacity m ay be approxin ated by [1§]

Z = 1+ 1=n. 8)

In the lattice, this is not always a good approxin ation, since the condition n. 1 does not
alwayshold, and wewilltake Z = 1. Thisw ill lead to Increased values for the excited atom
population, and w ill therefore result in underestin ated values ofthe transition tem perature.

Super uid ow ofthe condensate occurswhen there isa phase gradient. A phase gradient
ofthe condensatem odi esthehopping term oftheH am iltonian by the introduction ofP eferls
phase factors. T he resulting energy shift m ay be estin ated using second order perturbation
theory. Since this energy shift is due entirely to the kinetic energy associated w ith the
super uid ow, and hence due to the super uid fraction, i follows that the super uid
fraction fs m ay be calculated in tem s of this energy shift3]
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where J = 7 ., &,,& 4a,: andT =J0 , &,,&+ &4y . The super uid

fraction can then be expressed In tem s of the condensate and quasiparticke am plitudes
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A . Translationally Invariant Lattice

In the case of a translationally invariant lattice, periodic boundary conditions apply, and

the quasiparticle am plitudes are given by
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Furthem ore the condensate am plitudes are equal for each site j and, sihce there is no

trapping potential, ;=

= 0. Solving for the quasiparticle am plitudes we obtain
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Thus from equations (4), {15) and (€ 6), for the translationally invariant lattice, the super-

uid fraction is given by
1
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1. The condensate fraction for a given lattice site is given

by f. = ns~=ny where ny = N =I is the num ber of atom s per site.

To calculate the condensate and super uid fraction, we rst detem ine the condensate

am plitude. Then de ning
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where °= J=kz T, ks is Bolzm an’s constant and where the subscript () refers to the

variable in question at the n® iteration, one can solve or ijz using an iterative schem e
|
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As an initial guess, the value jzjfn) =5

is used, and the calculations (8), @9), €0d) and
€1) repeated until convergence is attained (e. jzjin) jzfln 1, < ErorTolrance), or the
m axin um num ber of iterations is exoeeded (divergent solution)).

One rst calculates gjn), €5q) and Ngg, using equations 18), @9 and @0U). The
quasiparticle am pliides (given by equations {{4) and {18)) m ay be calculated using the

equations
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@)
and
v Z(H) _ % <“2>e S 23)
Jn)

T he condensate and super uid fractions are then readily detem ned.

B. Inhom ogeneous Lattice

The condensate am plitudes z; are ound by solving equation ), where the trapping
potential isgiven by ; = (G (I + 1)=2)° Pr site i, with = %m 12a%, and a is the
inter-attice spacing. The quasipartick am plitndes for site 1, ufand viare found by solving
equations ).

T his set of equations can again be solved iteratively. In perfomm ing the calculation, we
actually set the ¥’'s to zero when solving the Bogoliubov-de G ennes equations, but do so
In the Hartreetock basis, thus ensuring orthogonality of the ground state and the excited



states [1§]. The HartreeFock basis is given by the nom alissd solutions to the eigenvalue
problem given by equation 4), but where the ground state (zero energy solution) isexcluded.
F irst, ket us rew rite the B ogolitbov-de G ennes equations (§) in m atrix fom
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Here I is de ned as the operator acting on z;, uf, and v{ as ollow s:

q
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Now, ket fzlgconstitute the eigenstates of equation ) with eigenvalies <. W e order
the elgenvalues nto ascending order, and order the nom alised eigenstates accordingly, call
these £ Jg. The state { corresponds to the G oldstone m ode, we m ust exclude this in order

to obtain the H artreeFodk-B ogoliibov basis. Let us de ne the m atrix
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Let fu] ., iV » 5 9be the solution to the Bogolubov-de G ennes equations in the H artree-
Fodk-B ogoliubov basis, then the solution to the m atrix equation
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gives the Bogoliubov quasiparticle am plitudes in the H artreeFodk-B ogoliibov basis. To
obtain the Bogolitbov quasiparticle am plitudesfuf;vig one transform s back using
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T he iterative solution of these equations is then obtained num erically.

ITT. RESULTS

W e present results fora lattice of depth of approxin ately 16:8E i , where the recoilenergy
isde ned as Ex = h?=8m a? wih a the intersite spacing. This is de ned for the optical
lattice param eters de ned in reference R0] and using the band structure calculations of R1].

A . Translationally Invariant Lattice

In guresi, and 2 we present results for a transktionally invariant lattice w ith one atom
and ten atom s per site resoectively for various values of the e ective Interaction potential
Ve . In both cases ten lattice sites, w ith periodic boundary conditions, were used. One
cbserves, a decrease In both the condensate and super uid fractions w ith tem perature and
we Interpret the point at which these densities approach zero as indicative of the crtical
tam perature T. for the super uid to nom al gas phase transition. This interpretation is
supported by an exam ination ofthe low lying excitation spectrum which, forthe case Ve, =
20, is shown in panel () of gure 2. The \softening" of the m odes, Indicative of the phase
transition, is clearly seen and coincides w ith the transition tem perature cbtained by noting
the tam perature at which the condensate and super uid densities approach zero.

W e cbtain such a transition tem perature for each value ofthe e ective interaction poten-
tialV, , producing a phase diagram as shown in gures i (c) and 2 (c), where the super uid

phase and the nom alphase are as indicated, the super uid lying to the kft of the curve.
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FIG . 1l: Transhtionally Invariant lattice w ith ten atom s and ten sites. O verall condensate (@) and
super uid () fractions as a function of tem perature. T he corresponding phase diagram is shown

n panel (o).

T he transition to the M ott nsulator phase cannot be determ ined by this analysis, but one
would expect the transition from the super uid phase to the M ott insulator phase to occur
when the site coupling strength J is decreased below a certain point, depending on the
on-site interaction strength V. . In practice the M ott insulator phase transition w ill occur
when V., = V=J exoeeds som e critical value. T hus a transition to the M ott insulator phase
is also possible by increasing the on-site Interaction strength V for a given coupling strength
J. W e note here that, iIn all nstances, the transition tem perature Increases w ith the e ec—

tive interaction potential, as is indeed the case with a hom ogeneous Bose gas (ie. a Boss
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FIG . 2: Translationally invariant lattice w ith ten atom s per site. Condensate Fraction (@), and

excitation spectrum as a function of tem perature () w ith the corresponding phase diagram (c).

gas in the absence of an optical Jattice and of a con ning potential) P2, 23]. T his reentrant
behaviour has also been predicted for the transhtionally invarant lattice by K leinert et al.
R4]. O ur resuls are consistent w ith their conclusions. In addition, they predict a reduction
of the critical tem perature as the e ective Interaction strength is increased further. W e,

however, are unabl to explore this regin e as it extends beyond the validity of ourm odel.
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FIG . 3: Inhom ogeneous lattice w ith forty one lattice sites and ten atom s in total or v, = 1, at
@T=0nK, ) T=1nK (€ T = 1:6nK.C irxlks represent the num ber of condensate atom s,

squares the num ber of excited atom s and crosses the total num ber of atom s
B. Inhom ogeneous Lattice

In this section we present results for the case of an optical lattice In the presence of a
ham onic trapping potential. T he condensate fraction f. and the super uid fraction f; are
evaluated as a function of the e ective potentialV., and the tem perature.

F igure 3 show s plots of the num ber of condensate atom s, excited atom s and of the total
num ber of atom s for each lattice site for the case of an iInhom ogeneous optical lattice con—

sisting of forty one lattice sites (odd case) wih ten atom s In total, orV, = 1 at various
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FIG . 4: Overall condensate and super uid fractions as a function of tem perature, and the corre-
soonding phase diagram for an optical lattice in a ham onic potentialw ith forty lattice sites (even
case) and ten atom s. (@) corresponds to the condensate fraction , (o) to the super uid fraction

and (c) to the phase diagram .

tam peratures ranging from T = O0nK to T = 1:6 nK .At zero tem perature, the condensate
atom distriboution isbellshaped, peaked at the central Jattice site. T here isa an allquantum

depletion even at zero tem perature, and the distrbution of excited atom s is shaped as a
bin odal distribution, centred about the central lattice site. A s the tam perature increases,
the condensate population decreases, but the distrioution still rem ains bellshaped, and the

excited population ncreases. In  gure % we present the overall condensate and super uid
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fractions and the corresponding phase diagram for optical lJattices in a ham onic potential
consisting of forty lattice sites (even case) . Panel (@) corresponds to the condensate fraction,
(o) the super uid fraction, and (c) the phase diagram . W e note that for higher tem pera—
tures, calculations perform ed using forty one lattice sitesbegin to show am arked di erence.
This is ndicative of the fact that we are pushing the bounds of validity of our m odel. ITn
particular we are seeing signi cant nite size e ects, which a ect the value of the chem ical
potentialand, ultin ately, a ailure ofthem ean eld approxin ation. T he dotted continuation
of the Iines in gure 4 indicate where our calulations becom e unreliable, but are inclided
for com pletness. W e are stillable to use ourm odelto cbtain an estin ate ofthe critical tem —
perature and hence the trend in is dependence upon the e ective interaction strength. W e
therefore conclude from  gure 4 that the super uid to nom alphase transition tem perature
Increases w ith increasing V. . Ik is clear, then, that the shift in critical tem perature w ith
e ective Interaction potential is positive de nite for a Bose gas in a one-din ensional optical
lattice, regardless of whether the systam is con ned in a (hamm onic) trapping potential or
not. This is In contrast to the case of a three-din ensionalBose gas, where T . changes sign

for the trapped gas.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

W e have applied the descretized HartreeFock-Bogoluibov formulation to the Bose-
Hubbard m odel In order to calculate the dependence of the condensate and super uid frac—
tions on the tem perature. W e have used this to estin ate the crtical tem perature for the
super uid to nom alphase transition forboth a transhtionally invariant optical lattice o
extemal trap present), and an inhom ogeneous optical lattice (contained w ithin an extemal
ham onic trap). This has enabld us to nvestigate the phase diagram for both cases and
we observe that the transition tem perature Increases w ith ncreasing e ective interaction
potential Vo . Unlke the hom ogeneous case w ith no optical Jattice, this positive shift in
the crtical tem perature w ith interaction strength is present in both the translationally in-—
variant case and when a parabolic con ning potential is In posed. In the hom ogeneos gas
the shift in the critical tem perature is only positive In the absence of a con ning poten—
tial. These conclusions are consistent w ith previous work for the transhtionally invariant

caseP4], extending this result to inclide parabolic con nem ent.
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