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In thispaper,we investigate the ground state propertiesofa m ixture oftwo speciesofferm ionic

atom s in one-dim ensionalopticallattice, 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 orderparam eterand quantum entanglem ent. A rigorousproofthateven

forthesingleholedoping case,thedensity waveisunstableto thephaseseparation in thein�niteU

lim it,isgiven.Therefore,ourresultsarequiteinstructiveforboth on-going experim entson strongly

correlated cold-atom ic system sand traditionalheavy ferm ion system s.

PACS num bers:03.75.G g,71.10.Fd,03.75.M n,05.70.Jk

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Rapid progressin Bose-Einstein condensatesin optical

lattices[1,2,3,4,5]hasopened fascinatingexperim ental

possibilitiesin condensed m atterphysics,atom icphysics,

and quantum inform ation.Forexam ple,the experim ent

on neutralatom s trapped in the periodic potentialof

an opticallattice 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 experim entally control-

lable.Thus,theinvestigation ofcold-atom icsystem swill

notonly help usto havea deep understanding ofknown

physicalphenom enain m any-bodysystem s,butalsopro-

vide hintsto explorenew areasofphysics.Such a beau-

tifulprospecthasattracted m any theoreticalattentions

[6,7,8,9,10,11].

Q uite recently, experim ents on ferm ionic atom s

trapped in optical lattices[5] were carried out which

opened a door for us to � nd deeper insights into som e

essentialproblem sin condensed m atterphysics,such as

BEC-BCS crossover,super
 uidity,and M ott-insulating

phase. It was proposed that ultracold ferm ionic atom s

exposed to the periodicalpotentialofan opticallattice

could bean idealrealization oftheBose-Hubbard m odel

[6],the spin-dependentHubbard m odel[7],and the an-

tiferrom agnetic states or d-wave pairing states [8]. The

unique controloverallrelevantparam etersin these sys-

tem s [5]allows people to carry out experim ents which

arenothandy with solid statesystem s,so they m arked a

m ilestonetowardstheunderstanding ofsom efundam en-

talconceptsin quantum m any-body system s.

In this paper, we consider a system of two species

offerm ionic atom s[9]with equalnum bers(orone type

offerm ionic atom s with spin-depent hoping integral[7])

away from half-� lling in an one-dim ensionalopticallat-

tice, as described by the asym m etric Hubbard m odel.

[12,13,14](AHM ).The system is expected to have a

density wave (DW ) state and phase separation (PS) of

two atom speciesstate[15],and weinvestigatethequan-

tum phase transition (Q PT) from the DW state to the

PS state in this system by studying both the quantum

entanglem entand traditionalDW orderparam eter. W e

show thatthe entanglem entcan help usto witnesscrit-

icalphenom enon and showsscaling behavioraround the

criticalpoint. The phase transition is also clari� ed by

the com petition between two di� erent m odes ofstruc-

turefactor.A globalphasediagram asa function ofthe

localinteraction U and the ratio oftwo hoping integrals

isthen obtained underdi� erent� lling conditions.M ore-

over,wegivea rigorousproof,thateven forthecaseofa

singleholedoping away from half-� lling,theDW stateis

unstable to the PS state in the in� nite U lim it. Aswill

beshown below,ifweregard tworegionsin thePS phase

asone solid-likeregion ofheavy atom sand anotherasa

liquid-like region oflight atom s,respectively,the Q PT

is just a physicalrealization ofthe quantum solvation

process[16]in the opticallattice.Therefore,ourresults

arequiteinstructiveforon-goingexperim entson strongly

correlated cold-atom ic system s. The behaviorofentan-

glem ent in this system can help people to have a deep

understanding ofthe criticalphenom enon.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows.In section II,wein-

troduce the Ham iltonian ofthe AHM ,and show how to

realizethem odelin thequasione-dim ensionalperiodical

potentialofan opticallattice. W e willalso brie
 y in-

troduce the background ofthe m odelin the condensed

m atter physics. In section III, we study the ground-

state entanglem entofthe system . W e willshow that a

schem aticphasediagram can beobtained from theentan-

glem entbetween alocalpartand therestofthesystem of

a � nite sam ple.In sectionIV,by studying the structure

factorofthedensity distribution ofheavy atom s,wecan

obtain a quantitative phase diagram for di� erent � lling

conditionsvia both the exactdiagonalization (ED)and

density m atrix renorm alization group (DM RG )m ethods.

In section V,we willgive a rigorousproofthateven for

the case ofa single hole doping away from half-� lling,

the DW state isunstable to the PS state in the in� nite

U lim it. W hile ifU isvery large,the criticalpointthen

isapproached linearly with 1=U . In section VI,we will

discuss the m echanism ofthe existence ofthe PS,the

possibility ofthe PS in high dim ension,and conditions

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0601496v2
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forexperim entalrealization. Finally,we sum m arize our

resultsin section VII.

II. T H E M O D EL H A M ILT O N IA N

The one-dim ensionalAHM isde� ned as

H = �

LX

j= 1

X

�= � 1

X

�

t�c
y

j;�cj+ �;� + U

LX

j= 1

nj;�nj;�: (1)

In Eq.(1), t� (� = �;�) distinguishes the species of

ferm ionicatom s(e.g.,6Liand 40K ),c
y

j;� and cj;�;� = ";#

are creation and annihilation operators for � atom s at

site j respectively,and n� = cy�c�,while U denotesthe

strength ofon-siteinteraction.In thism odel,theHam il-

tonian hasU(1)
 U(1)sym m etry forthe generalt�,and

theatom snum berN � =
P

j
nj;�;N � =

P

j
nj;� arecon-

served respectively. The totalnum berofatom sisgiven

by N = N � + N �,and the � lling factorisn = N =L.

Theasym m etricHubbard m odel(1)can beused asan

e� ective m odelto describe a m ixture oftwo species of

ferm ionicatom sin an one-dim ensionalopticallattice.In

ordertohaveaquasione-dim ensionalsystem ,wesuggest

thatthe opticallattice potentialtakesthe form of

V (x;y;z)= V0 sin
2(kx)+ V? [sin

2(ky)+ sin2(kz)];

V0 = �
~
2k2

2m
;

V? = �?
~
2k2

2m
: (2)

Herek = 2�=� and � isthewavelength ofthelaserlight,

and V0 and V? denote the m axim um potential depth

along the x direction and in the yz plane respectively.

The potentialdepth is m easured in units ofthe recoil

energy ~
2k2=2m . In order to freeze the hoping process

in the yz plane we should have V? � V0. For a single

atom in theperiodiclattice,itswavefunction istheBloch

state,which isactually a superposition ofwelllocalized

W annierstate.Therefore,ifwerestrictourselfto a very

low tem perature,where the therm al
 uctuation cannot

excite the atom to the second band,the W annier state

can beapproxim ated bytheground stateofasingleatom

in the potentialwell. For the present case,the ground

statecan be written as

	 0(x;y;z)’

�
m !?

�~

�1=2
e
�

m !
?

2~
(y

2
+ z

2
)	 0(x); (3)

where

	 0(x)=

�
m !

�~

�1=4
e
�

m !

2~
x
2

!? =
~k2

p
�?

m
; ! =

~k2
p
�

m
: (4)

Then the hoping m atrix elem entbetween the two adja-

centsitesi,j can be calculated as

t= �

Z

drw�(r� ri)

�

�
~
2r 2

2m
+ V

�

w�(r� rj); (5)

which resultsin thehoping integralalong thex direction

t’
~
2k2

2m
(
p
v+ 2

p
v? )e

� �
2
p
v
: (6)

M oreover,iftwo atom s,� and � occupy thesam esite,

they willrepeleach other.Theon-siteinteraction can be

approxim ated with

U ’
4�~2a
p
m �m �

Z

jw�(r)j
2jw�(r)j

2
dr;

wherea isthescatteringlength.Using thewavefunction

ofEq.(3),we obtain

U ’
4�~2a
p
m �m �

kv1=4

p
�

k2v
1=2

?

�
: (7)

Finally,ifwe have a system oftwo species ofpolarized

ferm ionicatom sin theopticallattice,thehopingintegral

and theon-siteinteraction willhavetheform (in unitsof

t�)

t�

t�
=
m �

m �

;

U

t�
=
16a

p
�m �=m �

�

v1=4v
1=2

?

(
p
v+ 2

p
v? )

e
�
2
p
v
: (8)

Taking Li(�) and K (�), two species of atom s, as an

exam pleand v? = 16,wehave

t� ’ 0:15;

U ’
35:87a

�

v1=4

(
p
v+ 8)

e
�
2
p
v
: (9)

In condensed m atterphysics,theasym m etricHubbard

m odelisoneofthem ostsim plesttwoband m odelswhich

isbelieved to describem any essentialphysicalproperties

ofstrongly correlated system s. To understand the in-

teresting phenom ena which m ay happen in the ground

state ofthe Ham iltonian (1), it is very usefulto look

into the two lim iting cases ofEq. (1). Ift� = t�,the

AHM becom estheHubbard m odel[17].In 1D,theHub-

bard m odelcan be solved exactly by the Bethe-ansatz

m ethod.[18]The wave function and the energy spectra

then can be calculated exactly. In the large U lim it,

the Hubbard m odelcan be approxim ated by the fam ous

t� J m odel,in which the spin-spin interaction isofthe

antiferrom agnetic type. Therefore,itiswidely accepted

that the ground state of the Hubbard m odel at half-

� lling showsthe spin-density wave. O n the otherhand,

if t� = 0, the AHM becom es Falicov-K im ballm odel.

[19,20,21,22]In 1D,it hasbeen pointed outthatthe

system willsegregate into an em pty lattice (with no �

atom s and all� atom s) and a full lattice (with all�

atom sand no � atom s)in the large U lim itwhen away

from thehalf-� lling.Therefore,thetwo lim iting casesof

theAHM belong to di� erentuniversality classes,a phase

transition from PS to DW is expected to appear som e-

whereon the U � t� plane.
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FIG .1: (color online) The changes ofsym m etry in the ground state wave function is analyzed by considering the quantum

correlation,i.e. entanglem ent,between localblock and other parts ofthe system . Here L = 6;N � = N � = 2;l= 2,and the

anti-periodic boundary conditionsare assum ed in orderto avoid level-crossing in the ground state.Four�gurescorrespond to

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

III. G R O U N D STA T E EN TA N G LEM EN T

In recent years,studies on the role ofentanglem ent

in the quantum criticalbehavior [23]have established

a bridge between quantum inform ation theory and sta-

tisticalphysics. [24,25,26]It is believed that the en-

tanglem ent,as a kind ofquantum correlation,can help

usidentify quantum phasetransition in m any-body sys-

tem s.To havean intuitivepictureoftheglobalphasedi-

agram ,wem ust� rstcom putetheentanglem entbetween

a localblock and therestofthesystem .Forthepresent

m odel,the localstates on each site have four possible

con� gurations,denoted by

�l= j0i;j�i;j�i;j��i;l= 1;2;3;4:

The Hilbert space associated with the L-site system is

spanned by 4L basis vectors. Ifwe choose the periodic

boundary conditions for N = 4n + 2 and antiperiodic

boundary conditionsforN = 4n,where n isan integer,

the ground state is nondegenerate. Considering the re-

duced density m atrix ofa block oflsuccessive sites of

the ground state

�l= trrj	 ih	 j; (10)

the von Neum ann entropy E v(l),i.e.

E v(l)= � tr[�llog2(�l)] (11)

m easures the entanglem ent between the lsites and the

L � lsitesofthesystem .Likethewellknown factin clas-

sicalopticsthatthe three-dim ensionalim age ofone ob-

jectcan berecovered from asm allpieceofholograph due

to the interference pattern ofthe re
 ected light beam s

from it,quantum superposition principle also allows us

to see a globalpicture ofthe system from itslocalpart

[25,26]. As wasshown forsom e typicalm odels in con-

densed m atter physics,such as the extended Hubbard

m odel[26],theentanglem entoftheground statecan give

usa globalview ofthe phasediagram .

>From thispointofview,weshow a three-dim ensional

diagram and its contour m ap ofthe entanglem ent with

block sizel= 1;2;3;4 for6-sitesystem with N � = N � =

2 in Fig.1.Ithasbeen pointed outthatin theextended
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FIG .2:Theentanglem ent(left)and its�rstderivative(right)

asa function oft� forvariousblock size and a speci�ed U =

200. The inset shows the scaling behavior ofthe m inim um

pointofdE v(l)=dt� atthe criticalpoint.Here L = 10;N � =

N � = 4.

Hubbard m odel,the single-siteentanglem entcan distin-

guish the three m ain phases in the ground state. The

reason is that the density distributions ofthe di� erent

m odesin thereduced density m atrix ofasinglesite,such

asthedoubleoccupancy,in theextended Hubbard m odel

aresensitivein thequantum phasetransitions.However,

from Fig. 1(a),the single-site entanglem entin AHM is

rathertrivialin the large U region. Itisnotdi� cultto

understand thisphenom ena.Forthe presentm odel,the

reduced density m atrix ofa singlesitehasa sim pleform ,

[26,29],

�1 = zj0ih0j+ u
+ j�ih�j+ u

� j�ih�j+ wj��ih��j;(12)

in which z;u+ ;u� ,and w are the density distributions

fordi� erentlocalstates,and can be calculated as

w = hn�n�i= tr(n�n��1);

u
+ = hn�i� w; u

� = hn�i� w;

z = 1� u
+ � u

� � w: (13)

In thelargeU lim it,thedoubleoccupancy oftwo atom s

on a singlesiteisforbidden,i.e.w ’ 0.Then fora � nite

system with periodic or anti-periodic boundary condi-

tions,hn�i and hn�i are constants. This fact leads to

a constantsingle-siteentanglem entduring the evolution

oft� in the large U region (Fig. 1(a)). Forthe case of

n� = 1=3;n� = 1=3,E v(1) has the value log2 3,so the

single-site entanglem entisinsensitive to the phase tran-

sition from DW to PS.This property is very sim ilar to

the single-site entanglem entin spin m odels[27]and the

ionicHubbard m odel.[28]

Clearly,the transition from DW to PS isintrinsically

relatedtothechangeofdensitydistribution ofonespecies

ofatom son thelattice.In orderto contain enough infor-

m ation ofthe density-density correlation from the point

of view of the entanglem ent, m ore sites should be in-

cluded into the block. According to thispoint,we show

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

Fig.1 (b),from which weim m ediately noticetwo di� er-

entregions:one isan altiplano m arked with warm color

(denoted by\PS"in thecontourm ap ofFig.1(b)),while

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

in contour m ap ofFig. 1 (b). Taking into account the

known factofthe two lim iting casesofthism odel,such

an obviousdi� erence witnessesthe criticalphenom enon

between two universalclasses.

In order to understand this obvious di� erence ofthe

two-site entanglem entin two phases,letus have a look

atthestructureofthecorrespondingreduced densitym a-

trix. For the AHM ,the totalnum bers of� atom s and

� atom saregood quantum num bers,which leadsto the

factthatfor arbitrary block size l,there is no coherent

superposition oflocalstateswith di� erentvaluesofN�
and N � in the reduced density m atrix. Thatis,the re-

duced density m atrix m usthavetheblock-diagonalform

classi� ed by both N�(l)and N �(l),i.e.

�l= diagf�l(0;0);�l(1;0);�l(0;1);:::;�l(l;l)g (14)

where �l(na;nb) is a m atrix which has na � atom sand

nb � atom s.Accordingto thede� nition ofvon Neum ann

entropy(hencetheentanglem ent),itsm agnitudeisreally

determ ined by the distribution ofthe eigenvaluesofthe

reduced density m atrix.Thatis,them oreuniform ly dis-

tributed the eigenvalues,the higherthe entropy. In the

PS phase,elem entsin thereduced density m atrix related

to thebasisj��i,which denotestwo � atom scongregate

together,are� nite,whilein theDW region,they areal-

m ostzero.Thisfactleadsto a largerentanglem entwith

a block sizelargerthan 2 in thePS phase,butotherwise

in the DW phase.So the transition introducesa signi� -

cantchangeinto thevalueoftheentanglem ent,and vice

versa.From Fig.1(c),wecan seethatE v(3)sharessim -

ilarpropertieswith E v(2).O n the otherhand,since the

ground stateistranslationalinvariant,theentanglem ent

satis� es the equation Ev(l) = E v(L � l),Therefore,we

havethesam e� guresofEv(2)and E v(4)(Fig.1 (d))for

the 6-sitesystem .

M oreover,in the region l2 [0;L=2]the entanglem ent

is a non-decreasing function ofl,as is shown in Fig. 2

for a 10-site system with N � = N � = 4 and U = 200.

Thereforeits� rstderivative developsa m inim um atthe

criticalpoint,aswecan seefrom Fig.2.M oreover,asthe

block sizeincreases,them inim um pointbecom essharper

and sharper,exhibitsa scaling behaviorasshown in the

insetofFig.2,i.e.,dE v(l)=dt� / � laround the critical

t�.

IV . C H A R G E O R D ER PA R A M ET ER A N D

P H A SE D IA G R A M

Though the entanglem entcan give ususefulinform a-

tion aboutthephasediagram ,thedom inating con� gura-

tionsin di� erentphasesrem ainsunknown.Soitisim por-

tantto study the structure factor in com peting phases.
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FIG .3:(coloronline)The structure factorofDW asa func-

tion oft� and variousm odes,i.e.quantized m om entum .Here

L = 10;N � = N � = 4;U = 200.

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

k/π
t
β

s
tr

u
c
tu

re
 f

a
c
to

r

FIG .4:(coloronline)The structure factorofDW asa func-

tion oft� and variousm odes,i.e.quantized m om entum .Here

L = 10;N � = N � = 4;U = 50.

Taking into account that the dom inating con� guration

of� atom sisquite di� erentin two phases,weintroduce

the following structurefactorofDW of� atom s

SC D W (q)=
1

L

X

jl

h

e
iq(j� l)(hnj;�nl;�i� hn�i

2)

i

; (15)

where q = 2n�=L;n = 0;1;� � � ;L. In Fig.3,we show

thatthe structure factorasa function oft� fordi� erent

m odes for a system with L = 10 and a relatively large

U = 200. The � gure showsan obviouscom petition be-

tween the two m odes.In the sm allt� lim it,i.e.,when �

atom hasvery heavy m ass,SC D W (q= 2�=L)dom inates,

which indicates phase separation in this region [20]. A

carefulscrutiny ofthe ground-state wavefunction � nds

thatthe con� guration

j�;�;�;�;� ;� ;� ;� ;� ;� i

0 50 100
U

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

t β
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L=10, N=6

L=10, N=4

0 5 10 15 20
0
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0.4

FIG .5:(coloronline)Theground phasediagram in theU � t�
plane in large U case. The dom inating con�guration in the

up-region isDW and below the boundary line itisPS.Here

L = 10;N � = N �.

of� atom sisdom inant.Itisnotdi� culttointerpretthis

result. In the sm allt� lim it,the m ajorcontribution to

the ground-state energy com esfrom the � atom s. So in

orderto have a lowerenergy,they need m ore free space

because the energy ofparticlesinside the Ferm isurface

is� 2cos(k);k / 1=L.Then � atom swillbepushed by �

atom sto form clustersand phaseseparation occurs.For

a � nite size system ,the translationalsym m etry is still

preserved,while in the therm odynam ic lim it,especially

in high dim ensions,the sym m etry in the ground state

m ight be broken due to the very high potentialenergy

between di� erent con� gurations of� atom s. Then the

system willbeseparated into two distinctregionsm acro-

scopically.O ne isthe solid-likeregion of� atom s,while

the otheristhe liquid-likeregion of� atom s.The latter

can be described by a m odelofN � atom strapped in an

in� nitepotentialwellwith length L� N�+ 1.Theground

stateisinsulating and the energy issim ply

E 0 ’ � 2

N �X

j= 1

cos

�
j�

L � N� + 1

�

: (16)

W hile ift� ! 1,SC D W (q = N �=L)exceeds SC D W (q =

2�=L),which im pliesthat� atom sdistribute uniform ly

on the opticallattice. Then togetherwith � atom s,the

ground statebecom estheso called DW state,which can

beregarded asa solution of� and � atom s,asshown by

the con� guration

j�;�;� ;�;�;�;� ;�;�;�i:

of� and � atom s.In itslim iting caset� = 1,the m odel

goesback to the traditionalHubbard m odelwhoseexci-

tation spectrum isgapless,so the system isa conductor

away from half-� lling[17].Therefore,di� erentcon� gura-

tions dom inate in di� erent regionsand the com petition
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between them leads to a criticalphenom enon. Accord-

ing to this criterion,we can use the intersection ofthe

structurefactoroftwom odestodeterm inethetransition

point on the U � t� plane for a � nite system . W e plot

the phase diagram on the U � t� plane in Fig. 5 for a

10-sitesystem with di� erent� lling N� = N � = 4;6;8.

However,theresultsfora � nitesystem isratherquali-

tative.In ordertohavequantitativeresultsforarealsys-

tem ,scaling analysisiscrucial.Forthispurpose,we� rst

estim atethescaling behavioroftheground-stateenergy

in thecriticalregion by theED and DM RG m ethod.[30]

In Fig. 6,we show the scaling behaviorofthe ground-

state energy at a given density n = 2=3. Results are

obtained forsystem swith open boundary conditionsvia

theDM RG m ethod in which up to 150 statesarekeptin

the� nitealgorithm .Itisevidentthatthelim itingenergy

isapproached linearly with 1=L.A relation ofthe form

E 0(N )= E (1 )+ a=L; (17)

where a is a constant,holds quite accurately in a large

U region. Since the quantum criticalphenom ena is re-

lated to the singularity in ground-state energy,the 1=L

correlation in Eq. (17) actually im plies that the phase

boundary bearsa sim ilarscalingbehavior.Based on this

consideration,we take n = 2=3 as an exam ple to show

thescalingbehaviorofthephaseboundary forboth open

and anti-periodicboundary conditionsin Fig.7.

Ithasbeen shown that,based on the variation princi-

ples,one can obtain the lowerand upperboundsofthe

phaseboundary with di� erentboundary conditions,such

as periodic,anti-periodic,and open boundaries. From

Fig. 7,itisclearly shown thatdata with APBC give a

lowerbound while data with O BC givean upperbound

on thetransition point.M oreover,theextrapolated data

based on the 1=L scaling ofthe two approaches for an

in� nite system agreewith each other.Thisphenom enon

isconsistentwith the factthatthe physicsin a realsys-

tem should be independentofthe boundary conditions.

M oreover,we can also estim ate errorsin ourextrapola-

tion.W epresented a � nalphasediagram with errorbars

sm allerthan the size ofthe sym bolsin Fig.8.

In thesm allU region,wecan seethatthereisacritical

U on theU -axisforthedensity n = 2=3.However,ifn is

reduced,the criticalU tendsto zero.In the low density

lim it,thephaseboundaryscalesliket� / U 2 in thesm all

U region,which agreeswith the resultsobtained by the

Bosonization 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

asan exam ple,and show the 1=U behaviorofthe phase

boundary in Fig. 9. From the � gure,we can see that

thecriticalt� isproportionalto 1=U in thelargeU lim it.

M oreover,Fig. 9 m anifests that U willbe saturated in

the in� nite U lim it. Thatis,for a given concentration,

thereexistsa saturation ts
�
abovewhich the phasesepa-

ration willneverhappen regardlesshow largetheon-site

U is. Based on these physicalintuition,the boundary

0 0.05 0.1
1/L

-0.442

-0.44

-0.438

-0.436

-0.434

E
0

0 0.05 0.1
1/L

-0.422

-0.42

-0.418

-0.416

-0.414

U=10, tβ=0.35 U=10, tβ=0.25

FIG .6: The scaling behavior ofthe ground-state energy for

two points near to the both sides ofthe criticalpoint. Here

n = 2=3.

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
U

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

t β L=6,   N=4,   APBC
L=12, N=8,   APBC
L=12, N=8,   OBC
L=18, N=12, OBC
L=24, N=16, OBC
L=infinite,    APBC
L=infinite,    OBC

DW

PS

FIG .7:Thescaling behaviorofthephase boundary forboth

open boundary conditions(triangularlines)and anti-periodic

boundary conditions(square lines).Here n = 2=3.

line satis� esthe relation

t� = t
s
� + C=U; (18)

whereC isa constant,and both ts
�
and C depend on the

� lling conditions.

V . SIN G LE-H O LE P R O B LEM

In thissection,we give a rigorousproofthateven for

thecaseofoneholedopingawayfrom half-� lling,theDW

state isunstable to the PS state in the in� nite U lim it.

IfU is very large,the criticalpointthen is approached

linearly with 1=U .

W e � rstconsideran odd-site sam ple with L = 2N� +

1;N � = N � and in� nite U .ThespaceofDW isspanned

by 2L basis:

jeii= j�1;�2;� � � �i:::;�L � 1;�L i;i2 [1;L]
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U

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

t β ρ=2/3
ρ=2/5

DW

PS

FIG .8:Theground-statephasediagram oftheAHM fortwo

�lling condtions:n = 2=3;2=5.

0.004 0.006 0.008
1/U

0.7

0.75

t β

L=10, Nα=Nβ=4

FIG .9: 1=U behavior ofthe phase boundary in the large U

region,asexem pli�ed byasystem with L = 12;N � = N � = 4.

and

jeii= j�1;�2;� � � �i� L :::;�L � 1;�Li;i2 [L + 1;2L];

where �i denotesa hole atsite i.Then the Ham iltonian

FIG .10: The periodicalsquare potentialwells used to de-

scribe the dynam icsofa hole in dem ixed phase.

(1)becom es

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0 � 1 0 0 ::: 0 � t�

� 1 0 � t� 0 ::: 0 0

0 � t� 0 � 1 ::: 0 0

0 0 � 1 0 ::: 0 0
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

0 0 0 0 ::: 0 � 1

� t� 0 0 0 ::: � 1 0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

: (19)

Itcan besolved exactly.Thewholeenergy spectraofthe

system aregiven by

E � = �

q

1+ t2
�
+ 2t� cos(kj); (20)

kj = j�=L;j= 0;1;:::;L � 1

Theground-statewavefunction forarbitrary odd L is

j	 0i=
1

p
2L

2LX

i= 1

jeii; (21)

with the eigenenergy E D W = � 1� t�.

However,in thecaseofcom pletely dem ixed phase,the

wholespaceisspanned by L(L � 1)basis.TheHam ilto-

nian then describestheproblem ofsingleparticlem otion

in periodic squarepotentialwells(see Fig.10)with dif-

ferenthoping integralsin di� erentregion.Precisely,the

Ham iltonian becom es

H = �
X

j;�

d
y

jdj+ �; (22)

whered
y

j and dj areholecreation and annihilation oper-

atorsin each potentialwell,and

H = � t�

X

j;�

d
y

jdj+ � (23)

elsewhere. The ground state ofthis Ham iltonian in the

therm odynam iclim itisidenticalto the ground state of

H =

�
� 2+ p2; 0 < x < N �;

� 2t� + t�p
2; N � < x < N �;

(24)

with periodicboundary conditions

	 (x)= 	 (x + N� + N �): (25)

Forthe latter,a bound state alwaysexistsforarbitrary

welldepth 2� 2t�.Then ifN � = N � ! 1 ,the ground-

stateenergy issim ply -2,which isobviously sm allerthan

E D W = � 1� t�.Fora � nitesystem exceptL = 3,itcan

also be shown that E PS(L)< E D W (L). For exam ple if

L = 5;N � = N � = 2,wehave

E PS(L = 5)= �

q

2+ 2t2
�
: (26)

Therefore,in thein� niteU lim it,theDW stateisunsta-

ble to the PS state. Such a rigorousresultisalso valid
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for a system oftwo species ofhard-core bosonic atom s

and Bose-Ferm im ixtureswith di� erenthoping integrals

in opticallattices.

W hen the on-site U isvery large butnotin� nite,the

Ham iltonian (1)can be approxim ated by [13]

H = �

LX

j= 1

X

�= � 1

X

�

t�c
y

j;�cj+ �;�

+ J

LX

j= 1

�
Sj � Sj+ 1 + �S

z
jS

z
j+ 1 � �njnj+ 1

�
;(27)

in which

J =
4t�t�

U
; � =

(t� � t�)
2

2t�t�
; � =

t2� + t2�

8t�t�
: (28)

Clearly ift� = t�,the above Ham iltonian becom es the

t� J m odel.Theground stateofthet� J m odelwith a

single-holedoping becom estheNagaoka ferrom agnetism

[31]ifthe contribution from the kinetic energy in Eq.

(27) exceeds that from the spin-spin antiferrom agnetic

interaction. In order to study the condition ofPS,we

� rstsupposethattheground stateofthesystem isphase

separated.Then theground-stateenergy can beapprox-

im ated by

E PS ’ � 2+
(L � 6)(1+ �)J

4
; (29)

O n theotherhand,iftheground stateisin theDW state,

theground-stateenergy can be approxim ated by thatof

the XXZ chain. Forthe latter,the ground-state energy

perbond hasthe form [33]

eX X Z =
1+ �

4
� sinh�

"
1

2
+ 2

1X

n= 1

1

e2n� + 1

#

(30)

where cosh� = 1 + �. Then the ground-stat energy of

the DW phasebecom es

E D W ’ � 1� t� + (L � 2)JeX X Z: (31)

Here,in both E D W and E PS,the� nite-sizecorrection to

theground-stateenergy isnottaken into account,so the

criticalvalueisestim ated approxim ately.Despiteofthis,

the qualitativebehaviorofcriticalpointisclear,i.e.

t� ’ 1� JL sinh�

"

1

2
+ 2

1X

n= 1

1

e2n� + 1

#

+ O (1=U );(32)

which m eansonly ifU � L,theDW stateisunstableto

PS state.Fora given L,the phaseboundary scaleslike

t� = 1� C=U; (33)

in the largeU lim it.Clearly,Eq.(33)isconsistentwith

ourpreviousresultEq.(18).

V I. D ISC U SSIO N S

O bviously,unlike the PS in the t� J m odel[15]and

the extended Hubbard m odel[26],which is the conse-

quence of attractive interaction between particles, the

PS in the ground state ofthe AHM isdriven by kinetic

energy.Therefore,though ourresultsarebased on aone-

dim ensionalm odel,the underlying physicsisquite gen-

eralforsystem sin any dim ension.Thatis,in thelargeU

lim it,the dynam icsofa system oftwo speciesofatom s

atzero tem peratureisdom inated by thelightatom s.In

orderto have a lowerenergy,they need m ore free space

to m ove.Thism echanism forcesheavy atom sto congre-

gate together,so the latter becom es a solid-like object.

In experim ent,two separated regionsareexpected to be

witnessed m acroscopically.However,when t� ! t�,the

dynam icsofheavy atom siscom parable to thatoflight

atom s,the exchange interaction drives the system into

a DW state. Therefore,ifwe consider the PS state as

a classicalphase containing solid-likeorderand the DW

state as a quantum region with liquid propertiesin the

wholesystem ,thetransition reported in ourwork isjust

an exam pleofa crossoverfrom theclassicalregion to the

quantum region.

Such an interesting transition is expected to be ob-

served in the on-going experim ents on opticallattices.

W etakeasystem consistingoftwospeciesofatom s(such

as6Li(�)and 40K (�)with m �=m � ’ 20=3)asan exam -

ple.Sincethetypicalscatteringlength foralkalineatom s

rangesfrom 40to100aB ohr [34,35],and laserwavelength

� = 852nm [3].Then from Eq.(8)we roughly estim ate

thatPS phase can be observed when v > 0:4 according

the phasediagram in Fig.8.

V II. SU M M A R Y

In sum m ary, we have investigated the ground-state

phasediagram oftwo speciesofferm ionicatom strapped

in one-dim ensional optical lattice. By using the ED

m ethod,we com puted the block-block entanglem entbe-

tween a localblock and rest part for a sm allsystem .

W eobtained an intuitivepictureofphasediagram ofthe

ground stateand found thattheentanglem entin thePS

region is in generallarger than that in the DW region

fora � nite system . Its � rstderivative developsa sharp

downwardpeak and showsscalingbehavioratthecritical

point.W ealsoanalyzedthestructurefactoroftheDW of

� atom sby theED and DM RG m ethod,and found that

the com petition between two di� erent con� gurationsin

theground-statewavefunction leadstoaphasetransition

atthe criticalpoint. The globalphase diagram wasob-

tained from the carefulscaling analysis for various-size

system s and di� erent boundary conditions. Therefore,

we results � rstly gave a quantitative description ofthe

ground-statephasetransition oftheAHM away from the

half-� lling. Furtherm ore,we gave a rigorousproofthat

even forthecaseofa singleholedoping,theDW stateis
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unstable to the PS in the in� nite U lim it. Such a rigor-

ousconclusion clari� esthe physicalpicture ofthe phase

separation.
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