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W e consider bosonic dipolar m olecules in an optical lattice prepared In a m xture of di erent
rotational states. The 1=r’ interaction between m olecules for this system is produced by exchanging
a quantum of angular m om entum between two m olecules. W e show that the M ott states of such
system s have a large variety of quantum phases characterized by dipolar orderings lncluding a state
w ith ordering wave vector that can be changed by tilting the lattice. A s the M ott insulating phase
ism elted, we also describe several exotic super uid phases that w ill occur.

In ultracold physics, system s w ith long-range dipolar
Interactions have recently attracted considerable atten—
tion both theoretically and experim entally (for a recent
review of ultracold dipolar m olecules see i_]:] and refer—
encestherein) . Foratom s, dipolar interactions com e from
theirm agneticm om ents and becom e in portant for large
electronic spin Q]- R ecent experin ents dem onstrated the
relevance of such dipolar interactions for the expansion of
Cratom s from the BEC state B]. O n the otherhand, for
heteronuclear m olecules, dipolar interactions arise from
their electric djpole m om ents. R ecent experin ents have
succeeded In trapping and cooling several types of het—
eronuclear m olecules E:, :fﬁ, :_5, :§]. In a state with a well-
de ned angular m om entum , m olecules do not have a
dipole m om ent. However, when an extemalelctric eld
isused to polarize them olecules, dipolarm om ents can be
Induced. There has been considerable theoreticale ort
to study the resulting dipole interactions and m any-body
physics associated w ith such system s i_d,:_Sji, :_1(_5, :_11:, :_12_5" 1.

In this Letter, we consider an altemative m echanian
or obtaining the 1=r® dipolar interactions, and the in —
portant concom itant directional character. Namely, we
nvestigate a m ixture of heteronuclkar dipolar m olecules
in the lowest N = 0) and the rstexcited N = 1) rota—
tional states. For such a system , the origin of the long—
range Interaction is the exchange of angular m om entum
quanta between m olecules. W e dem onstrate that when
loaded into an optical lattice, such m ixtures can real-
ize various kinds of non-triviale ective dipolar spin sys—
tem s w ith anisotropic, long-range interactions. Several
approaches for realizing soin system s using cold atom s
have been discussed before, Including bosonic m ixtures
in opticallattices in the M otk state [13,114,115, 16], inter—
acting ferm ions in special lattices I_l]'], and trapped ions
Interacting w ith lasers [_l-§'] The system we consider has
the practicaladvantages ofthe high energy scale for spin—
dependent phenom ena (set by dipolar interactions) and
the new physics associated w ith the long-ranged nature
of the dijpole interactions. E xperim ental realization of
the system w illgive insight into severalopen questions in
condensed m atter physics including com petition betw een
ferro and antiferroelectric orders In crystals f_l-gi', E-C_i] and
system s w ith frustrated spin interactions {_2-1:]

Consider the system that contains bosonic m olecules
in the owest W = O;N, = 0) and rstexcited N =
1,N, = 1;0;1) rotational states where we let s¥ and
tyl;o;1 create these respective states.pW e will often use
the dlgange ofbasistf = (& + ;)= 2, = i
t/, )= 2,andt! = t]. Todescribem olecules in an optical
lattice we use the oneband H ubbard typee ectivem odel

H:ijII+HHub+dep: (l)

The st temm on the right hand side of lr_(iL) is the
kjnePtjc energy from nearest-neighbor hopping Hyiyp =

J oy Sis;+ €ty + hx: . Operators s and t
create m olecules on site i (here and after the summ a—
tion over repeating ndices = x,y, z isinplied). The
lastterm in @) describes the dipolar Interaction betw een
m olecules from di erent sites
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where R ; are lattice vectors, e;; is the -component of
the unit vectoralong R; R j, and param eter equals
2d°=3, where d is the value of the dipole m om ent associ-
ated with theN = 0! N = 1 transition, and d; is the
dipole m om ent operator at site i. The -com ponent of
the operator d; is w ritten as

& = sty e?P 4t 5P 3)

w here we absorbed the energy di erence between the ro—
tationallevelsEy -1 Ey - = 2B, into the tin e depen—
dence of the t operators. Since the rotational constant

B. is considerably larger than any other energy scale in

the system , we assum e that the tem s in @) that oscil-
late at frequencies 4B, average to zero. T his forces the

number ofmolecules in theN = 0 and N = 1 statesto

be Independently conserved. T hen ('_ﬁ) reduces to
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The second tem on the right hand side in @') is the
Hubbard on-site Interaction. For two s molecules in
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the absence of an extemal electric eld, the long-range
part of their interaction potential is dom inated by the
van der W aals tailC =R °® originating from second order
tem s In the dipole-dipole interaction operator {_2-2_5] For
polar m olecules w ith large static rotational polarizabil-
ities one can estimate Cg d*=6B.. For the RbCs
molcule d= 05 au,Be= 77 108 au) wehave
Cg¢ 15 10° am. Formolecules with smaller dipole
m om ents and larger rotational constants lke, for exam —
pl,CO (d= 0:043,B.= 90 10 °), thevan derW aals
Interaction is com parable In m agnitude to interatom ic
forces. In any case the range of the potential, which
scalesasR. = M Cg)'™*, isnotmuch di erent from typ-
ical ranges of interatom ic potentials (forRbCsR, 400

u.) . First order term s In the dipole-dipole operator are
also absent ortwo moleculeswih N = 1. In this case,
apart from a weak quadrupolequadrupole contribbution
proportional to R °, the long—range part of the inter—
m olecular potential is given by the van der W aals In—
teraction wih a comparabl C¢ coe cient. Thus, the
Interactions between m olecules w ith the same 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-site interaction.

The interaction between s and t molecules (W ihout
loss of generality we consider = 2z here) is sin ilar
to the resonant interaction of an electronically excited
atom and a ground state atom . For even partial waves
the interm olecular potential is asym ptotically given by
W,R)= (@ 3co¢ ,)=2R3, where , is the angk
between R and the z-axis. W e consider the weakly inter—
acting regin e w here the characteristic energy scale ofthis
interaction, E 1>, is sm aller than the B loch band
separation. Here ]y is the oscillator length of the on-site
ham onic con nement. Then, the twobody problem in
a ham onic potential can be solved in them ean— eld ap—
proxin ation by using the pseudopotential approach (see
f_ZZj'] and references therein). Due to the anisotropy of
W , R ) the corresponding on-site interaction energy, V,,
can be tuned at w JJlby changing the aspect ratio of the
on-site con nem ent .[28

W e arrive at the ollow ing expression or H g yp ¢
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It iseasy to see that () holds orarbirary lling factors
as long as the on-site density pro les rem ain G aussian.
However, for the purpose of this paper it is su cient to
consider on average one or two m olecules per site. The
ten coupling constants in Eq. {_5 are di cul to control
Independently. However, In m any cases not all of them
are relevant. For a m ixture of s and t, m olecules the

relevant coupling constants are U, U,, and V,. These
are tunabl through trap aspect ratio and/or Feshbach
resonance. W hen considering this system we will take
U = U, and V V.. Another exampl is the M ott
Insulating state w ith one m olecule per site (@ll kinds of
m olecules are allowed) when the interaction energies are
much larger than J. Then, the particular values of the
on-site coupling constants are not inportant (or me-
chanical stability it is su clent that they are positive)
and the state of the system is found by m inin izing the
Intersite dipolar interactions.

W e now discuss the resulting phase diagram , rst fo-
cusing our attention on the M ott insulating state with
onem okcul per site. W e take the variationalwave finc—
tion

Y
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where describes the fraction of the m olecules excited
IntoN = 1 statesand ; isanom alized com plex vector

; i =1.Here, ; isthe variationalparam eter which
desclbes the direction the dipole m om ent points on site i.
T his allow s us to construct variational states that bene-

tmaxin ally from dipolar interactions. In all cases dis—
cussed below we veri ed the absence of phase separation
by checking the ngenva]ues ofthe com pressbility m atrix
for s and t bosons f24] Taking the expectation valie of
the deo]e operator G) w ith our variational wave func—
tion (_6 we obtain hd; 1= sin@ )j Joos( ; 2B .t)
wherewehavewritten ; = j "¢ .Upon taking the
expectation valie of dipole Ham iltonian (-4), we nd for
the dipolar energy
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W hen m inin izing the energy in 1) it is in portant to
keep track of the conservation law s that m ay be present
for certain experin ental geom etries and on the iniial
preparation of the system . W e will now consider sev—
eral exam ples of ordering In the M ott nsulating state.
A lthough the dipole interaction in all cases is described
by ('j) wew illsee that di erent preparation leads to very
di erent types of order. Though all discussion in this
work will be restricted to 2d, we em phasize that there
are nontrivial results in the M ott lnsulating phase for the
1d and 3d cases aswell. Asthe rst example, we con—
sider the square lattice In the xy-planede ned by vectors
a; = % and a; = ¢.Dueto crosstem ssuch ass’t;st, in
the dipolar ham iltonian @), we see that ty m olecules can
be converted to t, m olecules and viceversa. Thus, N,
and N, are not conserved quantities, and, consequently,
the only conserved quantities are Ng and N¢, . Now
consider preparing this system in a m xture of N = 0



and N = 1;N, = 1 states. Then after the system re—
laxes, taking the constraints into account, we m ust have
xed lN;i= N co’ (), W i+ N i= N sh®( ), and
W i= 0. This gives the constraints on the variational
wave function i, = Oand jxF+ j,F = 1. We see
that the dipoles are allowed to rotate freely In the xy—
plane. For this case, the dijpols will choose to point
head-to-tail in the direction of one of the bonds, while
altemating in the other. Thus, it is straightforward to
see that this gives the ordering wave vector g = (0; ;0)
with i = e@R*"0) and , = 4, = Owhere’( is
an arbitrary phase corresponding to a change ofphase of
the tin e dependent oscillations of the dipolarm om ent.

W e poInt out that this con guration is degenerate
to the one w ith dipoles pointing head-to-tail In the y—
direction.

A s the next exam ple In two dim ensions, we take the
sam e lattice as In the previous exam ple, but prepare the
system In am xtureofN = 0OandN = 1;N, = O states.
Recalling that for this geom etry, both N3 and N, are
conserved quantities, we nd the constraint on the varia—
tionalwave function i = 4 = Oand ;, = €' :.W ih
this constraint, the dipole Interaction energy is

sin® 2 )X cos(’ ;
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Here, the dipolesare con ned to point in the z-direction,
and therefore cannot point head-to-tail. This gives an—
tiferrom agnetic ordering In all directions, g = ( ; ;0),

wih 3, = €@ R 0) ywhere ’  is an arbitrary phase.
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FIG . 1l: The ordering wave vector as the lattice is tilted by

angle . A sdescribed In thetext, forthis situation am agnetic
eld is used to break the degeneracy between W = 1,N, =
1;0;1) states.

For the nal exampl for the M ott Insulating state,
we consider a lattice In the xz-plane given by a; =
cos( )&+ sin( )2anda, = sin( )&+ cos( )2. In addi-
tion, we consider breaking the degeneracy ofthe N = 1,
N, = 1;0;1) states with an extemal static m agnetic

eld in the z-direction w hich w ill introduce the tem pro—
portional to B L, into our ham iltonian. P reparing the
system In a superposiion of N = OandN = 1;N, =1
states, we note that because of this degeneracy breaking,
there w ill be no m ixing between other angular m om en—
tum states. T hat is, we can com pltely n@g_]ect the t ;0
states. Thiswillgive 3 = iy =¢€'= 2and ,= 0
which will con ne our dipols to rotate in the xy-plane

as:hd; )i= dpoos("; 2B )R+ dysin(’; 2Bt)9:The
dipolar energy of this system is therefore
sin? ()X coss 5@ 3el,)
Egp = - : )
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Weusstheansatz’ ;=g R+ "¢ to ndthemininum
of this dipolar energy for a particular lattice de ned by
the angle , and the results are summ arized In F ig. :1}

W e now consider m elting the M ott Insulator, and en—
tering the super uid (SF') state. An interesting question
to consider is what happens to the ordering wave vec—
tor as the M ott insulating state ism elted? For instance,
deep In the super uid phase, we will have g = 0 which
is favorable for B oseE instein condensation while we saw
that antiferrom agnetic ordering is typically favored in the
M ott insulating state by dipolar interactions. O ne pos—
sbility is that the wave vector Interpolates an oothly be—
tw een these tw 0 extrem esasthe hopping J increases. An—
otherpossibility isthat them olecules in the s and t states
phaseseparate. W e w ill show below that both scenarios
are possble depending on on-site energy param eters In
our original ham iltonian. For sin plicity, we restrict our
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 , polarized light.
For further sim plicity, we take lN ¢i= W i= N=2. As
we saw before, we can neglect populating the t; and t,
states, and this phase has antiferrom agneticg= ( ; ;0)
order In the M ott Insulating phase.

A Jlow ing for noninteger occupation per site m otivates
the variationalw ave fiinction

Y ®
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where a] = cos( e ®is]+ sin( )& ®it), and nom ak
zation requires | j.f = 1 (compare with ). As
before, this wave function m axin izes the dipole energy
for a given site which is energetically favorable. W e can
now use a canonical transform ation to w rite our origi-
nalham iltonian In temm s of the boson operators a{ de—

ned above) and ¥ =  sin( )ePs Risl + cos( )Pt Rit,
(@ new variabl resulting from the transform ation), and
drop the tem swhich give zero w hen evaluated using the
above variational wave function {_i(_i) . This leads to the
follow Ing singlesitem ean eld ham iltonian
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FIG.2: The phase diagram for V. = U (kft) and V = 0
(right) . For both cases, the dipolar Interaction strength was

xed at = U=5. Shown are the antiferrom agnetic M I states
w ith one and two bosons per site labeled M I1 and M 2. SF1
and SF 2 correspond to super uid statesw ith partialand com —
plete phase separation (described in text). SF 3 isa super uid
phase w ith no phase separation which has an ordering wave
vector that interpolatesbetween the M ott lnsulating and deep
super uid regim e.

where n, = aYa and we have already perfom ed the
m inin ization over the center of mass momentum p =
(et + Ps)=2. The ground state of this ham iltonian for

xed  (rlative concentrations) and g = p ps (=l
tive m om entum ) can be detem ined selfconsistently in
hai and n, i through iteration num erically. T he general
approach will then be to m inim ize these ground state
energles over ¢, 2 [0; J]and 2 [0; =2]. W hen the
mimmum occurs or € =4, phase separation w ill oc-
cur.

T he resulting phase diagram sare shown in Fjg.:_j. The
M ott insulating phases are antiferrom agnetically aligned
and were discussed In the previous section. SF1 cor—
responds to partial phase separation where part of the
lattice will have a larger concentration of s m olecules
while the other part will have a higher concentration of
t m olecules. Recall that phase separation w ill occur for
when 6 =4 since we initially prepare the system to
have equalpopulationsofm olecules in the s and t, states.
The region wih more s molcules w ill have (Og)yx;y = O
and @Et)x;y = . Thiswillallow the m ore populated s
speciestobene tm axin ally from BEC which prefers zero
wave vector while stillgiving ¢;y, = which is preferred
forthe dipole nteraction. T he sim ilar situation holds for
the region of the lattice with a higher concentration of
t, molcules. SF2 corresponds to the case where the s
and t, m olecules com pletely phase separate. Since the
dipole interaction is negliglble for this case, we w ill have

cost () + sin’ () + 2cof ()si? ( )ooslg ) a¥hai+ ama’i

cosl@  R) 1
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©s)x;y = Er)x;y = 0 which will avor BEC . Finally, SF 3
corresponds to the case m entioned above w here the wave
vector g interpolates between the desp super uid and
M ott insulating states (0 < g,y < ) Prwhich no phase
separation occurs ( = =4).

In conclusion, we have shown that polarm oleculespre—
pared In a m ixture of two rotational states can exhibit
Iongrange dipolar Interactions in the absence ofan exter—
nalelectric eld. W e have described severalnovelM ott
nsulating and super uid phasesthat can be realized asa
result of such an Interaction. Such states can be detected
by B ragg scattering or by tin e-of- ight expansion :_[-2_‘5].
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Note added: W hen this m anuscript was close to com —
pletion we becam e aw are of a paper considering a sin ilar
system {13].
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