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Supersolid phase of hardcore bosons on triangular lattice.

M assin 0 Boninsegni and N ikolay P rokofev??
1D epartm ent of P hysics, University of A berta, Edm onton, A kerta T 6G 2J1
’p epartm ent of Physics, University of M assachusetts, Am herst, M A 01003

SRussian Research Center \K urchatov Institute",

123182 M oscow

W e study properties of the supersolid phase observed for hardcore bosons on the triangular lattice
near half-nteger 1lling factor, and the phase diagram of the system at nite tem perature. W e nd

that the solid order isalwaysofthe @2m ; m %

m% withm changing discontinuously from positive

to negative values at half- lling, In contrast with phases observed for Ising spins In transverse
magnetic eld. At nite tem perature we nd two intersecting second-order transition lines, one in
the 3-state P otts universality class and the other of the K osterlitz-T houless type.

PACS numbers: 75.10.Jm , 05.30.Jp, 67.40Kh, 7425D w

Since the supersolid state ofm atter was introduced to
physics nearly half a century ago and its theoretical fea—
sbility was dem onst:tated,i!:] there was a long history of
experin ental attem pts to nd i n Nature (mostly In
‘He, see, eg., Ref. :_2) along w ith num erical sin ulations
and theoretical predictions for m odels of interacting lat—
tice bosons. Recent yearshave seen a renew ed interest in
this topic. O n the one hand, lattice bosons are no longer
In the realn of idealized m odels and can be now studied
In controlled experin ents w ith ultra-cold atom s in opti-
cal potentials 'B]. On the other hand, the non-classical
m om ent of inertia observed for solid *He sam ples in the
torsional oscillator experin ents by K in and Chan K] re-
m ains lJargely a m ystery.

Hardocore bosons on triangular lattice with nearest—
neighbor repulsion V. > 0 and hopping t > 0 represent
one of the simplest (@nd thus m ost prom isihg from the
experim ental point of view ) m odels displaying a super—
solid phase in an extended region of the phase diagram .
Them odelH am ittonian is given by:

X

X
©5 + ho)+V My n;: (1)
hiji hiji i

H= t

Here @l’ is the bosonic creation operator, f1; = @l’ﬁl , and
is the chem icalpotential. A triangular lattice of N =
L L sites, w ith periodicboundary conditions isassum ed.
The altemative form ulation of ('_]:) n tem s of quantum

soin-1/2 variables 8;, nam ely
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provides a usefulm appljng to the XX Z-m agnet. T he su-
per uid state ofEqg. (L) or £t >> V corresponds to the
XY —ferrom agnetic state ofE g. z_Z),wthethe solid state of
bosons is equivalent to m agnetic order in the 2-direction.
Athalfinteger lling factor,n( = 3V ) = 1=2,them odel
has an exact particle-hole sym m etry.

A robust con m ation of early m ean— eld predictions
of a supersolid phase in the ground state of (:1.'), E’_S]
was ocbtained by m eans of G reen function M onte C arlo
(GFM C) sinulations.|a] T he supersolid phases denti ed
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FIG .1l: Schem atic phase diagram ofEq. @') near halfdinteger
lling factor.

In that study for densities away from half- lling (ie.,
for =V > 3 and =V < 3), can be viewed as solids,
wih 1ling factors = 2=3 and = 1=3, doped w ih
holes and particles respectively. In what Pllows, we
denote them as sup ids A and B. Density correla—
tionsin A and B have 3 3 ordering w ith the wave
vector Q = (4 =3;0). In A and B the average occu-
pation numbers on three consecutive sites along any of
the principalaxes Hllow the sequence ( 2m ;m %m 9 and
em; m% m0% respectively (it is conventionalto count
densities from 1=2 to m ake connection w ith the m agne—
tization In the soin lJanguage, m ; = n; 1=2), seeFjg.:_]:.
The model (']:) has been onvestigated In a series
of recent papers, m aking use of advanced num erical
techniques. B -§ :10] The proposed zero-tem perature
phase diagram is sim ilar to that ofRef. [_6 w ith the no—
table addition of a quantum super uid-supersolid phase
transition at n=1/2 and &=V 0:115 and the stable su-
persolid state persisting for smaller values of &=V . In
Ref. igi] the system was thought to rem ain a disordered
super uid for arbitrary t/V . T he discrepancy can be at—
tributed to known lim itations ofthe GFM C m ethod. Ej]
Based on eld-theoretic, exact diagonalization, and
other argum ents, Ref. E] hints at the possibility of the
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FIG.2: (Colbr online). P robability distrdoutions P ")

for di erent system sizes and tem peratures at =V = 3 and

=V = 0:1.

(m ;0; m ) densiy order In the ground state at n = 1=2
(state C). T hese considerations involved, in particular, an
analogy between the properties of Eq. ('_ﬁ), and those of
the Ising antiferrom agnet on the triangular lattice, in the
presence of a transversem agnetic eld I_ll:] Iftrue, there
should exist quantum A C and C B phase transitions
away from half- lling and three nite-tem perature tran—
sitions of the K osterlitz-Thouless KT ) type. Though
Ref. B] nds that the ground state isofthe A orB type,
it m akes sin ilar predictions for the nie tem perature
phasediagram atn = 1=2 which follow from the assum p—
tion that spontaneous sym m etry breaking between A , B,
and their lattice translations is described by the six-clock
m odel [131.

In what Pllow s, we provide strong evidence that the
supersolid state at half- 1ling is always of either the A
or B type. Our data suggest that there is a discontinu-
ous transition from A to B at = 3V sim ilar to the I-
order phase transition (driven by the large energy of the
A B domain walls). W hatm akes it special is the exact
particle-hole sym m etry; structure factor, super uid den-—
sity, and energy rem ain continuous functionsof through
the transition line. For the supersolid A (orB) with the
three-fold degenerate ground state, one expects to see the
nom aklsuper uid KT and the solid-liquid 3-state Potts
transitions, as tem perature is increased. M oreover, the
KT and Potts transitions are lndependent of each other
and for n € 1=2 intersect on the phase diagram . The
failire of the m ean— eld description and analogies w ith
the transverse- eld Ising m odel to predict the supersolid
structure at n = 1=2 can be traced back to the U (1)-
symm etry of Egs. @) and ('_22), as noticed in g]. For
exam ple, the (1;0; 1) state can notbe the true ground-
state at nite t In the Iim i of &=V ! 0 sinply because
it does not respect the particle conservation law .

W e use the wom -algorithm M onte Carlo scheme in
the lattice path-integral representation f_lé] to simulate
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FIG.3: (Colbr online). P robability distrdoutions P (")
for di erent system sizes and tem peratures at =V = 3 and
=V = 0:05.
Eqg. @). Since the structure factor
bl 2
sQ)= Ay 9% N2 ®)
k=1

does not distinguish between supersolids A; B; C, we
adopt the follow ing strategy: for each system con gu-—
ration, we com pute the djstt:itﬁltjon of tim e-averaged oc—
cupation numbers, ny = ' | d fix (), and use i to
detemm ine the fraction of sites w ith ny > 1=2

! h, 1=2); @)
k=1

where (x) is the Heviside function. A ; B; C density
structures correspond to n, = 2=3,n. = 0, and n} =

1=3. Finite system s are characterized by broad proba—
bility distributions P " ), and the form ation of di er-
ent solid orders can be seen as the developm ent of sharp
peaks, as the them odynam ic lim it is approached.

In Fjg.rg we show the evolution ofthe P (n* ) distrbu-
tion forthehalf- lled system atV=t= 10, ie., closeto the
super uid-supersolid transition point, estin ated g, '@:, :_L-(_]']
at V=t 85. The distrbution is peaked at n* = 0 in
the an allest system considered (L= 6), but, as the sys—
tem size is Increased, the weight is shifted toward the
w Ings of the distrbution. For L= 18, there are already
three peaksw ith com parableheight. F inally, in the L= 24
system we observe only two peaks corresponding to the
supersolid phasesA and B . T hough the probability den—
sity between the peaks is stillm easurable, the dynam ics
of the algorithm becom es very slow; i typically takes
m illions of M onte C arlo sweeps, In order for the system
to m ake a transition from the A to the B structure and
vice versa. W e have explicitly veri ed that con gura—
tions with n* 2=3 and n* 1=3 have density or-
ders depicted as In Fjg.-'}:, w ith a lJarge contrast in den-
sity between sublattices. W e have also checked that the
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FIG. 4: (Colr online). Super uid density in the vicinity

of the KT transition for =V = 01 and =V = 2:{74. The
solid line is the thermm odynam ic curve calculated using Eq. Céli)
wih (T) deduced ftom the plot shown in the inset. Inset:
solutions of the Eq. C‘i for di erent pairs of system sizes:
L, = 24,L; = 12| led circles, L, = 48, L; = 12| open
circles L, = 48, L1 = 24| lled squares. The dashed line is
the Inear t = 1+ 1:03(T. T)=twith T.=t= 0:50.

S
Q gigf SQLZIQ i
L 01 *e
0.041 E = ' Y,
I RO I e
BN 0.05 8
0.03- i\ % I *e
ﬁ?i\ L1 ‘ \.9? L®
| [ & 40 -20 0 20 40 6/5
002- o ! oL
L g o \\e\
\ L=48 o=
0.01F oy 24
r TC b ) -
| e ;
0 A Ll Ll . ‘
1 15 2 25 Tit
FIG .5: (Coloronline). Structure factor in the viciniy of the

3-state Potts transition fort=V = 0:1 and =V = 2:74. Inset:
data collapse_using exact critical exponents for the 3-state
Pottsmodel l7land = (T T.)=t wih T.=t= 1:035.

V=t= 10,L=48, T = t=50 systam spontaneously devel-
ops either A or B order, starting from the nitialcon g-—
uration corresponding to the super uid phase at V=t=5.

In Fjg.:_3 we show what happens at larger values of
V=t. Now, the centralpeak is already absent In relatively
anallL=12 and L= 18 system s. W e thus conclude that
the nature of the supersolid state at half-integer 1ling
factor is determ ined by the A and B structures, for all
valies of =V forwhich a supersolid phase exists.

If spontaneous sym m etry breaking of the ground state
degeneracies is described by the six-clock m odel f_l:_i'], one
should observe three nitetem perature transitions for

system snearhalf- 1ling, and a solid phase w ith algebraic
correlations \sandw iched" between the solid and nom al
Iiquid phases. This prediction wasm ade in Ref. t_é] for
n = 1=2. Since the ground state was found here to be
only ofthe A orB type, and we do not see why dom ain
wall energies between translated A states are the sam e
as between A anc_l B states (in fact, the Landau theory
prediction [§,d, 4] is that A and B states phase sepa—
rate and have di erent averagedensitieseven at = 3V ),
the nite tam perature phase diagram should instead fea—
ture the nom alsuper uid KT and the liquid-solid 3-
state Potts (for n § 1=2) transitions breaking U (1) and
translation sym m etry respectively. Atn = 1=2 we expect
only one liquid-solid transition. An interesting question
is w hether transition lines sin ply intersect, or there are
bicritical and tricritical points and Trorder lines as ob—
served for the sin ilar m odel on the square lattice fl5]
W e perform ed sin ulations for two representative cases,
one for constant chem icalpotential =V = 274 (or den-
sty n  0:44), and the other for constant =V = 0:l.

InF jg.:ff we show typicaldata fortheK T transition be—
tween the solid and supersolid phases. T he transition is
an eared by logarithm ic nite-size e ects, but the critical
tem perature can be still determ ined w ith good accuracy
by utilizing the wellknown renomm alization ow and the
universal jum p of the super uid densiy, s, at Tc. The
data analysis is as follow s:f_l-e_i] we de neR = s=2m T
Wherem = 1=3t is the e ective m ass for the triangular
lattice) and study the nite-size scaling ofthe data using
KT renom alization group equations in the integral form

2 R dt
4 @,=L;) = - )
R, 2 (n &) )+t

T he m icroscopic (system size independent) param eter
is an analytic function of tem perature, and the critical
point correspondsto R = 1 at = 1. ForT < T, the
them odynam ic curve is de ned by the equation

T); 6)

with =1+ O%T. T).W eusedi erentpairsofsystem
sizesin Eq. {_5) to detemm ine the (T ) curve, and obtain
the location ofthe criticalpoint from (T.) = 1. The re—
sults are shown in the inset ofFjg.:fI. D ata collapse and
an ooth analytic behavior of (T ) provesthat the transi-
tion is Indeed ofthe K T type. W e used the sam e protocol
and system sizes to detem ine other critical points.

In Fjg.:§,wepresentourdata forthe transition into the
state w ith the long-range density order. For the three—
f©ld degenerate B structure this transition is expected
to be in the 3-state Potts unJyeJ:sa]Ji:y class. The crit-
ical exponents are known exactly fl7-] = 5=6, and

= 1=9. W e thus perform the data collapse using
L2 Sy = f(L¥ )where = (T T¢)=tand T. is the
only ttingparam eter. T he resul isshown in the inset of
Fig. E This con m s the above-m entioned expectation,
and establishes that there is only one transition to the
solid phase (there are no visbl nite-size e ects below
Te).

1I=R+ InR =
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FIG .6: (Colbronline). Finite tem perature phase diagram for
tw o representative cuts: the keft panelis for xed =V = 2:74;
the right panelis for xed t=V = 0:. The solid lne indicates
a degenerate T-order transition line betw een supersolidsB and
A

Finally, we ocompute the phase diagram in the
(T=t;&=V ) (@t constant =V = 2:74) and (T=t; =V ) (@t
constant =V = 0:) planes and observe that KT and
P ottstransition lines form a sin ple crossforn € 1=2, ie.,
the corresponding order param eter elds are not strongly
Interacting, seeF J'g.:_é . The transition tem perature to the
super uid and supersolid states in this part of the phase
diagram isdeterm ined by the hopping am plitude. W ithin
the statistical uncertainties of our calculation, KT and
P otts transition tem peratures cannot be distinguished at

=V =3.
W e did not see evidence for the algebraic solid state at
= 3V . The nitesize scaling for the supersolid-solid
transition at = 3V is consistent w ith the 3-state Potts
universality, though the data collapse isnot as in pressive
as n Fjg.'_ (the other altemative is the KT transition).
Tt is Instructive to understand why the (m ;0; m)
phase for the H am iltonian {_]:) is not an obvious ground—
state. At the mean— eld level, C has a better energy
than A or B. For the transverse- eld Ising m odel l_l-il:]
the (1;0; 1) soin arrangem ent is obtained by orienting
the m dd¥e spin along the m agnetic eld direction, ie.
putting i in the equalam plitude superposition of up—
and down-states. In bosonic language, i corresponds
to the superposition of states w ith one or zero particles
on a given site. Such a state can not be reconciled w ith
the H am ittonian ('_]:) w hich conservesthe particle num ber.
A ny non-integer average occupation num ber necessarily
nvolveshopping transitions to the nearest neighbor sites.
In the (1;0; 1) structure the m iddle site is com pletely
surrounded by the fiully occupied or em pty sites and thus
can not be the ground state of the system even in the
Imitoft=v ! 1 . Theproblem appearsto be inherently
quantum w ith no obvious solution at them ean- eld level.
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