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Abstract

W e consider the e� ects oftem perature upon the super uid phase ofultracold,weakly inter-

acting bosons in a one dim ensionaloptical lattice. W e use a � nite tem perature treatm ent of

the Bose-Hubbard m odelbased upon the Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov form alism ,considering both

a translationally invariant lattice and one with additionalharm onic con� nem ent. In both cases

we observe an upward shiftin the criticaltem perature forBose condensation. For the case with

additionalharm onic con� nem ent,thisisin contrastwith resultsforthe uniform gas.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Ultracold atom s con�ned within opticallattice potentials are ofgreat current interest,

both theoretically[1,2,3,4,5]and experim entally[6,7]. Ofparticular interest are the

connectionsto solid stateregim eswhereopticallatticescan bem anufactured with extraor-

dinary controlso asto sim ulatem orecom plicated,lessperfectand,often,lessm anipulable

system s,initially ofinterestin a condensed m attersphere(eg.Heisenberg orIsing Ham ilto-

nians)[8,9,10].Ultracold atom sin opticallatticeshave also been proposed ascandidates

forquantum inform ation processing[11],which has applicationsin quantum cryptography

and quantum com puting.Variousm ethodsofloadingBose-Einstein concensatesintooptical

lattices have been proposed[12,13,14,15],and this is now routinely perform ed[14],as is

them anipulation and controloftheatom sin such a lattice[16].

Thefocusofthispaperison them icroscopictreatm entofBose-Einstein condensatesin a

onedim ensionalopticallattice.W eextend previoustreatm entsatzero tem perature[2,3]to

�nitetem peratureusing theHartree-Fock-Bogoliubov m ean-�eld treatm entasapplied to a

discreteBose-Hubbard m odelyielding m odi�ed Gross-Pitaevskiiand Bogoliubov-deGennes

equations. This set ofequations is solved forboth the case ofa translationally invariant

lattice (no externaltrapping potential)and an inhom ogeneouslattice(opticallatticein an

externalharm onic trapping potential). The use ofthe m ean �eld based treatm entm eans

weareonly considering thesuperuid phasefortheatom sin theopticallattice.Them odel

is not valid in the M ott Insulator regim e. W e use the m odelto estim ate the superuid

to norm alphase transition tem perature in each case. Thus one is able to obtain a phase

diagram for the superuid and norm algas states in the low e�ective interaction strength

lim it.

II. FO R M A LISM

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

Bose-Hubbard Ham iltonian foratom sin a one-dim ensionalopticallattice[1,2,3]
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whereJ representsthecoupling strength between adjacentlatticesites,V istheinteraction

potentialacting between atom s on the sam e site, and âi is the Bose �eld operator for

the ith lattice site, and n̂i = â
y

iâi . �i is the energy on each lattice site i due to the

trapping potential. The usualcom m utation relationsapply forthe Bose �eld operator âi.

Assum ing a m acroscopic occupation ofthe ground state,we expressthe Bose annihilation

operatorforeach lattice site iin term sofa com plex m ean �eld partzi and a uctuation

operatorpart �̂i [17],âi=

�

zi+ �̂i

�

exp
�
�i�t

�h

�
,where� istheeigenvalueforthegeneralised

Gross-Pitaevskiiequation to be discussed below, and take the self-consistent m ean-�eld

approxim ation such that �̂
y
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i,etc. The condensate density is

given by nci = jzij
2
and ~ni =

D
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E

is the excited population density. The anom alous

density isneglected[3,17,18,19].

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

transform ation
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where u
q

i and v
q

i are the quasiparticle am plitudes,!q are the quasiparticle excitation fre-

quencies,and �̂yq (̂�q)isthequasiparticlecreation (annihilation)operator.Thisyields[3]a

setofcoupled equationscom prising ofa m odi�ed Gross-Pitaevskiiequation
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and theBogoliubov-deGennesequations
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where

N B E

�
�h!0

q

�
=

1

Z �1 e��h!
0
q � 1

(7)

is the usualBose distribution,the prim ed quantities are m easured in units ofJ (which

depends on the depth ofthe opticallattice),and where we have assum ed without loss of

generalitythecondensateam plitudeszitobereal.� istheenergyeigenvalueforthem odi�ed

Gross-Pitaevskiiequation (and approxim ates the chem icalpotentialclosely for values of

tem peraturewellbelow thetransition tem perature)and �h!q istheenergy eigenvalueofthe

Bogoliubov-deGennesequations.Thecq’sarenecessary in ordertoensuretheorthogonality

ofthe condensate with the excited states[3,18]. Z is a fugacity term resulting from the

di�erence between the truechem icalpotential�T,and thechem icalpotentialasestim ated

using the eigenvalue � corresponding to the ground state ofthe m odi�ed Gross-Pitaevskii

equation.ThusZ = exp(� (�T � �)).

In the case ofa hom ogeneousgaswith a large num ber ofparticles in the ground state

(ie.nc � 1),thefugacity m ay beapproxim ated by[18]

Z = 1+ 1=nc (8)

In thelattice,thisisnotalwaysa good approxim ation,sincethecondition nc � 1 doesnot

alwayshold,and wewilltakeZ = 1.Thiswilllead to increased valuesfortheexcited atom

population,and willthereforeresultin under-estim ated valuesofthetransition tem perature.

Superuid ow ofthecondensateoccurswhen thereisaphasegradient.A phasegradient

ofthecondensatem odi�esthehoppingterm oftheHam iltonianbytheintroductionofPeierls

phasefactors.Theresulting energy shiftm ay beestim ated using second orderperturbation

theory. Since this energy shift is due entirely to the kinetic energy associated with the

superuid ow, and hence due to the superuid fraction, it follows that the superuid

fraction fs m ay becalculated in term softhisenergy shift[3]
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where Ĵ = iJ
P I

i= 1

�

â
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y
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A . Translationally Invariant Lattice

In thecaseofa translationally invariantlattice,periodicboundary conditionsapply,and

thequasi-particleam plitudesaregiven by

u
q

j =
uqei(qja)p

I
;v

q

j =
vqei(qja)p

I
;1� j� I� 1 (13)

Furtherm ore the condensate am plitudes are equalfor each site j and, since there is no

trapping potential,�i= � = 0.Solving forthequasiparticle am plitudesweobtain
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q
j
2
=
V z2 + 4J sin2

�
qa

2

�
+ �h!q

2�h!q
(14)

jv
q
j
2
=
V z2 + 4J sin2

�
qa

2

�
� �h!q

2�h!q
; (15)

and

�h!q =

r

4J sin2
�
qa

2

�h

2ncV + 4J sin2
�
qa

2

�i

: (16)

Thusfrom equations(14),(15)and (16),forthetranslationally invariantlattice,thesuper-

uid fraction isgiven by

fs =
1

N

 

Ijzj
2
+

I�1X
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jv
q
j
2
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2�j

I

�!

; (17)

sinceq= 2�j=Ia for1� j� I� 1.Thecondensatefraction fora given latticesiteisgiven

by fc = nc=n0 wheren0 = N =I isthenum berofatom spersite.

To calculate the condensate and superuid fraction,we �rst determ ine the condensate

am plitude.Then de�ning

gj(n) = jzj
2

(n�1)
Ve� + 4sin2

�
�j

I

�

(18)
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ej(n) = 2sin

�
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and
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where �0 = J=kB T,kB is Boltzm an’s constant and where the subscript (n) refers to the

variablein question atthenth iteration,onecan solveforjzj
2
using an iterativeschem e

jzj
2
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I
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: (21)

Asan initialguess,the value jzj
2

(n)
= N

I
isused,and the calculations(18),(19),(20)and

(21)repeated untilconvergence isattained (ie.

�
�
�jzj

2

(n)
� jzj

2

(n�1)

�
�
�< ErrorTolerance),orthe

m axim um num berofiterationsisexceeded (divergentsolution)).

One �rst calculates gj(n), ej(n) and N B E j(n)
using equations (18), (19) and (20). The

quasiparticle am plitudes (given by equations (14) and (15)) m ay be calculated using the

equations

�
�u

(j)
�
�
2

(n)
=
gj(n)+ ej(n)

2ej(n)
(22)

and

�
�v

(j)
�
�
2

(n)
=
gj(n)� ej(n)

2ej(n)
(23)

Thecondensateand superuid fractionsarethen readily determ ined.

B . Inhom ogeneous Lattice

The condensate am plitudes zi are found by solving equation (4),where the trapping

potentialis given by �i = 
(i� (I + 1)=2)2 for site i,with 
 = 1

2
m !2a2,and a is the

inter-latticespacing.Thequasi-particle am plitudesforsitei,u
q

iand v
q

iarefound by solving

equations(5).

Thissetofequationscan again be solved iteratively. In perform ing the calculation,we

actually setthe cq’sto zero when solving the Bogoliubov-de Gennes equations,butdo so

in the Hartree-Fock basis,thusensuring orthogonality ofthe ground state and the excited
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states[18]. The Hartree-Fock basisisgiven by the norm alised solutionsto the eigenvalue

problem given byequation (4),butwherethegroundstate(zeroenergysolution)isexcluded.

First,letusrewritetheBogoliubov-deGennesequations(5)in m atrix form
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L̂ = 2Ve� (nci + ~ni)� � + 
(i� (I+ 1)=2)2 � Ĵ (26)

and

M = � Ve�z
2

i (27)

Here Ĵ isde�ned astheoperatoracting on zi,u
q

i,and v
q

i asfollows:
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q
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Now,let fz
q

igconstitute the eigenstates ofequation (4) with eigenvalues �q. W e order

theeigenvaluesinto ascending order,and orderthenorm alised eigenstatesaccordingly,call

thesef�
q

ig.Thestate�
0
i correspondsto theGoldstonem ode,wem ustexcludethisin order

to obtain theHartree-Fock-Bogoliubov basis.Letusde�nethem atrix

U =

h

�1 ::: �q ::: �I�1
i

; (29)

where

�
q =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

�
q

1

...

�
q

i

...

�
q

I

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

: (30)

7



Let fu
q

H F B
;v

q

H F B
gbe the solution to the Bogoliubov-de Gennes equations in the Hartree-

Fock-Bogoliubov basis,then thesolution to them atrix equation
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gives the Bogoliubov quasiparticle am plitudes in the Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov basis. To

obtain theBogoliubov quasiparticle am plitudesfu
q

i;v
q

ig onetransform sback using

uq = Uu
q

H F B

vq = Uv
q

H F B

: (32)

Theiterativesolution oftheseequationsisthen obtained num erically.

III. R ESU LT S

W epresentresultsforalatticeofdepth ofapproxim ately 16:8E R,wheretherecoilenergy

is de�ned as E R = h2=8m a2 with a the inter-site spacing. This is de�ned forthe optical

latticeparam etersde�ned in reference[20]and using theband structurecalculationsof[21].

A . Translationally Invariant Lattice

In �gures1 and 2 wepresentresultsfora translationally invariantlatticewith oneatom

and ten atom spersite respectively forvariousvaluesofthe e�ective interaction potential

Ve�. In both cases ten lattice sites,with periodic boundary conditions,were used. One

observes,a decrease in both the condensate and superuid fractionswith tem perature and

we interpret the point at which these densities approach zero as indicative ofthe critical

tem perature Tc for the superuid to norm algas phase transition. This interpretation is

supported by an exam ination ofthelow lying excitation spectrum which,forthecaseVe� =

20,isshown in panel(b)of�gure2.The\softening" ofthem odes,indicative ofthephase

transition,isclearly seen and coincideswith thetransition tem peratureobtained by noting

thetem peratureatwhich thecondensateand superuid densitiesapproach zero.

W eobtain such atransition tem peratureforeach valueofthee�ectiveinteraction poten-

tialVe�,producing a phasediagram asshown in �gures1(c)and 2(c),wherethesuperuid

phase and the norm alphase are asindicated,the superuid lying to the leftofthe curve.
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FIG .1:Translationally invariantlattice with ten atom sand ten sites.O verallcondensate(a)and

super uid (b)fractionsasa function oftem perature. The corresponding phase diagram isshown

in panel(c).

The transition to the M ottinsulatorphase cannotbedeterm ined by thisanalysis,butone

would expectthetransition from thesuperuid phaseto theM ottinsulatorphaseto occur

when the site coupling strength J is decreased below a certain point,depending on the

on-site interaction strength Ve�. In practice the M ottinsulatorphase transition willoccur

when Ve� = V=J exceedssom ecriticalvalue.Thusa transition to theM ottinsulatorphase

isalsopossibleby increasing theon-siteinteraction strength V foragiven coupling strength

J.W e note here that,in allinstances,the transition tem perature increaseswith the e�ec-

tive interaction potential,asisindeed the case with a hom ogeneous Bose gas(ie. a Bose

9



FIG .2: Translationally invariant lattice with ten atom s per site. Condensate Fraction (a),and

excitation spectrum asa function oftem perature(b)with thecorresponding phasediagram (c).

gasin theabsenceofan opticallatticeand ofa con�ning potential)[22,23].Thisreentrant

behaviourhasalso been predicted forthetranslationally invariantlatticeby Kleinertetal.

[24].Ourresultsareconsistentwith theirconclusions.In addition,they predicta reduction

ofthe criticaltem perature as the e�ective interaction strength is increased further. W e,

however,areunableto explorethisregim easitextendsbeyond thevalidity ofourm odel.
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FIG .3: Inhom ogeneouslattice with forty one lattice sitesand ten atom sin totalforVe� = 1,at

(a)T = 0 nK ,(b)T = 1 nK (c)T = 1:6 nK .Circlesrepresentthe num berofcondensate atom s,

squaresthe num berofexcited atom sand crossesthe totalnum berofatom s

B . Inhom ogeneous Lattice

In this section we present results forthe case ofan opticallattice in the presence ofa

harm onictrapping potential.The condensate fraction fc and the superuid fraction fs are

evaluated asa function ofthee�ective potentialVe� and thetem perature.

Figure3 showsplotsofthenum berofcondensate atom s,excited atom sand ofthetotal

num berofatom sforeach lattice site forthe case ofan inhom ogeneousopticallattice con-

sisting offorty one lattice sites(odd case)with ten atom sin total,forVe� = 1 atvarious

11



FIG .4: O verallcondensate and super uid fractions asa function oftem perature,and the corre-

sponding phasediagram foran opticallattice in a harm onicpotentialwith forty lattice sites(even

case) and ten atom s. (a) corresponds to the condensate fraction ,(b) to the super uid fraction

and (c)to the phasediagram .

tem peraturesranging from T = 0 nK to T = 1:6 nK.Atzero tem perature,the condensate

atom distribution isbell-shaped,peaked atthecentrallatticesite.Thereisasm allquantum

depletion even at zero tem perature,and the distribution ofexcited atom s is shaped as a

bim odaldistribution,centred aboutthe centrallattice site. Asthe tem perature increases,

thecondensatepopulation decreases,butthedistribution stillrem ainsbell-shaped,and the

excited population increases. In �gure 4 we presentthe overallcondensate and superuid

12



fractionsand the corresponding phase diagram foropticallatticesin a harm onic potential

consistingofforty latticesites(even case).Panel(a)correspondstothecondensatefraction,

(b)the superuid fraction,and (c)the phase diagram . W e note thatforhighertem pera-

tures,calculationsperform ed using forty onelatticesitesbegin toshow am arked di�erence.

Thisisindicative ofthe factthatwe are pushing the boundsofvalidity ofourm odel. In

particularweareseeing signi�cant�nitesize e�ects,which a�ectthevalueofthechem ical

potentialand,ultim ately,afailureofthem ean �eld approxim ation.Thedotted continuation

ofthe linesin �gure 4 indicate where ourcalculationsbecom e unreliable,butare included

forcom pletness.W earestillabletouseourm odeltoobtain an estim ateofthecriticaltem -

peratureand hencethetrend in itsdependenceupon thee�ectiveinteraction strength.W e

thereforeconcludefrom �gure4 thatthesuperuid to norm alphasetransition tem perature

increases with increasing Ve�. Itisclear,then,thatthe shiftin criticaltem perature with

e�ectiveinteraction potentialispositivede�nitefora Bosegasin a one-dim ensionaloptical

lattice,regardlessofwhetherthe system iscon�ned in a (harm onic)trapping potentialor

not.Thisisin contrastto thecaseofathree-dim ensionalBosegas,where�T c changessign

forthetrapped gas.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have applied the descretized Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov form ulation to the Bose-

Hubbard m odelin orderto calculatethedependenceofthecondensateand superuid frac-

tionson the tem perature. W e have used this to estim ate the criticaltem perature forthe

superuid to norm alphasetransition forboth a translationally invariantopticallattice(no

externaltrap present),and an inhom ogeneousopticallattice(contained within an external

harm onic trap). Thishasenabled usto investigate the phase diagram forboth casesand

we observe that the transition tem perature increases with increasing e�ective interaction

potentialVe�. Unlike the hom ogeneous case with no opticallattice,this positive shift in

the criticaltem perature with interaction strength ispresentin both the translationally in-

variantcase and when a parabolic con�ning potentialisim posed. In the hom ogeneosgas

the shift in the criticaltem perature is only positive in the absence ofa con�ning poten-

tial. These conclusions are consistent with previous work forthe translationally invariant

case[24],extending thisresultto includeparaboliccon�nem ent.
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