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In this paper we study the quantum phase transition between the Insulating and the globally
coherent super uid phases in the B oseH ubbard m odelw ith T3 structure, the \dice lattice". Even
iIn the absence of any frustration the super uid phase is characterized by m odulation of the order
param eter on the di erent sublattices of the T3 structure. T he zero-tem perature critical point as a
function ofam agnetic eld show s the characteristic \butter y" form . At fully frustration the super-

uid region is strongly suppressed. In addition, due to the existence of the A haronov-Bohm cages
at £ = 1=2, we nd evidence for the existence of an intemm ediate insulating phase characterized by
a zero super uid sti nessbut nite com pressibility. In this intem ediate phase bosons are localized
due to the extemal frustration and the topology of the T3 lattice. W e nam e this new phase the
Aharonov-Bohm @A B) insultor. In the presence of charge frustration the phase diagram acquires
the typical Iobe-structure. The form and hierarchy of the M ott insulating states w ith fractional

1lings, is dictated by the particular topology of the T3 lattice. The resuls presented in this paper
were obtained by a variety of analyticalm ethods: m ean—- eld and variational technigques to approach
the phase boundary from the superconducting side, and a strongly coupled expansion appropriate
for the M ott Insulating region. In addition we perform ed Q uantum M onte C arlo sim ulations of the
corresponding 2+ 1)D XY m odel to corroborate the analytical calculations w ith a m ore accurate
quantitative analysis. W e nally discuss experin ental realization of the T3 lattice both w ith optical

lattices and w ith Josephson junction arrays.

PACS num bers:

I. NTRODUCTION

The BoseHubbard BH) m odelﬁ| is a paradigm m odel
to study a variety @f strongly correlated system, s as su-
perconducting, In s&, Jossphson junction arrays® and op—
tical lattice?® . This m odel predicts the existence of a
zero-tam perature phase transition from an insulating to
a super uid state which, by now , has received am ple ex—
perim ental con m ation. The BH m odel is character-
ized by two energy scales, an on-site repulsion energy
between the bosonsU and an hopping energy twhich al-
low sbosonsto delocalize. At zero tem perature and in the
limi U t bosons are localized because of the strong
local interactions. There is a gap in the spectrum for
adding (subtracting) a particle, hence the com pressibility
vanishes. Thisphase isnam ed the M ott insulator. In the
opposite Im i, U t, bosons are delocalized and hence
are In a super uid phase. There is a direct transition
between the M ott lnsulator and the super uid state at a
critical value of the ratio t=U . T his Super uid-Tnsulator
(SD transition hasbeen extensively studied both theoret—
ically and experim entally and we refer to Refs. d;?:)ll,::“'u
(and references therein) for an overview of its properties.

M agnetic frustration can be introduced in the BH-
m odelby appropriately changing the phase factors asso-
ciated to the hopping am plitudes. T he presence of frus—
tration leads to a num ber of interesting physicale ects
which has been explored both experim entally and theo—
retically. In Josephson arrays, w here this is realized by
applying an external m agnetic eld, frustration e ects
have,been studied extensively In the past for both clas-
sica® and quantum system £. Very recently a great in—

terest i, sfndying frustrated optical lattices has em erged

aswel1% T here are already theoretical proposals to

generate the required phases factors by m eans of atom s

w ith di erent iIntermalstates® orby applying quadrupolar
eld<?. .-

T he interest in the properties ofdios latticed § hasbeen
stin ulated by the work by V idalet al%4 on the existence
of localization, the so called A haronov-Bohm (A B) cages,
n fully frustrated dice lattices w ithout any kind of dis-
order. The existence of these cages is due to destruc-
tive Interference along allpaths that particles could wak
on, when the phase shift around a rhom bic plaquette is

. Follow Ing, the criginal paper by V idal et al,~ssveral
experin entaB241% and theoretical work<£48i24n92dLy
analyzed the properties of the AB cages. In the case
of superconducting netw orks m ost of the attention has
been devoted to classical arrays w ith the exosption of
Refs.:_igi,é(_i where a frustrated quantum quasione din en—
sionalarray were studied.

In quantum arrays (charge) frustration can also be in—
duced by changing either the chem ical potential (iIn op—
tical lattices) or by m eans of a gate voltage (in Joseph-—
son janction arrays). T his has the e ect of changing the
electrostatic energy needed to add/rem ove a boson on a
given island. T he phase diagram present a typical lobe-
like structure. M oreover, depending on the range of
the interaction, i m ay also lnduce W igner-like lattices
of Gooper pairs com m ensurate w ith the underlying lat-

The ain ofthiswork is to study the phase diagram of
a BoseH ubbard m odelon a T; lattice (shown in Fjg:_]:) .
W e w ill consider both the cases of electric and m agnetic
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FIG.1l: The Ts; lattice: Tt consist of hubs (with six near—
est neighbours) connected to rim s (three nearest neighbours).
The T3 structure is a Bravais lattice with a base Inside the
conventional unitary cell. T he lattice vectors are t; and t; .
The basis is given by the sites A ,B ,C . D ue to the fact that
these sublattices are not selfconnected and have di erent co-
ordination numbers, we refer to this structure as tripartite.
A 1l rhom bic plaquettes are identical, although di erently ori-
ented.

frustration. T he location and the properties of the phase
diagram w illbe analyzed by a variety of approxin ate an—
alyticalm ethods (m ean— eld, variational G utzw iller ap—
proach, strong coupling expansion) and by M onte C arlo
sin ulations. T he T3 lattice hasbeen experim entally real-
ized In Josephson aJ:J:aysll"-I . In addition we show that it is
possble to realize it experin entally also w ith optical lat—
tices. A though them ain properties ofthe phase diagram
are comm on to both experin ental realizations, there are
som e di erences which are worth to be highlighted.

The plan of the paper is the llow Ing. In the next
Section we w ill discuss the appropriate m odel for both
the case of a Josephson junction array and optical lat—
tices (Sec. -H) and discuss in som e detailhow the T3 struc—
ture can be realized in an optical lattice (Sec. '_]ZEP:-)
the sam e Section w e Introduce the relevant notation to be
used in the rest ofthe paper. A description ofthe various
analytical approadqes used to obtain the phase diagram
w illbe given in Sec. -]I[ T he zero-tem perature phase di-
agram , in the presence ofm agnet:c and electric frustra—
tion, will then be describbed In Sec. -IV. W e st discuss
the unfrustrated case and afterw ardsw e consider the role
of electric and m agnetic frustration respectively. D ue to
the particular topology of the T3 lattice the supercon—
ducting phase is characterized, even at zero frustration,
by a m odulation of the order param eter on the di erent
sublattices (ie. hubs and rim s), which indicates a dif-
ferent phase localization on islands depending on their
coordination number. A uniform electrostatic eld gives
rise to a Iobe structure in the phase diagram which is
discussed for the T3 array in Sec. -IV Bl. Thee ectofa
uniform extermalm agnetic eld, dJscussed in Sec.:;[\[_c:,
may induce Important qualitative changes in the phase
diagram in the case of fully frustration. In particularwe
w il provide evidences that there is an im portant signa-
ture of the A haronov-Bohm cages in the quantum phase
diagram . It seem sthat due to the AB cages a new phase
Interm ediate between the M ott insulating and super uid
phases should appear. O n varying the ratio between the

hopping and the Coulom b energy the system undergoes
two consecutive quantum phase transitions. At the st
critical point there is a transition from a M ott insulator
to a Aharonov-Bohm insulator. T he sti ness vanishes in

both phases but the com pressibility is nite only in the
Aharonov-Bohm insulator. At a second criticalpoint the
system goes Into a super uid phase. M ost ofthe analysis
is presented by using approxin ated analyticalm ethods.

These resuls will be checked agaJnst Monte Carlo sim -
ulations that we present In Sec. IIV D' Few details of
the m apping of the m odelused in the sin ulation are re—
viewed In the Appendix :_A: . The concluding rem arks are
sum m arized In Sec.§_7:.

II. QUANTUM PHASE MODEL ON A T3
ARRAY

Both Josephson arrays and optical lattices are experi-
m ental realizations of the B ose-H ubbard m odel

H = Hy + He
1X
=3 n; 1)Uy 1)
ij
¢ X
B (13ij+ hx) : @)

< ij>

W hen the mean occupation n on each lattice site is
large, one is allowed to introduce the phase operator ’
by approer) ating the boson annihilation operatoron s:n:e
iby by / n exp [{' ;]. The density n; and phase ’ ;
operators are canonically conjigate on each site

’

n;;e Us = iy € { te )

In the present work we w ill focus our attention on the
quantum rotor version ofthem odelin E q.@') that reads:

1X
H = 2 n; U305 )
i
X
t cos("y 'y Ay4) 3)

<ij>

The st temn on the rhs oqu.{3:) represents the re—
pulsion between bosons (Ui depends on the range of
the interaction and on is detailed form ). The second
term is due to the boson hopping (t= nt is the coupling
strength) between neighboring sites (ndicated with hi
In the summ ation). T he gauge-invariant de nition ofthe
phase In presence of an extemal vector potential A and

ux-perplaquette ( ¢ = hc=2e isthe ux quantum)
containstheterm A ;5 = 2— .13 A dl:Allthecbservables
are function ofthe ﬁ:ust_tatjon param eter de ned as
Z 1 X
f=— A dl=— Ay @)
0 p 2

P



w here the line Integral is perform ed over the elem entary
plaquette. D ue to periodicity ofthem odel it is su clent
to considervalies ofthe frustration 0 £ 1=2. Charge
frustration is due to a non-integer valie ng. A s for the
m agnetic frustration also in this case the properties w ill
beperiodicunderthe transform ationng ! ne+1.Dueto
the additionalsym m etry ng ! np it issu cient to con—
sider value ofthe charge frustration np in [0;1=2].D i er—
ently from the m agnetic frustration the value ofn = 1=2
does not necessarily correspond to fully (charge) frustra—
tion as this depends on the range of the interaction Uj;;.

The T latticdl} is represented in Fjg:_]:, the lines be-
tween the sites corresponds to those links where boson
hopping is allowed. T he T3 structure is not itself a Bra—
vais lattice, but could be considered as a lattice vgjth a
base inside the conventionalunitary cell (see Fjg.:_l:) de-

ned by the vectors

P—
n = 3=2 3=2 a

P—
t, = 3=2;+ 3=2 a :

where a is the lattice constant. The lattice sites of the
base are at positions
da = ©0;0)a dg = 0;1l)a dec = ©0;2)a :

T he reciprocal lattice (g,
ned as

t= 2 43) vectors are de—

2
g = — 1=3; 3=3
a

2 pP-

gz, = — 1=3;+ 3:3

a

In several situations it tums out to be m ore convenient
to labelthe generic site 1 by using the position ofthe cell
t=nitp+nty ( Ny 1< N;)and theposition w thin
the cell = A ;B ;C . In the rest of the paper we either
use the index i or the pair of labels (t; ). A generic ob-
servable W ; can be w ritten henceforth asW (£). By in —
posing Bom-Von K am an periodic boundary conditions
its Fourier transform is given by

1 X

i K)=p— W

S tye ® ° ®)
AN N,

t

with K = kjg; + kpgz in the st Brilloun zone.
It is also useful to introduce a connection m atrix T

w hose entries are non-zero only for islands connected by
thehopping. M oreprecisely T , (t;t%) = 1 ifsite ofcell
t is connected by a line (see F igill) to site  ofcellt® and
T, (t;t”) = 0 otherw isep T he localcoordination num ber
isthusde nedasz = , T ; t). kisz= 6 for
the hubs (labelled by A) and z = 3 forthe rin s (labelled
by B and C). For later convenience we also de ne the
m atrix P w ith elem ents

P, t) =T, ¢ ) & ©)

7

w hich includes the link phase factors w hich appear ifthe
system is frustrated. In the whole paperwe x kg = ~=
c= 1.

In the next two subsections we give a brief description
of the origin and characteristics of the coupling term s in
the H am ittonian ofE q.(r_j) both for Josephson and optical
arrays. In addition we show how to realize optical lattices
wih Ts; symm etry.

A . Josephson junction arrays

Since the rst realization ofa Josephson JunctionsA r—
ray (JJA)%3, these system s have been intensively stud-
ied as idealm odel systam s to explore a wealth of classi-
cal phenom ena?d such as phase transitions, frustration
e ects, classical vortex dynam ics and chaos. One of
the m ost spectacular result was probably the experin en—
tal observation?d of the BerezinskitK osterlitz-T houless
transition BKT)24. Indeed, wellbelow the BCS transi-
tion tem perature, and in the classical lim i, JJA s are
experin ental realization of the XY model. For su —
ciently small (subm icron) and highly resistive (nom al
state resistance Ry > Ry = h=4e?) jinctions quantum
e ect start to play an in portant role. In addition to the
Josephson energy, which controls the C ooper pair tun—
nelling betw een neighboring grains, also the charging en—
ergy €=2C (C is the geom etrical jinction capacitance)
becom es in portant.

E xperin ents on JJA s are perform ed well below the
BCS critical tem perature and thus each island is in the
superconducting state. The only im portant dynam ical
variable is the phase ’; of the superconducting order
param eter In each island, canonically conjigated to the
num ber of extra C ooper pairs n; present on that island.
In Eq.(:_S:), the coupling constant t equals the Josephson
coupling. Hence the second term In Eq.{_ﬁ%) represent the
Josephson energy. The rst temm is due to charging en—
ergy w hich can be evaluated by assum ing that each island
has a capacitance to the ground Cy and each jinction a
geom etrical capacitance C . T he electrostatic interaction
betw een the C ooper pairs is de ned as

U=2&°C 1t @)

T he capacitance m atrix is given by

Ciy = Co+ zC) i3 C Ty ¢ @)
Since both the connection and the capacitance m atrices
depend only on the distance between the cells (@nd on
the base index ofboth sites), their space dependence can
be sinpli ed to

0;t © C, «

7

c, tth=c ,

An estin ate ofthﬁ range ofthe electrostatic interaction
is given byﬁl C=C,. The charge frustration ng,
that we assum e to be uniform , can be induced by an
extemal (uniformm ) gate volage Vg = ng=Cy.
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FIG.2: Elctrostatic energy (in units ofUg = e2:2C0) re—
quired to put an extra C ooper pair (for zero extemal charge)
on an hub (straight line) and on a rin (dashed) as a function
of the reduced capacitance C=C

D ue to the particular structure of the T; lattice, the
charging energy of a single (extra) Cooper pair placed
on a given islands depends on that site being a rin or a
hub as shown In Fjg:;. A s a consequence quantum  uc—
tuations of the phase of the superconducting order pa—
ram eterm ay be di erent in the two di erent cases (rin s
or hubs). We will see In Sec;lV A' that this property is
regoonsible for an additionalm odulation ofthe orderpa—
ram eter in the superconducting phase.

B . Optical lattices

Follow ing the work of Jaksch et al:"-’, optical lattices
have been widely studied as concrete realization of the
BoseHubbard m odel that is, as we saw, directly re—
lated to the quantum phasem odel studied in this paper.
T he experin ental test of the SI transition? has nally
opened the way to study strongly correlated phenom —
ena In trapped cold atom ic gases. Very recently, several
works addressyd, fhe possbility to induce frustration in
othcalJatthesZ"a‘9 A% I istherefore appealing to test the
properties of the T; lattice also w ith optical lattices once
it is known how to create T3 lattices by opticalm eans.

Here we propose an optical realization of a T3 struc—
ture by m eans of three counterpropagating pairs of laser
beam s. These beam s divide the plane In six sectors of
width 60 (see the inset of Figd) and are lnearly po-
larized such to have the electrical eld in the xy plane.
They are identical In form , apart from rotations, and
have wavelength equalto = 3=2a (@ is the lattice con—
stant. G iven a polarization of a pair of lasers on the
yaxisE7 = (0;E) the other two pairs are obtained by
rotating E7 of 120 and 120 around the z-axis. The
squarem odulus of the total eld gives rise to the desired
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FIG.3: Optical potential with T3 symm etry generated by
three counterpropagating laser beam s. The inset show s the
bidin ensional contour plot while in the gure the details of
the pro le along a line connecting three sites (placed at posi-
tionsx= 1,x= 0andx= 1) isshown.Thesittesx= 1;1
are rin s while the site at x = 0 isa hub. A Iso here, as in the
case of JJA s, the di erent form of the potential im plies that
the on-site energy Uy is di erent for hubs and rim s.

optical potentialas it is shown in Figd.

The form of the potential lJandscape also In this case
In poses that the on-site repulsion m ay be di erent for
hubs and rim s. It is how ever diagonal

= Uy I,+ Uy Iy : (10)

T he subscript h;r denotes the respectively the hub and
rin sitesand Iy, are the pro gctorson the corresponding
sublattices. In Eq.i_f’.), now , the coupling t describes the
hopping am plitudes for bosons, ny is proportionalto the
chem icalpotential, A ;5 isthe e ective \m agnetic frustra—
tion" that in this case m ay have several di erent origin
depending on the schem e used. For sinplicity we will
always refer to A as to the vector potential and we will
use the m agnetic picture also for optical lattices.

III. ANALYTIC APPROACHES

The ST transition has been studied by a variety of
m ethods; here we apply several of them to understand
the peculiarities that em erge in the phase diagram due
to the T3 lattice structure. T he resuls that derive from
these approaches w illbe presented in the next section.

T he location ofthe critical point depends on the exact
form and the range of Uy;y. This issue is particulary In—
teresting when discussing the role of electric frustration.
In the paper we address the dependence of the phase
boundary on the range of the Interaction in the m ean-

eld approxin ation. The variational G utzw iller ansatz
and the strong coupling expans:on w ill be analyzed only
for the on-site case of Eq. ClO In the case of m agnetic
frustration the form of Uy lads only to quantitative



changes so, also In this case, we discuss only the on-site
case.

A . M ean eld approach

T he sin plest possble approach to study the SIphase
boundary consists In the evaluation ofthe superconduct—
Ing order param eter, de ned as

— {ig.
i_lre 1y

by means of a mean— eld approxin ation. By neglect-
Ing tem s quadratic In the uctuations around the m ean

eld value, the hopping part of the Ham ittonian can be
approxin ated as

e Vit )]?l,j 3+ he

i3

The order param eter is then determ ined via the self-
consistency condition

n , o

Tr e':( Ve Hu T exp

(%= B o
; n I

Tr e 99T exp , Hg

11)

In the previousequation, T isthe tin e-ordering in In ag—
fhary tine and = 1=T The  dependence of
the operators is given In the interaction representation
W ()=¢e " we v, Forsimpliciy we already as-
sum ed the order param eter independent on the im agi-
nary tim e. O ne can indeed verify that this is the case in
them ean— eld approxm ation. C lose to the phase bound-
ary therhs. ofEq. -lL can be expanded In powers ofthe
order param eter and the phase boundary is readily de—
tem ined.

A centralquantity in the determ ining the transition is
the phasephase correlator

1,3()—1’E e(]_( )e (j(O)iU (12)

w here the average is perform ed w ith the charging part of

the Ham ittonian only. C harge conservation in poses that

the indexes i;j are equal. The M atsubara transform at
= 0 of the correlator reads

Z 4 X

\ 1
Gl = Gip(J)e!' =  —— 3
1 o E s 8
where E are the excitation energies (for zero Joseph—

son tunnelling) to create a particle (+) ora hole () on a
site of the sublattice where 1 lies.

In the case of the T; lattice considered here even at
zero m agnetic eld the order param eter is not unifom .
T he tripartite nature of the lattice results in a vectorial
mean eld wih one com ponent for each sublattice. In

the general case the linearized fomm oqu.C_l-]_:) can be
rew ritten as
£X X
t)= = & .
() > ;

tO

0P , ©t) @ (14)

that, due to the topology of the lattice is equivalent to

2 X X
)= =Can O)Cs 5 0) B’

0

€t €Y

The phase transition is identi ed wih a non-trivial
solution to this secular problem , ie. one should deter-
m ne .y, the lJargest eigenvalie ofP . T his requirem ent
translates in the follow ing equation for the critical point

1
m ax (15)
Gan 0)E: 5 0)

tr = 2¢

In deriving the previous equation we used the fact that
the sitesB and C in the elem entary cell (seeFjg:}') have
the sam e coordination num ber and therefore the phase—
phase correlator is the sam e. In addition to the evalua-
tion ofthe M atsubara transform at zero frequency ofthe
phase correlator, one has to determ ine the eigenvalues of
the gauge-link m atrix P . W ih a proper gauge choice it
ispossble to reduce thism atrix to a block diagonalfomm .
For rationalvalues of the frustration, £ = p=q, by choos—
hgdA = & §y) % f ¢, the m agnetic phase
factors A ;5 (£;t%) (shown in Fig. 4) have a periodicity
of r 1l elementary cellswih r = LCM (q, )=3. This
In plies that in the Fourder space (see Eq. (5 the com —
ponent k; is conserved and that k; is coupled only w ith
thewavevectorskl(m) = ki+2m=r m = O0;uxr 1).
T he detem ination of , .x is therefore reduced to the

FIG . 4: M agnetic phase pattem wih the gauge choice
A = & 3y) &5 £ 9

diagonalization ofa 3r 3rmatrix B, (;) iIsr 1)

0 1
5 0 s k) Bagc (kl)c
B (ky;kz) = x,;00 l%f,.B (k1) 0 0 A
Lo ki) 0
(16)



wih (k;;k;) belonging to the reduced Brillouin zone
= f0 k< 2 =rg.

The matrix P has r zero eigenvalues, and r pairs of
elgenvalues equal in absolute value given by the reduced
secular equation

h i

Bk )lfly,.z ki) + B3 ke )]_:7313/;3 ki) m= ‘®&
This sin pli cation allowsus to dealwith r rm atrices
Instead ofg q.

The Inclusion ofa nie range Interaction, in portant
only for Josephson arrays, leads to a richer lobe structure
In presence of electrostatic frustration. The calculation
of the Iobes w ill be done w ithin the mean eld theory

only.

B . Gutzw iller variational approach

A di erent approach, stillm ean— eld In spirit, that al-
Jow sto study the properties ofthe superconducting phase
is the G utzw iller variationalansatz adapted to the B ose—
Hubbard m odel by Rokhsar and K otlia?d The idea is
to construct a variational wave-finction for the ground
state starting from the know ledge ofthe wave-function in
the absence of the interaction term Hy In the Ham ilto—
nian. In thiscase, and in absence ofm agnetic frustration,
the ground state has all the phases aligned along a xed

direction . In the boson num ber representation it reads
X P
£ Sig_g = el Pt fnigi a7
fnig

A nite charging energy, tends to suppress the com po—
nents of the state w ith large charge states, a variational
state can then be constructed through the ansatz

X
H=Si= Cn,; gmfniol 18)
fnig
where
1 P P XKi =.\2
Ctnyq = ?—e ifi g iz e ne)T (19)

GS

In Eq.d_l-@') Ngs is a nom alization factor and K ; and
n; are variational param eter to be determ ined by m ni-
m izing the ground state energy. The M ott insulator is
characterized by K = 1 , ie. by perfect localization of
the charges, K = 0 is the Imm it of zero chargihg, a -
nite value of K descrbes a super uid phase where the
phase coherence has been established albeit suppressed
by quantum uctuations.

C . Strong coupling perturbation theory

Both m ethods illustrated in SectJons'DIA' andlDIB' are
based on the analysis of the superconductjng phase and

on the determ nation of the phase boundary as the loca—
tion of points where the super uid order param eter van—
ishes. A com plem entary approach, which analyzes the
phase boundary from the-nsulating side, was developed
by Freericks and M onien??. The m ethod was apphed to
the case of square and triangular lattices in Ref. .30 for
the BoseH ubbard m odeland in Ref. ',_311 for the quantum
rotor m odel. In this section we describbe how to adapt
the m ethod to the T3 lattice. W e will present the re—
sults of this analysis, particularly In portant for the fully
frustrated case, In Sec:_lff-_c-" .

In the nsulating phase the rst excited state is sepa-—
rated by the ground stateby a M ott) gap. In the lin it of
vanishing hopping the gap is determ ined by the charging
energy needed to place/rem ove an extra boson at a given
lattice site. The presence ofa nite hopping renom alizes
the M ott gap which, at a given critical value, vanishes.
T he system becom es com pressble, and the bosons, since
are delocalized, w i1l condense onto a super uid phase. It
is worth to em phasize that the identi cation of the SI
boundary wih the point at which the gap vanishes is
possbl as the bosons delocalize once the energy gap is
zero. A swew ill see, in the case of T3 lattice the situation
becom esm ore com plex. In the presence of externalm ag—
netic frustration itm ay happen that though theM ott gap
is zero, the states are Iocalized and therefore the charges
cannot Bose condense. In this cases between the M ott
and superconducting region an additional com pressible
region @With zero super uid sti ness) may appear. In
order to keep the expressions as sinple as possble we
consider only the case of on-site interaction, though we
allow a di erent U forhubsand rinsasin Eg. Q() The
possble existence of such a phase, how ever, does not de—
pend on the exact form of Uj;5. The strong coupling
expansion is particularly useful for T3 lattice as it m ay
help in detecting, if it does exist, the interm ediate phase.

In the strong-coupling approach of Freericks and
M onien the task is to evaluate, by a perturbation expan-—
sion In U, the energy of the ground and the rst ex—
cited state In order to determ ine the point w here the gap
vanishes. W e denote the ground and rst excited levels
by E;° and E $*° respectively. T he choice of the starting
point forthe perturbation expansion is guided by the na-
ture of the low -lying states of the charging H am iltonian.
W hen ng < 1=2 (@nd in zero-th order in t=U ) the ground
state of the electrostatic H am iltonian is (n; = 0 8i) and
rst excited level is given by a single extra charge local-
ized on a site. Levels corresponding to charging a hub and
arin arenearly degenerate (ie. U, U,)=U,+Uy) 1,
w ith the hub being lower In energy). A s the strength of
the hopping is increased, the insulating gap decreases.
W e would like to stress, and this is an in portant di er-
ence em erging from the T3 topology, ie. the location of
the extra charge (on a hub ora rin ) requires a di erent
energy. This in tum has In portant consequences in the
structure of the perturbation expansion.

Up to the second-order in the tunnelling, the ground



state energy at ng = 0 is given by

2 2N ¢
Ey = 7 20)

" Un + Uy)=2

where N is the num ber of sites and 2N the number of
hub-rim links in the lattice. Note that the rstorder
correction vanishes because the tunnelling term does not
conserve localnum ber of particles.

D ue to nearly degeneracy of the excited levels, one is
not allowed to perturb each of them independently but
has to diagonalize the zeroth and the st order tem s
sim ultaneously. O ne has to diagonalize the follow ngm a—
trix:

W _ L t
© 2U 2P
This task can be reduced to the diagonalization of a
3r(f) 3r(f) matrix with a proper choice of the gauge
(see Section :!]-:_F-_A-:) .

Forexam pl, the (degenerate) lowest eigenvalueat £ =

1=2 is

@1)

S

1) Unp + Uy 1 Uy Un
. = — - &+ —
O in £=1=2 4 2 2

2
@2)

which reduces to U=2 tp 6=2 in the case of perfectly
degenerate charging energy. It m ust be stressed that all
the energy bands are at, lndependently of the values of
the charging energies (it depends only on the peculiar P
structure) .

T he second order perturbation term should be calcu—
lated on the lowest energy m anifold: m oreover only m a—
trix elam ents between states of the sam e m anifold are
allowed. Nonetheless, i is sin pler to wrie the di er-
ent contributions In the usualbasis ofhub and rin s (see
Fjg.@)). The st excited state, to second order n tun-—
nelling is given by

@3)

where Q @ is the second order m atrix and can be split
Into separate sub-m atrices on di erent sub-lattices, ie.

2)

0¥ =0 " ,+0?1, @4)

Such a decom position is possble because after two tun—
nelling events the boson com e back to the Initial sublat—
tice.

Q Q@h = =z In + zy In
Un Up)=2 Un (U, + U,)) =2
+ @ 2N 2% Tn
Un @20, + U,))=2
P? gzl P? gzl

@5)

+
Un Up)=2  Un QU + Uy))=2

©Q @)y is de ned in a sin ilar way) where Iy;, are the
profctors on the hub and rin sublattices. A fter som e

T

+

.

— —e
/’

FIG .5: Intem ediate charge states involved in the de nition
of Eq.®5). In the upper panel the contributions to the di-
agonalpart are shown while In the lower panel there are the
contributions to the o -diagonal part. The processes repre—
sented here are those contrbuting to the second order in the
hopping am plitude. T he black/w hite circles represent one ex—
tra + /—Cooper pair on a given site.

algebra and by changing basis to the one com posed by
the eilgenvectors of E q.{_2-1:), one gets the rst excited en—
ergy level. The task is now to detem ine the location
of points at which the gap, given by the di erence of
Eq.C_ZI_i‘) and Eq.C_Z(_i), vanishes. It is worth to stress that
the them odynam ically divergent contribbutionswash out
exactly their analogous In the ground state expression of
Eqgl.

W e discuss the resuls deriving from this approach In
the next Section where we analyze the phase diagram .

IV. PHASE DIAGRAM

In order to keep the presentation as clear as possble
we st discuss the m ain features of the phase diagram
by m eans of the analytical approaches introduced before.
W e w il then corroborate these results in a separate sec—
tion by m eans ofthe M onte C arlo sin ulations.

T he value of the critical Josephson coupling as a func-
tion of the range of the electrostatic interaction, in the
absence of both electric and m agnetic frustration is dis-
cussed rst. The e ect of frustration, either electric or
m agnetic w ill then be discussed in two separate sections.
In the case of electrical frustration the topology ofa T3
lattice gives rise to a rather rich lobe structure, the over-
allpicture is nevertheless very sin ilar to the one encoun—



tered In the square lattice. M uch m ore interesting, as
one would suspect, is the behaviour of the system as a
function ofthe m agnetic frustration. T he location ofthe
phase boundary show s the characteristic butter y shape
w ih an uptum at fully frustration typical of the T5;. In
addition, at £ = 1=2, a very interesting point which
em erges from our analysis is the possbility ofan interm e~
diate phase, the A haronov-Bohm insulating phase, sepa—
rating the M ott lnsulator from the super uid.

A . Zero m agnetic & electric frustration

A rst estim ate for the location of the phase bound-
ary can be obtained by m eans of the mean— eld ap-—
proach describbed in Sec. ']I[Al The results coincide
w ih the rst—order pertufoat:ye calculation Introduced
In Sec. .DIC' and w ith the G utzw iller variationalapproach

of Sec. -]I[B' In absence of frustration the K = 0 m ode
correspongds to them aximum eigenvalue of the m atrix P
(max = 18) and the transition point is given by
1 S
ter = EP—E Gra 0)8s 5 0) (26)

In the lim i ofon-site uniform U, = Uy = 8Uy) the ST
transition occurs at the value t.,=Uq = 2 2=3 0:943
very close to the mean eld valie for a square lattice
ter=Ug = 1 (in both lattices the average value of nearest
neighbours is 4). In the case of a Josephson array the
transition point depends on the range of the interaction,
seeEq.(r_S). In the @ ore realistic) case ofa nie jinc-
tion capacitance an analytic form isnot available and the
num erical phase boundary is shown in Fjg.:_é as a func-
tion of the ratio C=C,. In the case of optical lattices,
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FIG.6: Josephson arrays: dependence of the critical point

at £ = 0 on the range of the Coulom b repulsion determ ined
by the ratio C=C,.

seeEq.{_l-g), the repulsion is on-site. T here is stilla weak
dependence of the transition on the di erence U G .
As it is shown In Fig. -’j, this dependence is not partic—

ularly interesting and in the M onte C arlo sin ulation we
w il ignore it.
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FIG .7: Optical lattices: D ependence of the transition point

on the di erence repulsion in the hubs and the rin s

A s already mentioned, a characteristic feature that
em erges in T3 lattices, even in the absence of m agnetic
frustration, is that the super uid order param eter is not
hom ogeneous. T his can be already seen from the eigen—
vector corresoonding to the solution ofE q.C_Z-é) . Nearthe
transition point the ratio between the order param eter
valie on hubs and rin s is constant and is ﬁe]ated to the
ratio of the on-site repulsions j = Jj’ 2y U =2, Uy, .
Phase Iocalization ism ore robust on hubs (z, = 6) than
on rim s (z, = 3) because of the Jarger num ber of nearest
neighbours. In order to better understand the m odula—
tion of the order param eter we analyzed the properties
of the superconducting phase using the variational ap—
proach exposed iIn Sec. -IIIB' which allow s us to study
thebehaviourof also ﬁr ﬁ:om the transition). A sit can
be clearly seen from Fjgg, quantum uctuations have a
strongere ect on the rin s than hubsdue to the di erent
coordination number of the two sublattices. Note that
this is a pure quantum m echanicale ect, in the classical
regin e allphases arewellde ned and hyp =  rim = 1.
T he transition point (@s it was in plicit In the previous
discussion) is the sam e for both sublattices: there is no
possbility to establish phase coherence between rim s if
the hub-netw ork was already disordered (and viceversa).

B . E lectric frustration

W hen an extemal uniform charge frustration is
present, the array cannot m inim ize the energy on each
site separately, hence frustration arises. T he behaviour
of the transition point as a fungtion of the o set charge
shows a typical Iobe-structure4. At the mean— ed
level all the inform ation to obtain the dependence of
the phase boundary on the chem ical potential (gate po—
tential for Josephson arrays) is contained in the zero—
frequency transform ofthe G reen functionsG in Eq.(:_l-ﬁ) .
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FIG.8: M odulation of the order param eter for zero frus—
tration, nhup (straight) is always higher than .in (dashed).
The curves are obtained by m eans of the G utzw iller varia—
tional approach.

FIG.9: Guround state con gurations of the charges (ie.
at t = 0) for Uing 1=9;2=9;1=3;4=9. The di erent ground
states occurs on increasing the valie of the extemal charge
no The black circles denote those sites that are occupied by
one C ooper pair. T he ground state con gurations are respon-—

sible for the behaviour of the phase correlator and hence of
the Iobe-like structure, F ig{lQ, of the phase diagram .

T he calculation ofthe phase-phase correlators, de ned by
Eq.C_l%'), is detemm ined, at T = 0, once the ground and
the st excited states of Hy is known. A s all the ob—
servables are periodic of period one in the o set charge
np and are symm etric around ny = 0, the analysis can
be restricted to the interval 0;1=2]. G round state charge
con guration in the case of som e values of the electric
frustration are shown in Fjg;_S%

The phase diagram 1in the presence of charge frustra-
tion has a Iobe structure? in which, progressively on in—
creasing the extemal charge, the lling factor increases
aswell. In the case of nite range charging, nteraction
also M ott Iobesw ith fractional llings appearfz. .An ana-
Iytical determ ination of the ground state of the charging
Ham iltonian for generic values of the extemal charge is
not available. W e considered rational llingsofthewhole

lattice as m ade up of periodic repetitions of a partially
lled super-cell of size com parable w ith the range of the
Interaction Uy;5 and then constructed aW ignercrystalfor
the C ooper pairs w ith this periodicity. For C=C la
3 3 supercelltumsout to be su cient. G iven a certain
rational 1ling p=q, the corresponding charging energy is
given by
0 1
* niC, in;A
0 N . i1¥i;3 0]

i3

2
e C
Eenyg Cno)= 3N — @n2  Engt =2
q c a

where N isthe number of cells in the system and fn;g is
the particular realization of the Iling.

This de nes a set of parabolas which allow to deter—
m ine the sequence of ground states. T he variation ofthe
ground state con gurations as a function of gate charge
gives to the phase boundary a characteristic structure
m ade of lobes, as shown in Fig. :_l-(j T he longer is this
range ofthe electrostatic interaction the richer is the lobe
structure.

A scan be seen in Fjg.:_i(_i w hen the interaction ispurely
on-site there is only one lobe that closes at half 1lling
when the degeneracy between the em pty ground state
and the extra-charged one lads to superconductivity for
arbirarily smallt. A s soon as the range becom es nite,
other Ilings com e into play. An interesting feature typ—
ical of the T3 lattice is that at ng = 1=2 the half lled
state is not the ground state (see Fig.110).

F inally, we recallthat the presence of the o set breaks
the particle-hole symmetry and thus the universality
class of the phase transition change?. This can be seen
from the expansion at samall! of the correlator CEq.:_iZj)
that enters the quadratic temm of the W ilson-G nzburg—
Landau functional. W ith ng also temm s llnear in ! en-—
ter the expansion and the dynam icalexponent z changes
from 1 to 2.

C . M agnetic frustration and A haronov-B ohm
insulating phase

T he outgrow ing Interest in T3 lattices is especially due
to their behaviour in the presence of an extemally ap—
plied m agnetic eld. The presence of a m agnetic eld
de nes a new length scale, the m agnetic length. The
com petition between this length and the lattice period—
icity generates Interesting phenom ena such as the rising
of a fractal spectrum a la Hofstadter. In T3 lattices per-
haps the m ost strikking feature is the com plete localiza—
tion in a fully frustrating eld (f = 1=2). This is due
to destructive interference along all paths that particles
could walk on, when the phase shift around a rhom bic
plaquette is  (seeFig.[1). Isthere any signature ofthis
localization (origihally predicted for tightfinding m od-
els) in the quantum phases transiion between the M ott
and the superconducting phases? This iswhat we want
to investigate in this section.
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FIG.1l: Aharonov-Bohm cages. Particles that starts on
w hite sites can’t go furtherthan black sites, due to destructive
interference. In fact, £ = 1=2 means phase shift around a
plaquette. In square lattices this could not happen because
of the escape opportunity given by straight lines.

In orderto determm ine the phase boundary at T = Owe

the perturbative theory presented in Sec. ED:I:CE
m ind that whilke the rst approach signalsthe disappear—
ance of the super uid phase, the perturbation expansion
Indicateswhere theM ott phase ends T he results ofboth
approaches are shown In Fig. .12 Comm ensurate e ects
are visble In the phase boundary of Fig. :_L% at ratio-
nal fractions £ = p=q of the frustration. The resuls
presented are quite generic. W e decided to show, as a
representative exam ple, the results for a JJ array w ith
capacitance ratio C=C, = 1 and an optical lattice w ith

U, U, = 05Uy . The peak at £ = 1=2, characteristic
of the T3 lattice is due to the presence of the A haronov—
Bohm cages.

A Ythough there is a di erence between the m ean—- eld
and the strong coupling calculation, they both con m
the sam e behaviour. A very interesting point however
em erges at half- lling. Tt is worth to stress again that
while the m ean— eld show s the disappearance of the su-
perconducting phase, the strong coupling expansion in—
dicates where the M ott gap vanishes and hence charges
can condense. The vanishing of the gap can be associ-
ated to boson condensation only ifbosons are delocalized.
T his isthe case for the whole range of frustrations except
at £ = 1=2. In the fully frustrated case the excitation
gap vanishes but the excited state (the extra boson on
a hub) still rem ains Jocalized due to the existence of the
Aharonov-Bohm cages. Thism ay lad to the conclusion
that at fully frustration there is an Intem ediate phase
w here the system is com pressibke (the M ott gap hasbeen
reduced to zero) w ith zero super uid density (the bosons
are localized in the Aharonov-Bohm cages).

At this level of approxin ation there is no way to ex—
plore further this scenario. In order to assess the exis—
tence of the Interm ediate phase a m ore accurate location
of the phase boundaries is necessary. W e will discuss
the possible existence of the AharonovBohm insulator
by m eans ofM onte C arlo sin ulations in the next section.
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FIG .12: Phassboundary In presence ofam agnetic eld in T3 :
straight line is the perturbative result, m ean eld is dashed.
Upper: JJAs wih C=C, = 1; lower: optical lattices with
Ur Up = 05Uy . Notethehighly pronounced peak at £ = 1=2
in contrast to the square lattice case.

D . M onteCarlo m ethods

T he sim ulations are perform ed on an e ective classical
m odel obtained after m apping the m odelofEq. (-'j) onto
a 2+ 1) XY model. Ourm ain interest in perfom ing the
M onte Carlo simulation is to look for signatures of the
Aharonov-Bohm insulator. A s its existence should not
depend on the exact form of the repulsion Uj;5 we chose
the sin plest possible case n w hich the repulsion ison-site
and Uy, U T he details of the m apping are descnbed
n Refs. .32,33 and are brie y reviewed in Sec. A' The
e ective action S (at zero charge frustration) describing
the equivalent classicalm odel is

X
S = K L cos(ix 5% Ayl
hi; jijk
X
+ K 1 cos(yk  'ixo)) : @n
ihk; kO

o

wherethecouplingK is U . Theindex k labelsthe ex—
tra (m agihary tin e) direction which takes into account
the quantum uctuations. The simulations where per-

11

formed on L L L Jlattice w ith periodic boundary
conditions. T he two correlation lengths (along the space
and tim e directions) are related by the dynam ical expo-—
nent z through the relation “. For zero m agnetic
frustration, because of the particle-hole symmetry Wwe
consider only the caseng = 0) hodsz = 1. Aswewill
see this seem s not to be the case at fully frustration be-
cause of the presence of the A haronov-Bohm cages.

T he evaluation of the various quantities have been ob—
tained averagihngup to 3 10 M onteC arlo con gurations
foreach one ofthe 10? initial conditions, by usig a stan—
dard M etropolis algorithm . Typically the st 10° were
used for them alization. T he largest lattice studied was
24 16 24 at fully frustration and 48 48 48atf = 0.
Thisdi erence is due to the m uch larger statistics which
isneeded to obtain su ciently reliable data. W hile in the
unfrustrated case we took a cube of length L in the fully
frustrated case i tumed out to be m ore convenient to
consider (out w ill discuss other lattice shapes) an aspect
ratio of 2=3. W ith this choice the equilbration was sin -
plr p.trpbably due to a di erent proliferation of dom ain
wallsit?

In order to characterize the phase diagram we stud-
ied the super uid sti ness and the com pressibility of the
BossHubbard model on a T3 lattice. The com press—
bility, , isde ned by = @ ?F =@V where F is the
free energy of the system and V, the chem ical potential
for the bosons. By em plgying the Josephson relation in
in aginary tine, see Reffi, the com pressbility can be
expressed as the response of the system to a twist in
Inaghnary tine, " i ! ik + k, ie.
Q°F ()

(28)
ez

T he super uid sti ness is associated to the free energy
cost to In pose a phase twist In a direction e, ie. 7 ; !
"i+ ce iythrough the array

@°F (o)

= ——= : 29)
e

1. £0

In the case of unfrustrated system we expect that the
transition belongs to the 3D X Y universality class.
C Iose to the quantum critical point !, the corre-
soonding nite size scaling expression for the com press—
bility reads

1 @ e LT 2 (30)

A n analogousexpression holds forthe nite size-scaling
behaviour of the sti ness

K Ko

-1, @z 2o 1= =
K. ' L*?

(31)
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FIG.13: £ = 0:a)Scaling (m ain) and data collapse (Inset) of
the com pressibility for the unfrustrated case. b)The sam e as
in a) for the super uid sti ness. A 1l the system s have aspect
ratio L. = Ly = Ly with L = 6 (circks), 12 (squares), 18
(diam onds), 24 (triangles up), 30 (triangles down)

T he expected exponent is = 2=3 as it is known from
the properties of the three-din ensionalX Y m odel.

T he results of the sin ulations for the com pressibiliy
and for the sti ness are reported in FJg.‘LB Finite size
scaling show s that the ST transition occurs at

= 0435 00025 : (32)

A s expected the unfrustrated case follow s rem arkably
well the standard picture of the Super uid-M ott Insu-—
lator quantum phase transition. In the absence of the
m agnetic eld the system de ned by Eq.(2-7_:) is isotropic
In spacetin e and therefore the sti ness and the com -
pressbility have the sam e scaling and critical point.

T he situation changes dram atically in the fully frus—
trated system . In this case an anisotropy in space and
tin e directions arises because of the presence of the ap—
plied m agnetic eld which frustrates the bonds in the

12

space directions (see the rhs of Eq.C_Z-]')) This ed
Induced anisotropy is responsble for the di erent be-
haviour of the system to a twist In the tine (com press—
bility) or space (sti ness) com ponents. . -

A s already observed In the classical case-4, the M onte
Carlo dynam ics of frustrated T3 system s beoom es very
slow . This seam s to be associated to the presence of
zero-energy dom ain walls rst discussed by K orshunov
in Ref. |[6. This issue is particulary delicate for the su-
per uid sti ness. In this case the longest sin ulations
had to be perform ed. M oreover in order to alleviate this
problem we always started the run deep In the super—

uid state and progressively increased the value of the
Hubbard repulsion U . A Iso the choice of the lattice di-
m ensions tumed out to be in portant. W em ade the sin -
ultionson 12 8 12,18 12 18,and 24 16
system s and found out that by choosing this aspect ratio
along the x and y directions them alization was consid—
erably in proved.

The results of the sim ulations are reported in Fjg:_l-fl
for the com pressibility and forthe sti ness. A s it appears
from the raw data ofthe gure it seem s that the points
at which the com pressibility and the sti ness go to zero
are di erent. An appropriate way to extract the critical
point(s) should be by m eans of nite size scaling.

Asa rstattem pt we assum ed that the transition is in
the sam e universality class as for the unfrustrated case
and we scaled the data as in Figil3. A Ithough the scal-
ing hinted at the existence oftwo di erent criticalpoints
for the M ott to Aharonov-Bohm insulator and for the
Aharonov-Bohm insulator to super uid transitions re—
spectively, the quality of the scaling points was poor. In
our opinion this cbservation m ay suggest that the scaling
exponents orthe fully frustrated case are di erent asthe
one for the direct M ott Insulator to Super uid phase
transition at £ € 1=2. In order to extract m ore tight
bounds on the existence of this phase we analyzed the
size dependence of the observables w ithout any explicit
hypothesis on the scaling exponent @Which we actually
do not know ) T he results are presented In FJg.lE} The
data ofF Jg:lS seam to indicate that there is a w lndow

065 K ' 07

w here the system iscom pressblebutnot super uid! This
new phase, the Aharonov-Bohm insulator, is the result
of the subtle interplay of the T3 lattice structure and
the frustration Induced by the extemalm agnetic eld.
O ur sim ulations cannot m Iy determ ine the existence of
tw 0 separate critical points sihce we were not able to In —
prove their accuracy and study larger lattices. H owever
we think that, by com bining both the analytical resuls
and the M onte C arlo data we have a possble scenario for
the phase diagram of the frustrated BH modelon a T3
lattice.

Further evidence of the existence of the AB cages can
be obtained by analyzing the anisotropy in space and
tin e directions of the phase correlations. For this pur-
pose we considered the com pressibility as a function of



~

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

o
()
oL
»~
oL
o

1/K

=S

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

FIG.14: f= 1=2Compressbility (upperpanel) and sti ness
(low erpanel) assum ing theaspectratio. L 2L=3.D i erent
sym bols corresponds to L = 12 (circles), 18 (squares), 24
(triangles up), and 30 (triangles down).

L and L separately. The idea is that because of the
AB cages the correlations are short-ranged in the space
directions (posons are localized) while there are longer
ranged correlations in the tin e direction. Indeed the de-
pendence of the com pressbility on the system dim en—
sions is strong when one changes L. while it is rather
weak when the space dim ensions are varied as shown In
F Jgi}@l . This hints at the fact that the A haronov-B ohm

phase is a phase In which the gap has been suppressed
(correlation In the tin e din ension) but where the bosons
are localized (short—range correlations In space).

TheM onte C arlo sin ulations just discussed provide ev—
idence for the existence ofa new phase between theM ott
nsulator and super uid. Due to the nite size of the
system oconsidered and to the (present) lack of a scaling
theory of the two transitions, we cannot rule out other
possble interpretations of the observed behaviour of the
M onte Carlo data. A possbl scenario which is com -
patible w ith the sin ulations_(out not w ith the resul of
the perturbation expansion®?) is that a singlke them o—
dynam ic transition is present in the 2 + 1 dim ensional
system but the phase coherence is established in a two
step process. First the system becom es (quasi) ordered
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Com pressibility as a function of K =
di erent values of the system sizes. D i erent symbols cor-

responds to di erent lengths L. in the tine dimension: 6
(circles), 12 (squares), and 30 (diam onds). D i erent Ilings
aredi erent spatialsizesLy L,:6 4 (black),12 8 (@Qray),
and 18 12 (white). T he com pressbility depends strongly on
L butvery weakly on Ly Ly.



along the tim e direction, then, upon increasing the hop—
ping the residual interaction between these \quastone—
din ensional” coherent tubes go Into a three-din ensional
coherent state driven by the residual coupling between
the tubes. In m ore physical tem s the \tubes" repre—
sent the boson localized In the AB cages and the residual
hopping is responsible for the transition to the super uid
state. T hism eans that the interm ediate state that we ob—
serve is due to a one-to three-dim ensional crossover that
takes place at interm ediate couplings.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we exploited several m ethods, both an—
alytic and num erical, In order to detemm ine the phase
diagram of a Bose-H ubbard m odel on a T3 lattice. D if-
ferently from previous studies on T3 networks we ana—
Iyzed the situation where the repulsion between bosons
(or C ooperpairs for Jossphson arrays) becom es com para—
ble w ith the tunnelling am plitude (Josephson coupling in
JJA s) leading to a quantum phase transition in the phase
diagram . Up to now the attention on experin entalin ple—
m entationshasbeen con ned to Josephson netw orks. A s
discussed in Sec.:l:[_B_:, the T5 lattice can also be realized in
optical Jattices. T he possbility to experim entally study
frustrated T3 optical lattices open the very interesting
possibility to ocbserve subtle interference phenom ena as—
sociated to Aharonov-Bohm cages also wih cold atom s.
Having in m ind both the realization in Josephson and
opticalarrays, we studied a variety ofdi erent situations
determ ined by the range ofthe boson repulsion ncluding
both electric and m agnetic frustration. A fhough In the
whole paper we concentrated on the T = 0 case, In this
discussion wew illalso com m ent on the nite tem perature
phase diagram .

The peculiarity of the lattice symmetry already
em erges for the unfrustrated case. T he super uid phase
isnotuniform but ithasam odulation related to the pres—
ence of hubs and rim s w ith di erent coordination num —
ber. A sa function ofthe chem icalpotential (gate charge)
the transition has a quite rich structure due to the dif-
ferent boson super-lattices which appear as the ground
state.

A sa function ofthem agnetic eld the SItransition has
the characteristic butter vy form . In the fully frustrated
case, however, the change is radical and we nd indica—
tions that the presence of the A haronov-Bohm cages can
lead to the appearance of a new phase, the A haronov—
Bohm insulator. T his phase should be characterized by
a nite com pressbility and zero super uid sti ness. A
sketch ofthe phase diagram isshown In FJg:_l-j . W ih the
help of M onte C arlo sin ulations we were able to bound
the range of existence of the new phase. Unfortunately
w e have to adm it that our results are not conclisive and,
as discussed In the previous section, an altemative sce—
nari is also possble. Nevertheless, we think that the
existence of an intemm ediate phase is a very appealing
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FIG.17: A possbl phase diagram of an array with T3 lat-
tice. In the unfrustrated case (upper panel) we sketch the
standard phase diagram which leadsat T = 0 to the SItran—
sition. O n the lower panelwe present a possible scenario that
em erges from ourwork. An new phase appears separating the
nom al from the super uid phases.

possbility worth to being flurther investigated.

How is i possbl to experim entally detect such a
phase? In Josephson arrays, where one typically does
transport m easurem ent, the A B-insulator should be de—
tected by looking at the tem perature dependence of the
linear resistance. O n approaching the zero tem perature
lim i, the resistance should grow as T di erently from
theM ott insulating phase w here it has an exponentialac—
tivated behaviour. In optical lattices the di erent phases
can be detected by looking at the di erent Interference
pattem (in the m om entum density or in the uctua-
tion®d). A detailed analysis of the experin ental probe
w ill be perform ed In a subsequent publication.

T here are severalissues that rem ain to be investigated.
Tt would be in portant, for exam ple, to see how the phase
diagram of the frustrated system (and in particular the
Aharonov-Bohm phase) ismodi ed by a nie range of
U;;3 and/or the presence of a nite chem ical potential.
An interesting possbility left untouched by this work is
to study the fully frustrated array at ng = 1=2. In this



case (for on-site Interaction) the super uid phase extends
down to vanishing sm all hopping. In this case a m ore
extended AB insulating phase could be m ore favoured,
and thusm ore clkarly visble.

A cknow ledgm ents

W e gratefully acknow ledge helpfuldiscussionswith D .
Bercioux, L. Io e and M . Feigelnan. This work was
supported by the EU (IST-SQUBIT, HPRN-CT-2002-
00144)

APPENDIX A: (2+1)D XY MAPPING

W e give here som e of the technical details ofthe m ap—
pihg from the QPM toa 2+ 1)D XY model The
latter one is particularly easy to be sin ulated num eri-
cally: the state of the system and the e ective action
are both expressed In tem s of phases on a 3D lattice.
Being n and ’ canonically conjigated, it is possble to
representn as f{!; and get the socalled quantum rotor
Ham iltonian. For the sake of sim plicity we consider a
diagonal capacitance m atrix.

H = He+Hy
U X e?
Hy = el
2X ; @’z
Hy = t cos(; "5 Ajl) ®A1)

hi;ji

T he partition fiinction can be rew ritten in a m ore con—
venient way using the T rotter approxin ation:

n o
7 = Tr (e L_(Ht+HU))L
= In Tr e e Frio( )" @2
L1
where ~ isimaghary tineand = =L isthewidth

of a time slice. The Ilim it ! 0 must be taken to
recover the underlying quantum problem . '

Introducing com plete sets of states j )i wih peri-
odic boundary conditionson times ( g = O L = )
the trace can be w ritten as

’ ¥ : H H !
' ‘e T (k)i @3)
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I
Since the states § ( )i are eigenstates of H , the calcu—

Jation is reduced to the evaluation ofthem atrix elem ents

| |
B (ed® 1T (i @4)
the m atrix elem ents can be furtherly sinpli ed going
back to the charge representation (or angular m om en—
tum , since n is the generatorofU (1) forthe X Y spin of
a site):

{J; Filk) "ilke1)],

A5)

U sing the Poisson summ ation formula, the sum over
angularm om entum con gurationsbecom esa periodic se—
quence of narrow gaussians around m ultiples of 2

r
Y x1 2 L, , 2
= e 7 g lilk) "i(x+1) 2 m] @ 6)
i m= 1
that is the V illain approxim ation to
Y 1 ’ ’
Ty e T cosl (k) "ilk+1)l] @a7)

w ith dropped irrelevant prefactors.

W hat we get by m eans of this procedure is a m ap—
pihg oftheQPM into a anisotropic classical @+ 1)D X Y
m odel, w ith e ective action S

X
S = Ksp L cos (’i;k ,j;k Ai;j)]
hi; jizk
+ K L cos(y "ix0)] A 8)
ihk; k©
1
Kep=t K = U— A9)

where we used a symm etric notation for space and tim e
lattice sites. Since critical properties are not expected to
depend on the asymm etry of such m odel, and sihce for
! OwehaveK O;pK 1 withKgpK o=
const., one can X = 1= tU. Tt then Plows that
the coupling in the space and tin e directions are equal
K¢ = K = K . The isotropicm odel, Eq.C_Z-:l) is the one
which isused In in the M onte C arlo sim ulations.
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