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W e consider bosonic dipolar m olecules in an opticallattice prepared in a m ixture ofdi�erent

rotationalstates.The1=r3 interaction between m oleculesforthissystem isproduced by exchanging

a quantum ofangular m om entum between two m olecules. W e show that the M ott states ofsuch

system shavea largevariety ofquantum phasescharacterized by dipolarorderingsincluding a state

with ordering wave vectorthatcan be changed by tilting the lattice.Asthe M ottinsulating phase

ism elted,we also describe severalexotic superuid phasesthatwilloccur.

In ultracold physics,system s with long-range dipolar

interactions have recently attracted considerable atten-

tion both theoretically and experim entally (fora recent

review ofultracold dipolar m olecules see [1]and refer-

encestherein).Foratom s,dipolarinteractionscom efrom

theirm agneticm om entsand becom eim portantforlarge

electronicspin [2].Recentexperim entsdem onstrated the

relevanceofsuch dipolarinteractionsfortheexpansion of

Cratom sfrom theBEC state[3].O n theotherhand,for

heteronuclear m olecules,dipolar interactions arise from

theirelectric dipole m om ents. Recentexperim entshave

succeeded in trapping and cooling severaltypes ofhet-

eronuclearm olecules[1,4,5,6]. In a state with a well-

de� ned angular m om entum , m olecules do not have a

dipolem om ent.However,when an externalelectric� eld

isused topolarizethem olecules,dipolarm om entscan be

induced. There has been considerable theoreticale� ort

tostudy theresultingdipoleinteractionsand m any-body

physicsassociated with such system s[8,9,10,11,12? ].

In this Letter,we consider an alternative m echanism

forobtaining the 1=r3 dipolarinteractions,and the im -

portant concom itant directionalcharacter. Nam ely,we

investigate a m ixture ofheteronucleardipolarm olecules

in thelowest(N = 0)and the� rstexcited (N = 1)rota-

tionalstates. Forsuch a system ,the origin ofthe long-

range interaction isthe exchange ofangularm om entum

quanta between m olecules. W e dem onstrate that when

loaded into an opticallattice, such m ixtures can real-

izevariouskindsofnon-triviale� ectivedipolarspin sys-

tem s with anisotropic,long-range interactions. Several

approaches for realizing spin system s using cold atom s

have been discussed before,including bosonic m ixtures

in opticallatticesin theM ottstate[13,14,15,16],inter-

acting ferm ionsin speciallattices[17],and trapped ions

interacting with lasers[18].The system we considerhas

thepracticaladvantagesofthehigh energyscaleforspin-

dependent phenom ena (setby dipolarinteractions)and

the new physicsassociated with the long-ranged nature

ofthe dipole interactions. Experim entalrealization of

thesystem willgiveinsightintoseveralopen questionsin

condensed m atterphysicsincluding com petition between

ferro and antiferroelectricordersin crystals[19,20]and

system swith frustrated spin interactions[21].

Consider the system that contains bosonic m olecules

in the lowest (N = 0;N z = 0) and � rst excited (N =

1,N z = � 1;0;1) rotationalstates where we let sy and

t
y

�1;0;1 create these respective states. W e willoften use

the change ofbasis tyx = (t
y

1 + t
y

�1 )=
p
2,tyy = � i(t

y

1 �

t
y

�1 )=
p
2,and tyz = t

y

0.Todescribem oleculesin an optical

latticeweusetheone-band Hubbard typee� ectivem odel

H = H kin + H H ub + H dip: (1)

The � rst term on the right hand side of (1) is the

kinetic energy from nearest-neighbor hopping H kin =

� J
P

hiji

�

s
y

isj + t
y

i�tj� + h:c:

�

. O perators s
y

i and t
y

i�

create m olecules on site i (here and after the sum m a-

tion overrepeating indices� = x,y,z isim plied). The

lastterm in (1)describesthedipolarinteraction between

m oleculesfrom di� erentsites

H dip =


2

X

i6= j

di�dj� � 3di�eij�dj�eij�

jR i� R jj
3

(2)

where R i are lattice vectors,eij� isthe �-com ponentof

the unitvectoralong R i� R j,and param eter equals

2d2=3,whered isthevalueofthedipolem om entassoci-

ated with the N = 0 ! N = 1 transition,and di isthe

dipole m om ent operatorat site i. The �-com ponent of

the operatordi iswritten as

di� = s
y

iti�e
�2iB et+ t

y

i�sie
2iB et; (3)

whereweabsorbed theenergy di� erencebetween thero-

tationallevelsE N = 1� E N = 0 = 2B e into thetim edepen-

dence ofthe toperators. Since the rotationalconstant

B e isconsiderably largerthan any otherenergy scale in

the system ,we assum e thatthe term sin (2)thatoscil-

lateatfrequencies� 4B e averageto zero.Thisforcesthe

num berofm oleculesin the N = 0 and N = 1 statesto

be independently conserved.Then (2)reducesto

H dip =


2

X

i6= j

(s
y

i
t
y

j�
sjti� + h:c:)(��� � 3eij�eij�)

jR i� R jj
3

: (4)

The second term on the right hand side in (1) is the

Hubbard on-site interaction. For two s m olecules in
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the absence ofan externalelectric � eld,the long-range

part oftheir interaction potentialis dom inated by the

van derW aalstailC6=R
6 originating from second order

term sin the dipole-dipole interaction operator[22]. For

polar m olecules with large static rotationalpolarizabil-

ities one can estim ate C6 � � d4=6B e. For the RbCs

m olecule (d = 0:5 a.u.,B e = 7:7� 10�8 a.u.) we have

C6 � 1:5 � 105 a.u. For m olecules with sm aller dipole

m om entsand largerrotationalconstantslike,forexam -

ple,CO (d = 0:043,B e = 9:0� 10�6 ),thevan derW aals

interaction is com parable in m agnitude to interatom ic

forces. In any case the range of the potential, which

scalesasR e = (m C6)
1=4,isnotm uch di� erentfrom typ-

icalrangesofinteratom icpotentials(forRbCsR e � 400

a.u.).Firstorderterm sin thedipole-dipoleoperatorare

also absentfortwo m oleculeswith N = 1. In thiscase,

apart from a weak quadrupole-quadrupole contribution

proportionalto R �5 , the long-range part ofthe inter-

m olecular potentialis given by the van der W aals in-

teraction with a com parable C6 coe� cient. Thus,the

interactionsbetween m oleculeswith the sam e N are all

short ranged and,in an ultracold system ,can be m od-

eled by contact potentials. Then,averaging them over

the G aussian on-site wave functions gives the Hubbard

on-siteinteraction.

The interaction between s and t� m olecules (without

loss of generality we consider � = z here) is sim ilar

to the resonant interaction ofan electronically excited

atom and a ground state atom . For even partialwaves

the interm olecular potentialis asym ptotically given by

W z(R ) = (1 � 3cos2 �z)=2R
3, where �z is the angle

between R and thez-axis.W econsidertheweakly inter-

actingregim ewherethecharacteristicenergyscaleofthis

interaction,� E � l
�3
0 ,issm allerthan the Bloch band

separation.Here l0 isthe oscillatorlength ofthe on-site

harm onic con� nem ent. Then,the two-body problem in

a harm onicpotentialcan besolved in them ean-� eld ap-

proxim ation by using the pseudopotentialapproach (see

[23]and references therein). Due to the anisotropy of

W z(R )the corresponding on-site interaction energy,Vz,

can be tuned atwillby changing the aspectratio ofthe

on-sitecon� nem ent[23].

W e arriveatthe following expression forH H ub:

H H ub =
X

i

�
U

2
nsi(nsi� 1)+

U�

2
nt� i(nt� i� 1)

+
X

�6= �

U�� nt� int� i+ V�nsint� i

�

: (5)

Itiseasy to seethat(5)holdsforarbitrary � lling factors

as long as the on-site density pro� les rem ain G aussian.

However,forthe purpose ofthispaperitissu� cientto

consideron average one ortwo m olecules persite. The

ten coupling constants in Eq.(5 are di� cult to control

independently. However,in m any casesnotallofthem

are relevant. For a m ixture ofs and tz m olecules the

relevant coupling constants are U ,Uz,and Vz. These

are tunable through trap aspect ratio and/or Feshbach

resonance. W hen considering this system we willtake

U = Uz and V � Vz. Another exam ple is the M ott

insulating state with one m olecule per site (allkinds of

m oleculesareallowed)when the interaction energiesare

m uch largerthan J. Then,the particularvalues ofthe

on-site coupling constants are not im portant (for m e-

chanicalstability it is su� cient that they are positive)

and the state ofthe system is found by m inim izing the

intersitedipolarinteractions.

W e now discussthe resulting phase diagram ,� rstfo-

cusing our attention on the M ott insulating state with

onem oleculepersite.W etakethevariationalwavefunc-

tion

j	 M Ii=
Y

i

�

cos(�)s
y

i + sin(�) i�t
y

i�

�

j0i (6)

where � describes the fraction ofthe m olecules excited

intoN = 1statesand  i� isanorm alized com plexvector

 �
i� i�= 1.Here, i� isthe variationalparam eterwhich

descibesthedirection thedipolem om entpointson sitei.

Thisallowsusto constructvariationalstatesthatbene-

� tm axim ally from dipolarinteractions.In allcasesdis-

cussed below weveri� ed theabsenceofphaseseparation

by checkingtheeigenvaluesofthecom pressibility m atrix

fors and tbosons[24]. Taking the expectation value of

the dipole operator (3) with our variationalwave func-

tion (6) we obtain hdi�i = sin(2�)j �jcos(’i� � 2B et)

wherewehavewritten  i� = j �je
i’ i� .Upon taking the

expectation value ofdipole Ham iltonian (4),we � nd for

the dipolarenergy

E dip =
 sin2(2�)

8
(7)

�
X

i6= j

( i� 
�
j� + c:c:)(��� � 3eij�eij�)

jR i� R jj
3

:

W hen m inim izing the energy in (7)itisim portantto

keep track ofthe conservation lawsthatm ay be present

for certain experim entalgeom etries and on the initial

preparation ofthe system . W e willnow consider sev-

eralexam ples ofordering in the M ott insulating state.

Although the dipole interaction in allcasesisdescribed

by (7)wewillseethatdi� erentpreparation leadsto very

di� erent types oforder. Though alldiscussion in this

work willbe restricted to 2d,we em phasize that there

arenontrivialresultsin theM ottinsulating phaseforthe

1d and 3d cases as well. As the � rst exam ple,we con-

siderthesquarelatticein thexy-planede� ned by vectors

a1 = x̂ and a2 = ŷ.Duetocross-term ssuch assytyxsty in

thedipolarham iltonian (4),weseethattx m oleculescan

be converted to ty m oleculesand vice-versa. Thus,N tx

and N ty arenotconserved quantities,and,consequently,

the only conserved quantities are N s and N tz. Now

consider preparing this system in a m ixture ofN = 0
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and N = 1;N z = 1 states. Then after the system re-

laxes,taking the constraintsinto account,we m usthave

� xed hNsi= N cos2(�),hNtx i+ hN ty i= N sin2(�),and

hN tzi= 0. Thisgivesthe constraintson the variational

wave function  iz = 0 and j xj
2 + j yj

2 = 1. W e see

that the dipoles are allowed to rotate freely in the xy-

plane. For this case, the dipoles willchoose to point

head-to-tailin the direction ofone ofthe bonds,while

alternating in the other. Thus,it is straightforward to

seethatthisgivesthe ordering wave vector q = (0;�;0)

with  ix = ei(q�Ri+ ’ 0) and  iy =  iz = 0 where ’0 is

an arbitrary phasecorresponding to a changeofphaseof

the tim e dependentoscillationsofthe dipolarm om ent.

W e point out that this con� guration is degenerate

to the one with dipoles pointing head-to-tailin the y-

direction.

As the next exam ple in two dim ensions,we take the

sam elatticeasin thepreviousexam ple,butpreparethe

system in a m ixtureofN = 0 and N = 1;N z = 0 states.

Recalling that for this geom etry,both N s and N tz are

conserved quantities,we� nd theconstrainton thevaria-

tionalwavefunction  ix =  iy = 0 and  iz = ei’ i.W ith

thisconstraint,the dipole interaction energy is

E dip =
 sin2(2�)

4

X

i6= j

cos(’i� ’j)

jR i� R jj
3
: (8)

Here,thedipolesarecon� ned to pointin thez-direction,

and therefore cannot point head-to-tail. This gives an-

tiferrom agnetic ordering in alldirections,q = (�;�;0),

with  iz = ei(q�Ri+ ’ 0) where’0 isan arbitrary phase.
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FIG .1: The ordering wave vector as the lattice is tilted by

angle�.Asdescribed in thetext,forthissituation am agnetic

�eld isused to break the degeneracy between (N = 1,N z =

� 1;0;1)states.

For the � nalexam ple for the M ott insulating state,

we consider a lattice in the xz-plane given by a1 =

cos(�)̂x+ sin(�)̂z and a2 = � sin(�)̂x+ cos(�)̂z.In addi-

tion,weconsiderbreakingthedegeneracy ofthe(N = 1,

N z = � 1;0;1) states with an externalstatic m agnetic

� eld in thez-direction which willintroducetheterm pro-

portionalto B Lz into our ham iltonian. Preparing the

system in a superposition ofN = 0 and N = 1;N z = 1

states,wenotethatbecauseofthisdegeneracy breaking,

there willbe no m ixing between other angular m om en-

tum states.Thatis,wecan com pletely neglectthet�1;0
states.Thiswillgive ix = � i iy = e’ i=

p
2 and  z = 0

which willcon� ne ourdipoles to rotate in the xy-plane

as:hdi(t)i= d0 cos(’i� 2B et)̂x+ d0 sin(’i� 2B et)̂y:The

dipolarenergy ofthissystem istherefore

E dip =
 sin2(�)

8

X

i6= j

cos(’i� ’j)(1�
3

2
e2ijx)

jR i� R jj
3

: (9)

W eusetheansatz’i = q � Ri+ ’0 to � nd them inim um

ofthisdipolarenergy fora particularlattice de� ned by

the angle�,and the resultsaresum m arized in Fig.1.

W e now considerm elting the M ottinsulator,and en-

tering the super uid (SF)state.An interesting question

to consider is what happens to the ordering wave vec-

torastheM ottinsulating stateism elted? Forinstance,

deep in the super uid phase,we willhave q = 0 which

isfavorableforBose-Einstein condensation whilewesaw

thatantiferrom agneticorderingistypicallyfavoredin the

M ottinsulating state by dipolarinteractions. O ne pos-

sibility isthatthewavevectorinterpolatessm oothly be-

tweenthesetwoextrem esasthehoppingJ increases.An-

otherpossibilityisthatthem oleculesin thesand tstates

phase-separate.W e willshow below thatboth scenarios

are possible depending on on-site energy param eters in

ouroriginalham iltonian. Forsim plicity,we restrictour

attention to the third exam ple we discussed above for

the M ott insulating state which was a two dim ensional

lattice in the xy plane prepared with �z polarized light.

Forfurthersim plicity,we take hN si= hN tzi= N =2.As

we saw before,we can neglectpopulating the tx and ty

states,and thisphasehasantiferrom agneticq = (�;�;0)

orderin the M ottinsulating phase.

Allowing fornonintegeroccupation persite m otivates

the variationalwavefunction

j	 i=
Y

i

 
1X

n= 0

�n
(a

y

i)
n

p
n!

!

j0i (10)

wherea
y

i = cos(�)eips�Ris
y

i+ sin(�)eipt�Rit
y

iz and norm al-

ization requires
P

n
j�nj

2 = 1 (com pare with (6)). As

before,this wave function m axim izes the dipole energy

fora given site which isenergetically favorable.W e can

now use a canonicaltransform ation to write our origi-

nalham iltonian in term softhe boson operatorsa
y

i (de-

� ned above)and b
y

i = � sin(�)eips�Ris
y

i+ cos(�)eipt�Rit
y

iz

(a new variable resulting from the transform ation),and

drop theterm swhich givezero when evaluated using the

above variationalwave function (10). This leadsto the

following single-sitem ean � eld ham iltonian
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H M F = � 2J
X

�= x;y

q

cos4(�)+ sin4(�)+ 2cos2(�)sin2(�)cos(q�)
�
a
y
hai+ aha

y
i� ha

y
ihai

�
(11)

+


4
sin2(2�)(2nahnai� hnai

2)
X

R i6= 0

cos(q � Ri)

jR ij
3

+
1

2
U na(na � 1)+

1

4
(V � U )sin2(2�)na(na � 1)

0 0.05 0.1 0.15
−0.14

0.36

0.86

0 0.05 0.1 0.15
−0.14

0.06

0.26

µ / U

J / U J / U

MI2

MI1

SF2

MI2

MI1

SF3

SF2

SF1

FIG .2: The phase diagram for V = U (left) and V = 0

(right). For both cases,the dipolar interaction strength was

�xed at = U=5.Shown are theantiferrom agnetic M Istates

with one and two bosonspersite labeled M I1 and M I2.SF1

and SF2correspond tosuperuid stateswith partialand com -

pletephaseseparation (described in text).SF3 isa superuid

phase with no phase separation which has an ordering wave

vectorthatinterpolatesbetween theM ottinsulatingand deep

superuid regim e.

where na = aya and we have already perform ed the

m inim ization over the center ofm ass m om entum p =

(pt + ps)=2. The ground state ofthis ham iltonian for

� xed � (relative concentrations)and q = pt � ps (rela-

tive m om entum ) can be determ ined self-consistently in

haiand hnaithrough iteration num erically.The general

approach willthen be to m inim ize these ground state

energies over qx;y 2 [0;�]and � 2 [0;�=2]. W hen the

m inim um occurs for � 6= �=4,phase separation willoc-

cur.

Theresultingphasediagram sareshown in Fig.2.The

M ottinsulating phasesareantiferrom agnetically aligned

and were discussed in the previous section. SF1 cor-

responds to partialphase separation where part ofthe

lattice will have a larger concentration of s m olecules

while the otherpartwillhave a higherconcentration of

tm olecules. Recallthatphase separation willoccurfor

when � 6= �=4 since we initially prepare the system to

haveequalpopulationsofm oleculesin thesand tz states.

The region with m ore s m oleculeswillhave (ps)x;y = 0

and (pt)x;y = �. This willallow the m ore populated s

speciestobene� tm axim allyfrom BEC which preferszero

wavevectorwhilestillgiving qx;y = � which ispreferred

forthedipoleinteraction.Thesim ilarsituation holdsfor

the region ofthe lattice with a higher concentration of

tz m olecules. SF2 corresponds to the case where the s

and tz m olecules com pletely phase separate. Since the

dipoleinteraction isnegligibleforthiscase,wewillhave

(ps)x;y = (pt)x;y = 0 which willfavorBEC.Finally,SF3

correspondsto thecasem entioned abovewherethewave

vector q interpolates between the deep super uid and

M ottinsulating states(0 < qx;y < �)forwhich no phase

separation occurs(� = �=4).

In conclusion,wehaveshown thatpolarm oleculespre-

pared in a m ixture oftwo rotationalstates can exhibit

long-rangedipolarinteractionsin theabsenceofan exter-

nalelectric � eld. W e have described severalnovelM ott

insulatingand super uid phasesthatcan berealized asa

resultofsuch an interaction.Such statescan bedetected

by Bragg scattering orby tim e-of- ightexpansion [25].
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Note added: W hen thism anuscriptwasclose to com -

pletion webecam eawareofa paperconsidering a sim ilar

system [12].
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