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In this paper, we Investigate the ground state properties of a m ixture of two species of ferm ionic
atom s in one-din ensional optical lattice, as described by the asym m etric Hubbard m odel. The
quantum phase transition from density wave to phase separation is Investigated by studying both
the corresponding charge order param eter and quantum entanglem ent. A rigorous proof that even
for the single hole doping case, the density wave is unstable to the phase separation in the in nite U
Iim i, isgiven. T herefore, our resuls are quite nstructive forboth on-going experin ents on strongly
correlated cold-atom ic system s and traditional heavy fermm ion system s.
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I. NTRODUCTION

R apid progress in B oseE Instein condensates in optical
lattices [1,12,153,14,/51has opened fascinating experin ental
possbilities n condensed m atter physics, atom ic physics,
and quantum inform ation. For exam ple, the experin ent
on neutral atom s trapped in the periodic potential of
an optical lattice has been used to realize an array of
quantum gates [4]. M oreover, cold-atom ic system s are
Intrinsically related to m any-body m odels In condensed
m atter physics. Com pared to solid state system s, cold—
atom ic system s could be better experin entally control-
lable. Thus, the Investigation of cold-atom ic system sw ill
not only help us to have a deep understanding of know n
physicalphenom ena iIn m any-body system s, but also pro-
vide hints to explore new areas of physics. Such a beau—
tifal prospect has attracted m any theoretical attentions
e,1,8,9,10,11].

Quite recently, experiments on fem ionic atom s
trapped in optical lattices[H] were carried out which
opened a door for us to nd deeper insights into som e
essential problem s in condensed m atter physics, such as
BEC-BCS crossover, super uidity, and M ott=nsulating
phase. Ik was proposed that ultracold femm ionic atom s
exposed to the periodical potential of an optical lattice
could be an ideal realization of the B oseH ubbard m odel
[€], the spin-dependent Hubbard m odel [/], and the an—
tiferrom agnetic states or d-wave pairing states [@]. The
unigue control over all relevant param eters in these sys—
tem s [B] allow s people to carry out experim ents which
are not handy w ith solid state system s, so they m arked a
m ilestone tow ards the understanding of som e fundam en—
tal concepts in quantum m any-body system s.

In this paper, we consider a system of two species
of fermm ionic atom s [@] w th equal num bers (or one type
of ferm lonic atom s w ith spin-depent hoping integralli])
away from half- Iling in an one-dim ensional optical lat—
tice, as described by the asymm etric Hubbard m odel
[12,113,114] AHM ). The system is expected to have a
density wave ODW ) state and phase separation P S) of
two atom species state [L3], and we investigate the quan—
tum phase transition QPT) from the DW state to the

PS state In this system by studying both the quantum
entanglem ent and traditionalDW order param eter. W e
show that the entanglem ent can help us to w iness crit—
icalphenom enon and show s scaling behavior around the
critical point. The phase transition is also clari ed by
the com petition between two di erent m odes of struc—
ture factor. A globalphase diagram as a function of the
Jocal nteraction U and the ratio of two hoping Integrals
is then obtained underdi erent Iling conditions.M ore—
over, we give a rigorous proof, that even for the case ofa
sihgle hole doping away from half- lling,theDW state is
unstable to the PS state in the in nie U Ilimi. Aswill
be shown below , ifwe regard two regions in the P S phase
as one solid-lke region of heavy atom s and another as a
Jicquid-like region of light atom s, respectively, the QP T
is just a physical realization of the quantum solvation
process [L6] in the optical lattice. T herefore, our results
are quite Instructive for on-going experim entson strongly
correlated cold-atom ic system s. T he behavior of entan—
glem ent In this system can help people to have a deep
understanding of the critical phenom enon.

T his paper is organized as ollow s. Tn section[IT, we n—
troduce the H am iltonian ofthe AHM , and show how to
realize the m odelin the quasione-din ensionalperiodical
potential of an optical lattice. W e will also brie y in—
troduce the background of the m odel in the condensed
m atter physics. Tn section [T, we study the ground-
state entanglem ent of the system . W e will show that a
schem aticphase diagram can be obtained from the entan—
glem ent betw een a localpart and the rest ofthe system of
a nite sample. In section[IV], by studying the structure
factor of the density distribution of heavy atom s, we can
obtain a quantitative phase diagram for di erent Iling
conditions via both the exact diagonalization ED ) and
density m atrix renom alization group O M RG ) m ethods.
In section V], we w ill give a rigorous proof that even r
the case of a singke hole doping away from half- 1ling,
the DW state isunstable to the PS state n the In nie
U lm it. W hik ifU is very large, the critical point then
is approached Inearly with 1=U . T section V1, we will
discuss the m echanian of the existence of the P S, the
possbility of the PS in high dim ension, and conditions
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for experim ental realization. F inally, we sum m arize our
results in section [V 1.

II. THE MODEL HAM ILTONIAN

The onedin ensional AHM isde ned as

X X X xt
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m Eq.ll), t ( = ; ) distinguishes the species of
ferm jonic atom s 4., *Liand ‘°K), cz andcy ; =";#
are creation and annihilation operators for atom s at
site j respectively, and n = ¢ , while U denotes the
strength of on-site interaction. In thism odel, the H am i+
tonian hasU (1) U (1) Sygn m etry for th@ generalt, and
theatom snumberN = ,ny ;N = ,nj arecon-
served respectively. T he total num ber of atom s is given
byN =N + N ,andthe Iling factorisn= N=L.

T he asym m etric H ubbard m odel [I) can be used asan
e ective m odel to describe a m xture of two species of
ferm Jonic atom s In an one-din ensionaloptical lattice. Tn
order to have a quasione-din ensionalsystem , we suggest
that the optical lattice potential takes the form of

H = ny (@)

7

V ®;y;z) = Vo sih® kx) + V, in® ky) + sin® kz)J;

~2k2
Vo = i
0 2m
v, = ~2k2 (2)
: *om
Herek = 2 = and isthe wavelength ofthe laser light,

and Vo and V,; denote the m axinum potential depth
along the x direction and in the yz plane respectively.
T he potential depth is m easured in units of the recoil
energy ~?k?=2m . In order to freeze the hoping process
In the yz plane we should have V; Vo . For a single
atom in the periodic lattice, swave fiinction isthe B loch
state, which is actually a superposition of well localized
W annier state. T herefore, if we restrict ourselfto a very
low tem perature, where the them al uctuation cannot
excite the atom to the second band, the W annier state
can be approxin ated by the ground state ofa single atom
In the potential well. For the present case, the ground
state can be w ritten as
! 1=2 oo
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Then the hoping m atrix elem ent between the two ad p—

cent sites i, j can be calculated as
Z
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w hich results in the hoping integralalong the x direction
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M oreover, iftwo atom s, and occupy the sam e site,
they w ill repel each other. T he on-site Interaction can be
approxin ated w ith
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w here a is the scattering length. U sing the wave finction
ofEq. [@), we cbtain
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Finally, if we have a system of two species of polarized
ferm Jonic atom s in the optical lattice, the hoping integral
and the on-site interaction w illhave the form (in units of
t)

P
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Taking Li( ) and K ( ), two species of atom s, as an
exam ple and v, = 16, we have

t 7 0:15;

3587a v 2P =
U’ = e : )
v+ 8)

In condensed m atter physics, the asym m etric H ubbard
m odelis one ofthem ost sin plest two band m odelswhich
is believed to describbe m any essential physical properties
of strongly correlated system s. To understand the in-—
teresting phenom ena which m ay happen in the ground
state of the Ham ilttonian [I), it is very usefil to look
into the two lim iting cases of Eq. [). Ift = t , the
AHM becom es the Hubbard m odel [L7]. In 1D , the Hub-
bard m odel can be solved exactly by the Betheansatz
m ethod.[L8] The wave function and the energy spoectra
then can be calculated exactly. In the large U Im i,
the Hubbard m odel can be approxin ated by the fam ous
t J model, n which the spin-spin interaction is of the
antiferrom agnetic type. T herefore, i is w idely acoepted
that the ground state of the Hubbard m odel at half-

lling show s the spin-density wave. O n the other hand,
ift = 0, the AHM becom es FalicovK inball m odel.
[L9,120,121,122] In 1D, it has been pointed out that the
system w ill segregate into an em pty lattice W ith no
atom s and all atom s) and a full lattice Wih all
atom s and no atom s) in the large U 1lim it when away
from the half- lling. T herefore, the two lin ing cases of
the AHM belong to di erent universality classes, a phase
transition from PS to DW is expected to appear som e~
where on the U t plane.
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FIG.1l: (color online) The changes of symm etry In the ground state wave function is analyzed by considering the quantum

correlation, ie. entanglem ent, between localblock and other parts of the system . Here L = 6;N

=N = 2;1= 2, and the

antiperiodic boundary conditions are assum ed In order to avoid levelcrossing in the ground state. Four gures correspond to

di erent block size: a(l= 1), b (1= 2),c(l= 3),and d(1= 4).

ITII. GROUND STATE ENTANGLEM ENT

In recent years, studies on the rol of entanglem ent
In the quantum critical behavior @] have established
a bridge between quantum inform ation theory and sta—
tistical physics. 24, 125, [26] T is believed that the en—
tanglem ent, as a kind of quantum correlation, can help
us identify quantum phase transition in m any-body sys—
tem s. To have an Intuitive picture ofthe globalphase di-
agram ,wemust rst com pute the entanglem ent between
a localblock and the rest of the system . For the present
m odel, the local states on each site have four possble
con gurations, denoted by

1= P L343 4l= 1:2;3;4:
The H ibert space associated w ith the L-site system is
spanned by 4" basis vectors. If we choose the periodic
boundary conditions for N = 4n + 2 and antiperiodic
boundary condiions for N = 4n, where n is an integer,
the ground state is nondegenerate. Considering the re—
duced density m atrix of a block of 1 successive sites of

the ground state
1=twj ih 3 (10)
the von N eum ann entropy E, (1), ie.

Ey D= trlilg, (1)] 11)

m easures the entanglem ent between the 1 sites and the
L  lsitesofthe system . Like the wellknown fact in clas-
sical optics that the three-din ensional in age of one ob—
“ect can be recovered from a an allpiece ofholograph due
to the interference pattem of the re ected light beam s
from i, quantum superposition principle also allow s us
to see a global picture of the system from its local part
@,@]. Aswas shown for som e typicalm odels in con—
densed m atter physics, such as the extended Hubbard
m odel@], the entanglem ent of the ground state can give
us a globalview of the phase diagram .

>From thispoint ofview , we show a threedin ensional
diagram and its contour m ap of the entanglem ent w ith
block size 1= 1;2;3;4 for 6-site system with N =N =
2 in Fig.[d. It hasbeen pointed out that in the extended
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FIG .2: Theentanglem ent (left) and its st derivative (right)
as a function oft for various block size and a speci ed U =
200. The inset show s the scaling behavior of the m inim um
point of dE ; ()=dt at the criticalpoint. Here L. = 10;N =
N = 4.

Hubbard m odel], the single-site entanglem ent can distin-
guish the three m ain phases In the ground state. The
reason is that the density distribbutions of the di erent
m odes In the reduced density m atrix ofa single site, such
asthe doubl occupancy, In the extended H ubbard m odel
are sensitive in the quantum phase transitions. H ow ever,
from Fig. [[), the shgle-site entanglem ent n AHM is
rather trivial in the large U region. &t isnot di cul to
understand this phenom ena. For the present m odel, the
reduced density m atrix ofa single site hasa sim ple fom ,
_|26I 29]/

1= zPi03+ u” jih j+u jih j+wj ih F A2)
in which z;u";u , and w are the density distrdbutions
for di erent local states, and can be calculated as

w = mni=trt n 1);
uw =mi w;u=mi w;
z=1 d u W: 13)

In the large U lim i, the double occupancy oftwo atom s
on a singlk site is forbidden, ie.w ’ 0. Then fora nie
system with periodic or antiperiodic boundary condi-
tions, m i and n i are constants. This fact leads to
a constant single-site entanglem ent during the evolution
oft in the large U region Fig. [D@)). For the case of
n = 1=3;n = 1=3, E, (1) has the value Iog, 3, so the
single-site entanglem ent is Insensitive to the phase tran—
sition from DW to PS. This property is very sim ilar to
the sihgle-site entanglem ent in spin m odels R7] and the
Jonic Hubbard m odel.28]

C kearly, the transition from DW to P S is intrinsically
related to the change ofdensity distribbution ofone species
ofatom son the lattice. In order to contain enough infor—
m ation of the density-densiy correlation from the point
of view of the entanglem ent, m ore sites should be In-
cluded into the block. A ccording to this point, we show

the two-site entanglem ent as a function oft and U in

Fig.[ (), from which we inm ediately notice two di er-
ent regions: one is an aliplano m arked w ith warm color
(denoted by \P S" in the contourm ap ofF ig.[d (o)), whike

the other is a plain with cold color (denoted by \DW "

in contourmap of Fig. [M k). Taking into account the

known fact of the two lim iting cases of this m odel, such

an obvious di erence w inesses the critical phenom enon
betw een two universal classes.

In order to understand this ocbvious di erence of the
tw o-site entanglem ent In two phases, ket us have a look
at the structure ofthe corresponding reduced density m a—
trix. For the AHM , the total numbers of atom s and

atom s are good quantum num bers, which leads to the
fact that for arbitrary block size 1, there is no coherent
superposition of local states with di erent values of N
and N in the reduced density m atrix. That is, the re—
duced density m atrix m ust have the block-diagonal form

clssi edbybothN (1) andN (@), ie.
1= diagf 1(0;0); 1(1;0); 10;1);:::; 1 Dg  (14)
where 1(nas;np) is a matrix which hasn, atom s and

n, atom s. According to thede nition ofvon Neum ann
entropy (hence the entanglem ent), itsm agnitude is really
determ ned by the distrdbution of the eigenvalues of the
reduced density m atrix. T hat is, the m ore uniform ly dis—
trbbuted the eigenvalues, the higher the entropy. In the
P S phase, elem ents In the reduced density m atrix related
to thebasis j i, which denotestwo atom s congregate
together, are nite, whilke in the DW region, they are al-
m ost zero. T his fact leads to a Jarger entanglem ent w ith
a block size larger than 2 in the P S phase, but otherw ise
In the DW phase. So the transition introduces a signi -
cant change into the value of the entanglem ent, and vice
versa. From Fig.[ (c), we can seethatE, (3) shares sin —
ilar properties w ith E, (2) . O n the other hand, since the
ground state is transhtional nvariant, the entanglem ent
satis esthe equation E, () = E, (L 1), Therefore, we
havethe same guresofE, 2) andE, 4) Fi.d d)) or
the 6-site system .

M oreover, In the region 12 [0;L=2] the entanglem ent
is a non-decreasing fiinction of 1, as is shown in Fig. [2
for a 10-site system with N = N = 4 and U = 200.
Therefore ts rst derivative develops a m lninum at the
criticalpoint, aswe can see from Fig.[2. M oreover, as the
block size increases, them inin um point becom es sharper
and sharper, exhibits a scaling behavior as shown in the
inset of Fig.[2, ie, dE, ()=dt / 1laround the critical
t .

IVv. CHARGE ORDER PARAMETER AND
PHASE DIAGRAM

T hough the entanglem ent can give us useful inform a—
tion about the phase diagram , the dom inating con gura—
tionsin di erentphasesrem ainsunknown. So it is in por—
tant to study the structure factor In com peting phases.



FIG .3: (color online) T he structure factor of DW as a func—
tion oft and variousm odes, ie. quantized m om entum . H ere
L=10;N =N = 4;U = 200.

FIG .4: (color online) The structure factor of DW as a func—
tion oft and variousm odes, ie. quantized m om entum . H ere
L=10;N =N = 4;U = 50.

Taking Into acocount that the dom inating con guration

of atomsisquitedi erent In two phases, we introduce

the follow ng structure factorof DW of atom s

1 X h i

Seow @= €77 Vmyny i mi) ;oas)
1

whereg= 2n =L;n = 0;1; ;L. T Bligwe show
that the structure factor as a function oft fordi erent
modes for a system with L = 10 and a relhtively large
U = 200. The gure shows an obvious com petition be-
tween the two m odes. In the amallt lim i, ie. when
atom hasvery heavy m ass, Scpw (= 2 =L) dom inates,
which indicates phase separation i this region R0]. A
carefiil scrutiny of the ground-state wavefunction nds
that the con guration
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FIG .5: (coloronline) The ground phase diagram In theU t

plane In Jarge U case. The dom lnating con guration in the
up-region isDW and below the boundary line it isPS.Here
L=10;N =N

of atom sisdom inant. T isnotdi cul to Interpret this
result. In the anallt Iim i, the m a pr contrbution to
the ground-state energy com es from the atoms. So in
order to have a lower energy, they need m ore free space
because the energy of particles inside the Fem i surface
is 2cosk);k / 1=L.Then atom swillbe pushed by
atom s to form clusters and phase separation occurs. For
a nie size system, the translational symm etry is still
preserved, while in the them odynam ic lim i, especially
In high din ensions, the symm etry in the ground state
m Ight be broken due to the very high potential energy
between di erent con gurations of atoms. Then the
system w illbe separated into tw o distinct regionsm acro-
scopically. O ne is the solid-lke region of atom s, whike
the other is the liquid-like region of atom s. The latter
can be described by am odelofN atom s trapped in an
In nitepotentialwellwith length L. N + 1. Theground
state is Insulating and the energy is sin ply

]
—_— 16
L N +1 e

=1

W hilke ift ! 1, Scpw (= N =L) exceeds Scpw (=
2 =L),which Imnplies that atom s distrbute uniform Iy
on the optical Iattice. Then together wih  atom s, the
ground state becom es the so called DW state, which can
be regarded as a solution of and atom s, as shown by
the con guration

]I 4 4 4 4 4 14 14 14 1:

of and atoms.In islin tihg caset = 1, them odel
goes back to the traditional H ubbard m odelw hose exci-
tation spectrum is gapless, so the system is a conductor
away from half- ]Jjnglﬂ]. T herefore, di erent con gura—
tions dom Inate In di erent regions and the com petition



between them leads to a critical phenom enon. A coord—
Ing to this criterion, we can use the intersection of the
structure factor oftw o m odes to detem ine the transition
point on the U t plne fora nite system . W e plot
the phase diagram on the U t plane in Fig. [§ Pra
10-site system with di erent 1lingN = N = 4;6;8.

However, the results fora nite system is rather quali-
tative. In order to have quantitative results fora realsys—
tem , scaling analysis is crucial. For thispurpose, we rst
estin ate the scaling behavior of the ground-state energy
in the critical region by the ED and DM RG m ethod.[30]
h Fig. [d, we show the scaling behavior of the ground—
state energy at a given density n = 2=3. Resuls are
obtained for system s w ith open boundary conditions via
the DM RG m ethod in which up to 150 states are kept in
the nitealgorithm . Ikt isevident that the 1im iting energy
is approached linearly w ith 1=L . A relation of the form

EoN)=E @1 )+ a=L; @7)
where a is a constant, holds quie accurately in a large
U region. Since the quantum critical phenom ena is re—
lated to the shgularity in ground-state energy, the 1=L
correlation in Eq. [[7) actually implies that the phase
boundary bearsa sim ilar scaling behavior. Based on this
consideration, we take n = 2=3 as an exam ple to show
the scaling behavior ofthe phase boundary forboth open
and antiperiodic boundary conditions in Fig.[d.

Tt hasbeen shown that, based on the variation princi-
ples, one can obtain the lower and upper bounds of the
phase boundary wih di erent boundary conditions, such
as periodic, antiperiodic, and open boundaries. From
Fig. [d, i is clearly shown that data with APBC give a
Iower bound whilk data wih OBC give an upper bound
on the transition point. M oreover, the extrapolated data
based on the 1=L scaling of the two approaches for an
In nite system agree w ith each other. T his phenom enon
is consistent w ith the fact that the physics In a realsys—
tem should be independent of the boundary conditions.
M oreover, we can also estin ate errors In our extrapola-—
tion. W epresented a nalphase diagram w ith errorbars
sm aller than the size of the symbols in Fig.[§.

In the sm allU region,we can see that there isa critical
U on the U -axis for the density n = 2=3. However, ifn is
reduced, the critical U tends to zero. In the low density
lin i, the phase boundary scales ket / U? intheamall
U region, which agrees w ith the resuls ocbtained by the
B osonization m ethod [32] excellently.

In the large U region, the criticalt increases as U
Increases. W e take a system ofL = 12;)N = N = 4
as an exam ple, and show the 1=U behavior of the phase
boundary in Fig. [@. From the gure, we can see that
the criticalt isproportionalto 1=U in the largeU 1l it.
M oreover, Fig. [d m anifests that U will be saturated in
the in nite U lim i. That is, for a given concentration,
there exists a saturation t2 above which the phase sepa-
ration w ill never happen regardless how large the on-site
U is. Based on these physical intuition, the boundary
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FIG . 6: The scaling behavior of the ground-state energy for
tw o points near to the both sides of the critical point. Here
n = 2=3.
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FIG .7: The scaling behavior of the phase boundary for both
open boundary conditions (triangular lines) and antiperiodic
boundary conditions (square lines). Heren = 2=3.

line satis esthe relation

t =+t +Cc=U; (18)
where C isa constant, and both £ and C depend on the
Tling conditions.

V. SINGLE-HOLE PROBLEM

In this section, we give a rigorous proof that even for
the case ofone hole doping away from half- lling,theDW
state is unstable to the PS state In the in nie U Iim it.
IfU isvery large, the critical point then is approached
Iinearly with 1=U .

W e rstoonsider an odd-site ssmplewih L = 2N +
I;N =N andih niteU.The space of DW is spanned
by 2L basis:

®ii= J1i 27 it oL o1 n4ri2 ;L]



FIG . 8: The ground-state phase diagram ofthe AHM fortwo
1ling condtions: n = 2=3;2=5.
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FIG . 9: 1=U behavior of the phase boundary in the large U
region, asexempli edbyasystem withL = 12;N =N = 4.

and
®ii= J1; 27 L ofiioLo1s uiii2 L+ 1;2L);
where ; denotes a hole at site i. Then the H am ittonian

N,
N,

FIG . 10: The periodical square potential wells used to de-
scribe the dynam ics of a hole in dem ixed phase.
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It can be solved exactly. T he whole energy spectra ofthe
system are given by

q

E = 1+ 2+ 2t cos(ky); (20)

ksy= 3 =L;3j= 0;1;:::;L 1
T he ground-state w avefunction for arbitrary odd L is

1 ®
Joi= p= Bili @1)
2L o,
w ith the eigenenergy Epy = 1 t.

However, In the case of com pletely dem ixed phase, the
whole space is spanned by L (L 1) basis. The Ham iltto—
nian then describes the problem of singlk particle m otion
in periodic square potentialwells (see Fig.[10) w ith dif-
ferent hoping Integrals n di erent region. P recisely, the
H am iltonian becom es

X
H = &y ; @2)

Ji
w here dljf and dj are hole creation and annihilation oper-

ators n each potentialwell, and

X
H= t

Ji

elsew here. The ground state of this Ham iltonian in the
therm odynam ic 1im it is identical to the ground state of

2+ PB; 0< x< N ;
H= 2t+tp?; N < x<N ; e

w ith periodic boundary conditions
®)= &+N +N ): (25)

For the Jatter, a bound state always exists for arbitrary
welldepth 2 2t . Then ifN =N ! 1 ,the ground-
state energy is sin ply 2, which is obviously sm aller than

Epy = 1 t.Fora nitesystem exceptL = 3, it can
also be shown that Eps (L) < Epy (L). For exam ple if
L=5N =N = 2,wehave
a
Eps(@L = 5) = 2+ 2¢: (26)

Therefore, In the in nie U lim it, the DW state isunsta—
bl to the PS state. Such a rigorous result is also valid



for a system of two species of hard-core bosonic atom s
and BoseFermm im xtures with di erent hoping integrals
in optical lattices.

W hen the on-site U is very large but not In nite, the
Ham iltonian [) can be approxin ated by [13]

¥ X X
H = tc}j{; G+
=1 = 1
XL
+J S5 $a1+ sisi, nnye 1 ;@27)
j=1
in which
4t t € t)? 2+ £
J=——i =—FJr7—i = @8)
U 2t t 8t t
Clarly ift = t , the above Ham iltonian becom es the

t J model The ground state ofthet J modelwih a
single-hole doping becom es the N agacka ferrom agnetism
[B1] if the contrbution from the kinetic energy in Eqg.
[27) exceeds that from the spin-spin antiferrom agnetic
Interaction. In order to study the condition ofPS, we

rst suppose that the ground state ofthe system isphase
separated. T hen the ground-state energy can be approx—
In ated by

B.r 24 L 0% )3

2
2 29)

O n the otherhand, ifthe ground state isin theDW state,
the ground-state energy can be approxin ated by that of
the XX Z chain. For the latter, the ground-state energy
per bond has the form [33]

" #
L inh 1+ 2Xl (30)
= Sm — —_—
Sxz 4 2 e o+ 1
n=1
where cosh = 1+ . Then the ground-stat energy of

the DW phase becom es

Epw ' 1 t+ @ 2)J&xz: (31)
Here, in both Epy and Eps, the nite-size correction to
the ground-state energy is not taken into acoount, so the
criticalvalue is estin ated approxin ately. D espite ofthis,
the qualitative behavior of critical point is clear, ie.

" #

t 1 JLshh 0 (1=U);@32)

e + 1

which m eans only ifU L,theDW state isunstable to
P S state. For a given L, the phase boundary scales like

t =1 C=U; (33)
in the lJarge U lim i. C kearly, Eq. [33) is consistent w ith

our previous result Eq. [18)).

VI. DISCUSSION S

Obviously, unlke the PS in thet J modelllS] and
the extended Hubbard m odel R26], which is the conse—
quence of attractive Interaction between particls, the
P S In the ground state ofthe AHM is driven by kinetic
energy. T herefore, though our results are based on a one—
din ensionalm odel, the underlying physics is quie gen—
eralfor system s in any dim ension. T hat is, in the Jarge U
Iim i, the dynam ics of a system oftwo species of atom s
at zero tem perature is dom inated by the light atom s. In
order to have a lower energy, they need m ore free space
tom ove. Thism echanisn forces heavy atom s to congre—
gate together, so the latter becom es a solid-like ob gct.
In experin ent, two separated regions are expected to be
w inessed m acroscopically. However, when t ! t , the
dynam ics of heavy atom s is com parable to that of light
atom s, the exchange interaction drives the system into
a DW state. Therefore, if we consider the PS state as
a classical phase containing solid-lke order and the DW
state as a quantum region w ih liquid properties in the
w hole system , the transition reported In ourwork is jast
an exam ple of a crossover from the classical region to the
quantum region.

Such an interesting transition is expected to be cb-
served In the on-going experin ents on optical lattices.
W etakea system consisting oftw o soeciesofatom s (such
as®Li( )and *°K ( )withm =m ’ 20=3) asan exam -
ple. Since the typical scattering length for alkaline atom s
ranges from 40 to 100 ag onr [34,135], and laserwavelength

= 852nm [3]. Then from Eqg. [8) we roughly estin ate
that P S phase can be ocbserved when v > 04 according
the phase diagram in Fig.[d.

VII. SUMMARY

In summ ary, we have investigated the ground-state
phase diagram oftw o species of ferm ionic atom s trapped
In onedim ensional optical lattice. By using the ED
m ethod, we com puted the block-block entanglem ent be—
tween a local block and rest part for a snall system .
W e obtained an intuitive picture ofphase diagram ofthe
ground state and found that the entanglem ent In the P S
region is In general larger than that in the DW region
fora nie system . Its rst derivative develops a sharp
dow nw ard peak and show s scaling behaviorat the critical
point. W e also analyzed the structure factoroftheDW of

atom sby the ED and DM RG m ethod, and found that
the com petition between two di erent con gurations in
the ground-state w avefuinction leadsto a phase transition
at the critical point. T he global phase diagram was ob—
tained from the carefiil scaling analysis for various-size
system s and di erent boundary conditions. T herefore,
we results rstly gave a quantitative description of the
ground-state phase transition ofthe AHM away from the
half- Iing. Furthem ore, we gave a rigorous proof that
even for the case ofa singl hole doping, the DW state is



unstable to the PS In the n nie U lim it. Such a rigor-

ous conclusion clari es the physical picture of the phase
separation.
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