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A bstract.

W e study a two-dim ensional array of coupled one-dim ensional (1D) tubes of

interacting bosons. Such system s can be produced by loading ultra-cold atom s in

anisotropicopticallattices.W einvestigatethee�ectsofcouplingthetubesviahopping

ofthebosons(i.e.Josephson coupling).In theabsenceofaperiodicpotentialalongthe

tubes,orwhen such potentialisincom m ensurate with the boson density,the system

undergoesa transition from an array ofincoherentTom onaga-Luttingerliquidsathigh

tem perature to an anisotropic Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC),atlow tem perature.

W edeterm inethetransition tem peratureand longwave-length excitationsoftheBEC.

In addition to the usualgapless(G oldstone)m ode found in standard superuids,we

also �nd a gapped m ode associated with uctuations ofthe am plitude ofthe order

param eter.W hen a com m ensurateperiodic potentialisapplied along the tubes,they

can becom e1D M ottinsulators.Intertubehopping leadsto a decon�nem entquantum

phase transition between the 1D M ott insulators and the anisotropic BEC.W e also

takeinto accountthe�nitesizeofthegastubesasrealized in actualexperim ents.W e

m ap outthe phase diagram ofthe quasi-1D lattice and com pare ourresultswith the

existing experim entson such system s.
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1. Introduction

One dim ension (1D) provides fertile grounds for studying the physics of strongly

correlated quantum m any-body system s.Itisa wellestablished theoreticalresultthat,

becauseoftheenhanced roleofquantum uctuationsin low dim ensionality,thereisno

broken continuoussym m etry and thereforelong rangeorder,even atzero tem perature,

in a 1D quantum m any body system . Instead,in a large classofsystem spossessing a

gaplessspectrum ,powerlawscharacterize thevariouscorrelation functions.Thisclass

ofsystem sisknown asa Tom onaga-Luttingerliquid (TLL).

Oneofthesim plestexam plesofaTLL istheLieb-Linigerm odel[1],which describes

a system of non-relativistic bosons interacting via a contact (Dirac delta-function)

potential. This m odelhas been solved exaclty using the Bethe ansatz [1],which has

provided valuable insightsinto itstherm odynam ic propertiesand excitation spectrum .

However,calculation oftheasym ptoticsofcorrelation functionsisnotan easytaskusing

thism ethod,andin thisregarditisnicelycom plem ented bytheharm onic-uid approach

introduced by Haldane [2]. The com bination ofthese two m ethods has allowed usto

understand that,as the the interaction is increased,the system exhibits no quantum

phase transition. Instead,it sm oothly crosses over from a weakly interacting (often

called quasi-condensate[3,4,5])regim e,wherephaseuctuationsdecay very slowly,to

a strongly interacting regim e,theTonksregim e[6].In thelatter,repulsion between the

bosonsisso strongthatitleadstoan e�ectiveexclusion principlein position space,and

m akesthesystem resem bleagasofnon-interactingspinlessferm ionsin m anyproperties.

Thusitissom etim esstated thatthebosonsin theTonksregim e\ferm ionize".

Thisvery sim plem odelsolved by Lieb and Linigerin 1963 hasrecently received a

greatdealofattention thanksto spectacularadvancesin con�ning quantum degenerate

gasesofalkaliatom sin low dim ensionaltraps[7].W hile atthe beginning only weakly

interacting1D Bosegaseswereavailable[8,9],theapplication ofadeep opticalpotential

parallelto the 1D axis to arrays of1D Bose gases has recently allowed the group at

ETH (Z�urich) [10,11]to dem onstrate a quantum phase transition from a superuid

TLL to a 1D M ottinsulator,which isthe low dim ensionalanalog ofthe superuid to

M ott insulator transition �rst dem onstrated in the 3D opticallattice by Greiner and

coworkers[12].Furtherm ore,Kinoshita etal.[13]havesucceeded in reaching theTonks

regim eby creating an array oftightly con�ned 1D Bosegases.A di�erentpath [14,15]

to realizea strongly interacting 1D Bosegaseshasbeen followed by Paredesetal.[16],

who applied a deep periodicpotentialto an array of(otherwiseweakly interacting)1D

Bosegases.Thusthey wereableto dram atically increasetheratio oftheinteraction to

thekineticenergy oftheatom s.In both cases[13,16],theobservation offerm ionization

signatureswasreported.

In the past,m uch experim entale�ort focusing on low dim ensionalsystem s has

been spenton studying electronicsystem ssuch asspin chainsand quasi-1D m etals(for

areview see[17]).Theoretically atleast,electronsin 1D becom eaTLL (provided there

are no gap-opening perturbations)assoon asinteractionsare taken into accountin a
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non-perturbative way. However,forthe electronic system scom parison between theory

and experim enthasproved problem aticpartlybecauseofm aterial-speci�cissuessuch as

theexistenceofm any com peting phenom ena atsim ilarenergy scales(e.g.in Bechgaard

salts[18,19])orthe always-present disorderin solid state system s[17]. Furtherm ore,

one m ajor com plication stem s from the fact that these m aterials are indeed three

dim ensional(3D),asthereisalwaysasm allam plitudeforelectronstohop from chain to

chain,whereasCoulom b interactions(often poorly screened becauseofbad m etallicity)

also enhance 3D ordering tendencies. These inter-chain couplingscannotbe neglected

atlow tem peratures,which leads to the interesting physics ofdim ensionalcrossover:

at tem peratures high com pared to the energy scale determ ined by these inter-chain

couplings,thesystem e�ectively behavesasacollection ofisolated 1D chains.However,

when the tem perature islowered below thisscale,3D coherence developsbetween the

chainsand,atzero tem perature,a com plete 3D description ofthe system isrequired.

M uch exciting physics is expected to occur in this crossover from the exotic 1D TLL

state to a conventional3D (but strongly anisotropic) Ferm iliquid,or an ordered 3D

phase [17]. Indeed,these phenom ena m ay wellhave relevance to the pseudogap (and

otheranom alous)behaviorofthequasi-2D high tem peraturesuperconductorm aterials.

For instance,one ofthe m any interesting questions that arise in this context is the

following: how [19]do the exotic low-energy excitations (bosonic collective m odes) of

the1D system transform into theLandau quasi-particlescharacteristicofFerm iliquids

and which resem ble m oretheconstituentelectrons?

The dim ensionalcrossover phenom ena described above has also a counterpart in

Bosegasesloaded in quasi-1D opticallattices.From atheoreticalpointofview,thefact

thatbosonscan undergo Bose-Einstein condensation and,therefore,can becollectively

described using a m acroscopic quantum �eld m akesm oream enable these system sto a

theoreticalanalysisrelying on a m ean �eld approxim ation. Such a m ean-�eld analysis

is undertaken in this work: here we treat the intertube hopping via a m ean �eld

approxim ation,whilequantum uctuationswithin a tubearetreated accurately atlow

energiesusing theharm onic-uid approach.

From the experim ental point of view, the recent availability of gases of ultra-

cold bosonic atom s in opticallattices has revived the interest in understanding the

propertiesofcoupled system sofbosonsin 1D.Furtherm ore,thealready dem onstrated

high degreeoftunability ofthesesystem scan provideaclean setup tostudy thephysics

ofdim ensionalcrossover.Thus,asweshow in section 3ofthiswork,thephenom enology

ofBose-Einstein condensation in the m ostanisotropic version ofthese latticesisvery

di�erentfrom theoneexhibited by Bosegasescondensing in theabsenceofa latticeor

even in shallow isotropicopticallattices.

In addition to studying thepropertiesofBosecondensed system sin lattices,som e

experim entalgroups have applied a tunable opticalpotentialalong the longitudinal

direction of an array of e�ectively uncoupled 1D Bose gases. It has been thus

possible [10],as m entioned above,to drive a quantum phase transition from the 1D

superuid (TLL)state to a 1D M ottinsulator. Underthese circum stances,the e�ect
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ofa sm allhopping am plitude (i.e.Josephson coupling) between neighboring tubes in

the array becom es m ost interesting: aswe show in section 4,fora �nite value ofthe

hopping am plitude, the system undergoes a new type ofquantum phase transition,

known as \decon�nem ent" transition,from the 1D M ott insulator to an anisotropic

Bose-Einstein condensate. Thus the tendency ofbosons to develop phase coherence

overcom esthelocalization e�ectoftheopticalpotential.Asexplained in section 6,we

believe thatsom e featuresofthisdecon�nem enttransition m ay have been observed in

theexperim entsofRef.[10].

Thispaperisorganized asfollows:section 2 de�nesourm odelofa 2D array of1D

tubesofbosonscoupled by weak intertubetunneling,and describestheharm onic-uid

approach thatallowsusto derive a low-energy e�ective Ham iltonian.Then we discuss

separately the phenom enon ofBose-Einstein condensation and the properties ofthe

condensatein an anisotropiclattice(section 3),and thedecon�nem entquantum phase

transition (section 4). In the form ercase,we obtain the zero-tem perature condensate

fraction,thecondensation tem perature,and theexcitationsofthecondensateusing the

m ean �eld approxim ation andincludinggaussian uctuationsaboutthem ean �eld state.

W ealsoshow thatsom eoftheresultsobtained by thesem ethodsarerecovered from the

self-consistentharm onic approxim ation (section 3.2). These calculationsare described

in pedagogicaldetail in Appendix A, Appendix B, and Appendix C. M oreover, in

section 3.1.3 we discuss the excitation spectrum ofthe Bose-condensed phase,and in

particular the existence ofa gapped m ode related to oscillations ofthe am plitude of

the condensate fraction,in the light ofa phenom enologicalGinzburg-Landau theory.

Di�erences between this theory and the m ore conventional Gross-Pitaevskii theory,

where thegapped m odeisabsent,areexhibited.Thetransition from the(anisotropic)

regim e described by the Ginzburg-Landau theory to the one where Gross-Pitaeskii

theory holdsisalso outlined there.

The decon�nem ent transition is described in section 4. There we show how

the renorm alization group can be used to understand the com petition between

the localization in the optical potential and a sm all tunneling am plitude between

neighboring 1D Bose system s. To assess the nature ofthe decon�nem ent transition,

wem ap (seesection 4.2)them ean-�eld Ham iltonian,ata speci�cvalueofthesystem ’s

param eters,toaspin-chain m odel.Finally,section 5discussesthee�ectofthe�nitesize

ofthe1D system thatarerealized in actualexperim ents,and how itm odi�esthephase

diagram obtained from therenorm alization-group analysis.W earguethat,foran array

of�nite1D Bosegases,thereisaextra energy scalebelow which thetunneling ofatom s

between tubesise�ectively blocked.Finally,in section 6 wepresenta discussion ofthe

experim entalobservationsand how they com parewith thepredictionsofourtheory.A

briefaccountofsom eofourresultshasappeared elsewhere [20].
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2. M odels and B osonization

In thissection weintroducethem odelsforan interacting Bosegasin aquasi-1D optical

lattice thatwe study in the restofthe paper. W e also briey describe the harm onic-

uid approach (henceforth referred to as\bosonization"),which allowsusto obtain a

conveniente�ective low-tem peraturedescription ofthesem odels.

2.1.M odelsofa Bose gasin a quasi-1D opticallattice

In thiswork we study the low-tem perature equilibrium propertiesofsystem s recently

realized by severalexperim entalgroups[7,13,10,16,21,22,23]which havesucceeded

in loadingultracold atom icgasesin highly anisotropic(quasi-1D)opticallattices.In the

experim entscarried outby thesegroups,a Bose-Einstein condensateofultracold alkali

atom s(in particular,87Rb)isplaced in aregion ofspacewheretwopairsofnon-coherent

and m utuallyorthogonalcounter-propagatinglasersintersect.Theintensityofthelasers

is increased adiabatically,and because ofthe AC stark e�ect,the atom s experience

a periodic potential[24]V? (y;z) = V0y sin
2(2�y=�)+ V0zsin

2(2�z=�),where usually

V0y = V0z = V0? ,with V0? / E 2
0,E 0 beingthem axim um intensity oftheelectric�eld of

a laserwhose wavelength is�.Thestrength oftheopticalpotential,V0? ,isfrequently

given in unitsofthe recoilenergy,E R = �h
2
�2=(2M a2),where a = �=2 isthe period of

V? (y;z)and M the atom m assz. ForV0? � �3D ,where �3D � 4��h
2
as�

3D
0 =M [25]is

the chem icalpotentialofthe BEC (as being the s-wave scattering length ofthe atom -

atom interaction potential,and �3D0 them ean atom density),thegasatom sarem ainly

con�ned tothem inim aofV? (x;y),thusform inglong,e�ectively 1D,gastubesasshown

in �gure 1 (thereareadditionalharm onicpotentialsalong thex;y;z-axesthattrap the

atom s).Undertheseconditions,wecan projecttheboson �eld operator	(x;y;z)onto

thelowest(Bloch)band oftheperiodicpotential,

	(x;y;z)’
X

R

W R (y;z)	 R (x); (1)

whereR = (m y;m z)a,with integersm i= � Mi=2;:::;+M i=2 (i= y;z),isthelocation

ofthedi�erentpotentialm inim a;W R (x;y)istheW annierfunction ofthelowestBloch

band centered around R . The system just described is called a 2D (square) optical

lattice.In typicalexperim entsM y � Mz � 102,and thusthenum berofgastubesisof

theorderofa few thousand separated halfa laserofwave-length,�=2’ 0:4�m .

In addition, in several of the experim ents [10, 22, 16] an extra pair of lasers

was applied to de�ne a longitudinal periodic potentialVjj(x) = V0jjsin
2(2�x=�) =

1

2
V0jj+ u(x),and u(x)= u0 cos(Gx),whereu0 = � V0jj=2 and G = 4�=� = 2�=a.Since,

for a com m ensurate potential,i.e.when the period a m atches the m ean interparticle

distance,thevariation ofthestrength ofu(x)isresponsibleforthetransition [2,26,17]

to a M ottinsulating state where the bosonsare localized,we shallhenceforth referto

z For 87Rb,E R =�h = �=�2,where � ’ 14:424�m 2kHz and � isthe laserwavelength in �m .Thus,for

� = 0:826�m used in the experim entsofRef.[10],E R =�h = 21:14kHz
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LR’

R

Figure 1. Sketch ofa two-dim ensionalarray ofcoupled tubes (also called quasi-1D

opticallattice in this work). Bosons can hop from tube to tube with am plitude J,

which can be controlled by the height ofan opticalpotentialtransverse to the tube

axis.Along the tube,a periodicopticalpotential(forclarity,shown hereforonly one

ofthetubes)can bealso applied.Thispotentialcan drivea quantum phasetransition

whereeach tube transform sinto a 1D M ottinsulator.

u(x)asthe\M ottpotential".In thiswork weareinterested in theextrem eanisotropic

case where the strength ofthispotentialju0j� V0jj � V0? . In experim ents,thiswas

achieved by increasing V0? so thatthem otion oftheatom se�ectively becom escon�ned

toaone-dim ensionaltube,wherethey undergo only zero-pointm otion in thetransverse

directions. This picture is equivalent to the projection onto the lowest Bloch band

described above. Just like in three dim ensionalspace,the atom ic interactions in the

tubearestillwelldescribed by a Dirac-delta pseudo-potential,va(x)= g1D �(x),where

thee�ective coupling g1D hasbeen obtained in Ref.[27]:

g1D =
2�h

2
as

(1� Cas=
p
2‘? )M ‘2?

: (2)

The constant C ’ 1:4603,and the oscillator length in the transverse direction,‘? =

(�h=(M !? ))
1=2

(where �h!? =E R ’ 2(V0? =E R)
1=2 fordeep lattices[12],isthe transverse

oscillation frequency).
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Taking into accounttheaboveconsiderations,weareled to considerthefollowing

Ham iltonian:

H =
X

R

Z
L

0

dx

"
�h
2

2M
@x	

y

R (x)@x	 R (x)+ u(x)�R (x)+
1

2

Z
L

0

dx
0
va(x � x

0)�R (x)�R (x
0)

#

�
J

2

X

hR ;R 0i

Z L

0

dx
h

	
y

R
(x)	 R 0(x)+ h:c:

i

; (3)

where �R (x)= 	
y

R (x)	 R (x)isthe density operatoratpointx and lattice site R ;the

�eld operator	 R (x)obeys[	 R (x);	
y

R 0(x
0)]= �R R 0 �(x � x0),and com m utesotherwise

ascorrespondstobosons.Thelastterm in equation (3)describesthehoppingofbosons

between two neighboring tubes. Thisterm isalso known asJosephson coupling. The

hopping am plitude[28]:

J ’
4E R
p
�

�
V0?

E R

� 3

4

e
� 2(V0? =E R )

1
2

; (4)

forV0? � E R .W eshallassum eaverydeep transversepotentialsothatJ � �1D ,where

�1D = �1D (�0)isthechem icalpotentialin each tube,ascan beobtained from theexact

solution ofLieb and Liniger [1](or m easured experim entally). Since experim entally

�1D < 0:1�h!? [7],assum ing J � �1D requiresatleastthatV0? > 10E R . Such lim it

allowsusto regard thesystem asan array ofweakly coupled 1D interacting Bosegases.

In the experim entalsystem s,the M ott potentialu(x),besides the periodic part

described above,also containsa slowly varying harm onicterm thatcon�nestheatom s

longitudinally.Additionally,therearealso harm onictrapsin thetransverse directions.

Thism akesthearray,notonly �nite,butalsoinhom ogeneous.W hereasweshalldiscuss

�nite-size e�ects further below (see section 5),it has proven so far intractable in 1D

(exceptfora few lim iting cases[29])to dealwith theharm oniccon�nem entanalytically

and onlynum ericalresultsareavailable[30,31,32,33,34,35].Thus,with theexception

ofsection 7wherewediscusstheexperim entalconsequencesofourwork,weshallneglect

the e�ectofthe harm onic potential,and treatthe system asan array ofgastubesof

length L and hard-wallbox (open)boundary conditions[36,37,38],each onecontaining

N 0 = �0L bosons(in typicalexperim ents,N 0 rangesfrom a few tensto a few thousand

particles).Thism akessense,however,asm uch oftheinterestofthiswork isfocused on

com puting the phase diagram aswellassom e ofthe therm odynam ic propertiesofthe

di�erentphases,forwhich oneisrequired to take the therm odynam ic lim itL ! 1 at

constantdensity �0 = N 0=L.

Finally,when the axialpotentialu(x)ism ade so deep thatju0j� �1D (butstill

ju0j� V0? ),itbecom esconvenientto perform a furtherprojection of	 R (x)onto the

lowestBloch band oftheM ottpotentialu(x).Thus,

	 R (x)’

MX

m = 1

wm (x)bm R ; (5)
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where[bm R ;bm 0R ]= �R ;R 0�m ;m 0,com m utingotherwise,and wm (x)istheW annierorbital

centered around sitem .Thisprojection leadstotheso-called Bose-Hubbard m odel[39]:

H BH =
X

R

H R + H J; (6)

H R = �
Jx

2

X

hm ;m 0i

b
y

m R
bm 0R +

U

2

X

m

n
2
m R

; (7)

H J = �
J

2

X

hR ;R 0i;m

h

b
y

m R
bm R 0 + h:c:

i

; (8)

wherenm R = b
y

m R
bm R isthebosonnum beroperatoratsite(m ;R ).Notethatju0j� V0?

im pliesthatJx � J,and therefore we are dealing with a very anisotropic (quasi-1D)

version oftheBose-Hubbard m odel.

2.2.Bosonization and low-energy e�ective theory

Inordertotreattheinteractionsin anon-perturbativeway,itisconvenienttorewrite(3)

in term sofcollectivevariablesthatdescribephaseand densityuctuations.Them ethod

ofbosonization [2,17,40,37]allowsusto obtain such a description.Thedescription is

accurateaslongasoneisinterested in thelow-tem peratureand low-frequencyproperties

ofthesystem . In thissubsection we shallbriey outlinethism ethod,butwe referthe

readerto thevastliteratureon thesubject[2,17,40,37]form oretechnicaldetails.

To study them odelofequation (3),weusethedensity-phaserepresentation ofthe

�eld operator.To leading order,

	 R (x)= (A B �0)
1=2 exp[i�R (x)]; (9)

whereisA B isam odeldependent(i.e.non-universal)prefactor(seebelow).Thedensity

operator,

�R (x)=

�

�0 �
1

�
@x�R (x)

� + 1X

m = 1

e
2im [��0x� �R (x)]: (10)

The�elds�R (x)and �R (x)describecollective uctuations(phonons)ofthephaseand

the density,respectively x. Since the density and the phase are canonically conjugate

variables,itispossible to show [37,17]that�R (x)and �R (x)obey the com m utation

relation:[�R (x);@x0�R 0(x0)]= i�R R 0�(x� x0).Furtherm ore,itisassum ed that@x�R (x)

is sm allcom pared to the equilibrium density �0. Note that this approach does not

assum etheexistenceofacondensateand thusproperly takesinto accountthequantum

and therm aluctuations,which are dom inantin 1D.Indeed,itisthe particle density

and not a \condensate" density that appears in the density-phase representation of

equations (9,10) (unlike usual m ean �eld approaches). Furtherm ore, the term s of

equation (10)with m 6= 0 accountforthediscrete particle natureofthebosons,which

iscrucialforobtaining a correctdescription forthe transition from the 1D superuid

phaseto the1D M ottinsulator[2,26,17,41,42].

x W e follow herethe notationsof[17].Notethatcom pared to [37,20]� and � areexchanged and the

density �eld,�,in thiswork di�ersby a m inussign from the density �eld,�,in thosereferences.
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Using equations(9)and (10),theHam iltonian in (3)becom es

H e� =
�hvs

2�

X

R

Z L

0

dx

�

K (@x�R (x))
2
+

1

K
(@x�R (x))

2

�

+
�hvsgu

2�a2

X

R

Z L

0

dx cos(2�R (x)+ ��x)

�
�hvsgJ

2�a2

X

hR ;R 0i

Z L

0

dx cos(�R (x)� �R 0(x)); (11)

where� = (G � 2��0)=� = 2(a� 1 � �0)isthem ism atch between thedensity �0 and the

periodicity oftheM ottpotential.Thetwo lastterm sarerelated to theM ottpotential

and theJosephson coupling,respectively.W eusethefollowing dim ensionlesscouplings

to characterizetheirstrength:

gJ =
2�J(�0a0)

2

�hvs�0
A B ; gu =

2�u0(�0a0)
2

�hvs�0
(12)

wherea0 � �hvs=�1D isa short-distancecut-o�.

The dim ensionless param eter K and the sound velocity vs depend both on the

density,�0,and on the strength ofthe boson-boson interaction. Indeed,forthe Lieb-

Linigerm odel,they depend on a singledim ensionlessparam eter,thegasparam eter[1]

 = M g1D =�h
2
�0.Analyticalresultsfortheseparam etersareonly availablein thesm all

and large lim it(seeref.[37]forresultsin theinterm ediateregim e):

vsK
� 1 ’ vF

h

1� 8� 1
i

( � 1); (13)

vsK
� 1 ’ vF =�

2 ( � 1); (14)

whereasGalilean invariance�xestheproduct[2,37]:

vsK = vF =
�h��0

M
(15)

Therefore,1 � K < +1 forthe Lieb-Linigerm odel,K = +1 corresponding to free

bosonsand K = 1 to theTonkslim it.FortheLieb-Linigerm odel,theform ula [37]:

A B (K )’

�
K

�

� 1

2K

(16)

providesa reasonably good interpolation (accurate to within 10% oftheexactresults)

forthenon-universalprefactorofthe�eld operator.

Itis worth stressing thatin (11)we have retained only term s which can becom e

dom inant at low tem peratures. In the language ofthe rernorm alization group (RG)

these correspond to m arginalorrelevantoperators.W henever,forreasonsto be given

below,any ofthe term sretained in equation (11)becom esirrelevantin the RG sense,

weshalldrop itand considertherem aining term sonly.W eem phasizethatthevalidity

of(11)isrestricted toenergy scalessm allerthan m infT;�1D g,and thereforeitsanalysis

willallow usto determ inethenatureoftheground stateand low-energy excitationsof

thesystem .

Interestingly, the e�ective Ham iltonian of equation (11) also describes the low

energy properties ofthe anisotropic Bose-Hubbard m odelof(6). This result can be
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derived by a latticeversion ofthebosonization procedure[17],followed by a passageto

the continuum lim it. However,the relationship ofthe e�ective param eters K ,vs,gu,

and gJ to m icroscopicparam etersJx,J,and U isno longereasy to obtain analytically

(exceptforU sm all[17]and certain lim itsin 1D [15]).Thus,in thiscaseK ,vs,gu,and

gJ m ustbe regarded asphenom enologicalparam eters,which m ustbe extracted either

from theexperim entorfrom a num ericalcalculation.

3. B ose-Einstein C ondensation

Letus�rstdiscussthephenom enon ofBose-Einstein condensation in anisotropic(quasi-

1D) opticallattices. This is the phase transition from a norm alBose gas to a Bose-

Einstein condensate(BEC),which exhibitssom edegreeofspatialcoherencethroughout

the lattice. Coherence arises thanks to the Josephson term , which couples the 1D

interacting Bose gases together. In the absence ofthe Josephson coupling and the

M ott potential (i.e.for J = 0 and u(x) = 0), the system behaves as an array of

independentTLL’s[2,17,40,37]:the excitationsare 1D sound waves(phonons)and,

at zero tem perature and for L ! 1 ,allcorrelations decay asym ptotically as power-

laws (e.g. phase correlations hei�R (x)e� i�R 0(0)i � �R ;R 0 j�0xj
�

1

2K for x � �
� 1
0 ),which

im plies the absence oflong-range order. However,as soon asthe Josephson coupling

isturned on,bosonscan gain kinetic energy in thetransverse directions,and therefore

becom edelocalized in m orethan onetube.Thisprocesshelpsto build phasecoherence

throughoutthelatticeand leadstotheform ation ofaBEC.Nevertheless,thebuildingof

coherencejustdescribed can besuppressed by twokindsofphenom ena:oneisquantum

and therm aluctuations, which prevent the bosons that hop between di�erent gas

tubes from rem aining phase coherent. The other isthe existence ofa M ottpotential

that is com m ensurate with the boson density. For su�cient repulsion between the

bosons,this leads to the stabilization ofa 1D M ott insulator,where bosons becom e

localized.W hereasweshalldealwith thelatterphenom enon in section 4,wedealwith

theuctuationsin thissection.

In this section we have in m ind two di�erent experim entalsituations: one is a

2D opticallattice where the M ott potentialis (experim entally) absent. The other is

when the M ottpotentialisirrelevantin the RG sense. The precise conditionsforthis

to hold willbe given in section 4 but,by inspection of(11),we can anticipate that

oneparticularsuch caseiswhen theM ottpotentialisincom m ensurate with theboson

density (i.e.� 6= 0). Under these circum stances,the cosine term proportionalto gu

oscillates rapidly in space and therefore its e�ect on the ground state and the long

wave-length excitationsisaveraged out.

3.1.M ean �eld theory

To reducetheHam iltonian (3)to a tractableproblem ,wetreattheJosephson coupling

in a m ean-�eld (M F)approxim ation where the boson �eld operator	 R (x)isreplaced
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by  c + �	R (x),where  c = h	 R(x)iand �	R (x)= 	 R (x)�  c.W ethen neglectthe

term / �	R (x)�	R 0(x),which describesthee�ectofuctuationsaboutthem ean �eld

state characterized by the orderparam eter c. Thisapproxim ation decouples the 1D

system satlattice sitesR 6= R 0 so thatthe problem reducesto a single \e�ective" 1D

system in the presence ofa (W eiss) �eld proportionalto j cj. The bosonized form of

theHam iltonian forthissystem is(wedrop thelatticeindex R ):

H
M F
e� =

�hvs

2�

Z L

0

h

K (@x�(x))
2
+ K

� 1(@x�(x))
2
i

� 2JzC

q

A B �0j cj

Z L

0

dx cos�(x)+ JzC Lj cj
2
; (17)

where zC is the coordination num ber ofthe lattice (zC = 4 for the square lattices

realized thus far in the experim ents). The phase ofthe order param eter �c = arg c

hasbeen elim inated by perform ing a (global)gauge transform ation �(x)! �(x)+ �c,

and henceforth we shall take  c = j cjto be real. W e note that, up to the last

constantterm ,H M F
e� de�nesan exactly solvablem odel,thesine-Gordon m odel,ofwhich

a great dealis known from the theory ofintegrable system s as wellas from various

approxim ation schem es[40,17,43].Them ean-�eld Ham iltonian m ustbesupplem ented

by a self-consistency condition,which relates the e�ective 1D system to the original

latticeproblem :

 c = h	 R (x)i= 2(A B �0)
1=2

hcos�(x)iM F (18)

Notethattheaverageoverthecosinem ustbecom puted using theeigenstatesofH M F
e� .

3.1.1. Condensate fraction at T = 0: To obtain the condensate fraction at zero

tem perature,we�rstcom putetheground-stateenergyofH M F
e� usingthefollowingresult

fortheground stateenergy density ofthesine-Gordon (sG)m odel[43]:

EsG (j cj)= �
� 2

s(j cj)

4�hvs
tan

�p

2
; (19)

wherep= �2=(8�� �2)= 1=(8K � 1),with �2 = �=K .TheexcitationsofthesG m odel

are gapped solitonsand anti-solitons(and bound statesofthem for�2 < 4�)[40,17].

Thesoliton energy gap (also called soliton \m ass")is[43]:

� s(j cj)= �hvs

"
m s(j cj)

�(p)

#p+ 1

2

; (20)

and

m s(j cj)=
zC J(A B �0)

1=2

�hvsa
� 2(p+ 1)=p

0

j cj; (21)

�(p) =
1

�

�
�

p

p+ 1

�

�
�

1

p+ 1

�

2

4

p
��

�
p+ 1

2

�

2�(
p

2
)

3

5

2

p+ 1

; (22)

where�(x)isthegam m a function.Hence,theground stateenergy ofH M F
e� isgiven by:

E
M F
0 (j cj)=L = EsG (j cj)+ JzC j cj

2
: (23)
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Theself-consistentcondition (18)isequivalenttom inim izing them ean-�eld freeenergy

with respectto theorderparam eter.AtT = 0,theentropy iszero and thecondensate

fraction is thus obtained by m inim izing E M F
0 (j cj) with respect to  c = j cj,which

yields:

 c = �
1=2

0

"
p+ 1

8(�(p))p+ 1
tan

�
�p

2

�

�
p+ 1

2

 
JzC

�hvs�0

! p# 1

1�p

: (24)

In the above expression, we have introduced the dim ensionless param eter � =

A B (K )(�0a0)
1=2K . W e note that the condensate fraction at T = 0 has a power-law

dependence on theam plitudeoftheJosephson coupling,i.e.

 c � �
1=2

0

 
J

�1D

! p

1�p

= �
1=2

0

 
J

�1D

! 1

8K �2

: (25)

The dependence ofthe exponenton the param eterK ,which variescontinuously with

the strength ofthe interactions between the bosons in the tubes,is a consequence of

the factthatthe appearance ofa BEC atT = 0,assoon asJ ism ade di�erentfrom

zero, is a�ected by the characteristic 1D quantum uctuations ofthe TLL’s. This

behaviorism arkedly di�erentfrom whatcan beobtained by a Gross-Pitaevskiim ean-

�eld treatm entofthesystem thatoverlookstheim portanceof1D quantum uctuations.

Furtherbelow weshallalsoencounterotherinstanceswherethepresentresultsstrongly

deviatefrom Gross-Pitaevskiitheory.

To show the e�ectiveness ofthe uctuations to cause depletion ofthe BEC,let

us estim ate the fraction ofbosons in the condensate at T = 0 using equation (24).

ForK = 1 (i.e.the Tonks lim it,where phase uctuations are the strongest),we take

a0�0 = 1 and assum e that�1D = 0:1�h!? [7].Therefore,forV0? = 20E R ,the hopping

am plitude J ’ 3� 10� 3�1D ,and hence,using equation (24),�� 10  2
c � 20% . W e also

notethatforweakly interacting bosons,i.e.asK ! +1 , 2
c ! �0,asexpected.

In theexperim entsofRef.[10],very sm allcoherencefractionswereobserved.The

experim entalcoherence fraction isde�ned asthefraction ofthetotalnum berofatom s

thatcontributesto thepeak around k = 0 in them om entum distribution,asm easured

by tim e ofight. The fraction wasquanti�ed by �tting a gaussian distribution to the

peak [10].W enotethatsuch aprocedureyieldsanon-vanishingcoherencefraction even

forthe caseofuncoupled 1D tubes,where them om entum distribution exhibitsa peak

withapower-law tail� jkj
1

2K
� 1 andawidth� m axfL;�hvs=Tg[37,36].Thus,identifying

thecondensatefractionwiththeexperim entalcoherencefractionm aynotbeappropriate

asthere isno condensate in such a 1D lim it. Furtherm ore,aswe show below,in the

anisotropicBEC phasediscussed above,thisexperim entalprocedurewould alsopick up

anon-condensatecontribution tothecoherencefraction.Nevertheless,provided heating

e�ectsand therm aldepletion ofthe condensate are nottoo strong,onecan regard the

experim entalcoherence fraction as an upper bound to the condensate fraction,and

since a strong decrease ofthe coherence fraction was reported in the experim ents of

Ref.[10],ourresultsshowing a strong depletion ofthe condensate are consistentwith

theexperim ental�ndings.
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3.1.2. Condensation tem perature: At�nite tem peratures,therm al(besidesquantum )

uctuations cause depletion ofthe condensate. Ultim ately,at a criticaltem perature

T = Tc, the condensate is destroyed by the uctuations. To com pute the critical

tem peraturewefollow Efetov and Larkin [44]and,taking into accountthatnearTc the

orderparam eter c(T)issm all,consideraperturbativeexpansion oftheself-consistency

condition (18)in powersof c.To lowestorder,

 c(T)= h	(x;�)iM F =

hT

�

	(x;�)e
�

1

�h

R
�h�

0
d�0H W (�0)

�

i0

hT e
�

1

�h

R
�h�

0
d�0H W (�0)

i0

= � JzC  c(T)

Z L

0

dx
0

Z �h�

0

d�
0
g1(x

0
;�

0)+ O ( 2
c): (26)

where 	(x;�)= (�0A B)
1=2ei�(x;�),� being the im aginary tim e,T the ordering sym bol

in (im aginary)tim e,and theW eiss�eld,

H W = � JzC  c(T)

Z
L

0

dx [	(x)+ h:c:]: (27)

Thecorrelation function:

g1(x;�)= �
1

�h
hT

h

	(x;�)	 y(0;0)
i

i0; (28)

where the average h:::i0 is perform ed using the quadratic part of H M F
e� . Hence,

analytically continuing to realtim e,equation (26)reducesto:

1+ JzC g
R
1 (q= 0;! = 0;Tc)= 0; (29)

which determ inesTc;g
R
1 (q;!)isFouriertransform oftheretarded version of(28).This

function iscom puted in theAppendix B (cf.equation (B.15)),and leadsto theresult:

 
2�Tc

�hvs�0

! 2�
1

2K

= F(K )

 
JzC

�hvs�0

!

; (30)

where

F(K )= �
2A B (K )sin

�
�

4K

�

B
2

�
1

8K
;1�

1

4K

�

; (31)

with B (x;y)= �(x)�(y)=�(x;y)thebetafunction.Thus,thedependenceofT c on J isa

power-law whoseexponentisdeterm ined by K .Itisinteresting toanalyzethebehavior

ofTc in thelim itofweak interactions,i.e.forK � 1.UsingthatF(K � 1)� K ,along

with Galilean invariance,equation (15),vs = vF =K ,we�nd that

�
Tc

�F

� 2

�

�
J

�F

�

; (32)

where �F = �h��0vF =2= (�h��0)
2=2M .Thus,wesee thatasK ! +1 ,Tc � J1=2.This

result com es with two caveats. The �rst one is that,as we turn o� the interactions

(i.e.for g1D ! 0) so that K can diverge,the chem icalpotential�1D ’ g1D �0 ! 0.

Therefore since thee�ective Ham iltonian,equation (11),isvalid only forenergy scales

below �1D ,the range ofvalidity ofthe result is going to lower and lower J in this

lim it. Indeed one cannot sim ply let K ! 1 and keep J �xed. One would get
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Tc=�1D � (�F =�1D )
1=2(J=�1D )

1=2 ! +1 .On theotherhand,weknow thatasg1D ! 0

Tc m ustrem ain �nitebecausea non-interacting Bosegasin a 2D opticallatticeindeed

undergoes Bose-Einstein condensation (see below). Therefore,ifTc=�1D diverges as

�1D ! 0 forK � 1,itisbecause ofthisfact. The second caveatisthatthe behavior

Tc � J1=2 im plied by (32) is not the correct one in the non-interacting lim it. To see

this, consider the condition for the Bose-Einstein condensation ofa non-interacting

Bose gasin a 2D opticallattice (we take L ! 1 butkeep the num beroflattice sites

M 0 = M y � Mz �nite):

L
X

Q

Z + 1

� 1

dq

2�

1

e[�(q)+ �? (Q )]=Tc � 1
= N ex = N 0M 0 (33)

where�(q)and�? (Q )= � 2J (cosQya+ cosQ za� 2)arethelongitudinalandtransverse

dispersion ofthebosons,respectively.In thelattercase,wehavechosen thezero-point

energy (i.e.the bottom ofthe band) to be zero. In the J ! 0 lim it the 1D system s

becom e decoupled and Tc vanishes (i.e.there isno BEC in 1D).Therefore,we expect

Tc to besm allforsm allJ.Itisthusjusti�ed to expand aboutQ = (0;0)thetransverse

dispersion �? (Q ) ’ Ja2Q 2. Furtherm ore,�(q) = �h
2
q2=2M ,for free bosons,and thus

(33) leads to the law Tc � J2=3,which is di�erent from (32). The di�erence stem s

from the assum ption ofa linear longitudinaldispersion ofthe excitations im plied by

the quadratic partof(11)and (17).Had we insisted in assum ing a linearlongitudinal

dispersion ofthe bosons�(q)= �hv0jqj,where v0 hasdim ensions ofvelocity,we would

havefound thatTc � J1=2 asim plied by (32).Thisargum entim plicitly assum esthatin

the weakly interacting lim it,the di�erence between particlesand excitationsvanishes.

Thisseem squitereasonable,asthespectrum ofexcitationsofthenon-interacting Bose

gascoincideswith thesingle-particlespectrum .

Nevertheless, we can expect equation (30) to provide a good estim ate of the

condensation tem perature as long as J=�1D � 1. This is ofcourse particularly true

in the strongly interacting lim it where K � 1. The interpolation form ula for the

prefactor A B ,equation (16),allows to be m ore quantitative than Efetov and Larkin

and toobtain an estim ateofTc forK = 2,forinstance.FortheLieb-Linigerm odelthis

value ofK corresponds to  ’ 3:5 [37]and to �1D =�F ’ 0:367. ForJ ’ 3� 103�1D

(i.e.V0? = 20E R),equation (30)yields Tc=�1D ’ 0:6 and therefore Tc=�h ’ 10kHz or

Tc ’ 70nK.W enotethistem peratureseem stobewellabovetheexperim entalestim ate

forthe tem perature ofthe cloud,T < 10� 3 �h!? � 10� 2�1D [7]. Thus,we expect the

experim entally realized system s to be in the anisotropic BEC phase described in this

section,and theopticallatticeto exhibit3D coherence.

3.1.3. Excitations ofthe BEC phase: Let us next com pute the excitation spectrum

ofthe BEC.Due to the existence ofcoherence between the 1D system s ofthe array,

this turns out to be very di�erent from the \norm al" Bose gas (TLL) phase,where

the gas tubes are e�ectively decoupled (i.e. c = 0) because uctuations destroy the

long rangeorder.Them ostdirectway of�nding theexcitation spectrum isto consider
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con�gurationswhere the orderparam etervariesslowly with x and R and tim e. Thus

the orderparam eterbecom esa quantum �eld,	 c(x:R ;t). One then askswhatisthe

e�ective Lagragian,orGinzburg-Landau (GL),functional,L G L(x;R ;t),thatdescribes

thedynam icsof	 c(x;R ;t).Thereareatleasttwo waysof�nding thisfunctional:one

isto perform a Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ation and to integrateouttheoriginal

bosons to �nd an e�ective action forthe uctuations ofthe orderparam eter abouta

uniform con�guration. To gaussian order(random phase approxim ation,RPA)thisis

carried out in Appendix A. This m ethod has the advantage ofallowing us to m ake

contact with the m icroscopic theory (the Ham iltonian (11) in our case) and thus to

relate the param eters that determ ine the dispersion ofthe excitation m odes to those

ofthem icroscopic theory.Anotherm ethod,which we shallfollow in thissection,isto

guess LG L using sym m etry principles only. To thisend,we �rstwrite L G L = T � V,

wherethekineticenergy term T dependson gradientsof	 c(x;R ;t),whereasV depends

only on 	 c(x;R ;x;t). Both T and V are subject to invariance under globalGauge

transform ations:	 c(x;R ;t)! ei�0 	 c(x;R ;t).

Using globalgauge invariance,to the lowestnon-trivialorderin 	 c,we can write

V = aj	 c(x;R ;t)j
2+ bj	 c(x;R ;t)j

4.Sinceweareinterested in theordered phasewhere

	 c =  c,wem usthavea < 0.Thus,wecan writeV asfollows:

V =
�h�

2

�

j	 c(x;R ;t)j
2 � j cj

2
�2
; (34)

where� isaphenom enologicalparam eter.On theotherhand,in ordertoguesstheform

ofthekineticterm T globalgaugeinvariancealoneisnotsu�cient.Furtherinsightcan

beobtained by close inspection ofthee�ective low-energy theory described by (11).If

wewriteitdown in Lagragian form :

Le�(x;t)=
�hK

2�

X

R

�
1

vs
(@t�R )

2
� vs(@x�R )

2

�

+
�hvsgJ

2�a20

X

hR ;R 0i

cos(�R � �R 0); (35)

weseethatitisinvariantunderLorentztransform ationsofthecoordinates(x;t)where:
 
vst

0

x0

!

=

 
cosh� sinh�

sinh� cosh�

!  
vst

x

!

; (36)

being � a realnum ber. Thus, T can only contain Lorentz invariant com binations

ofj@t	 c(x;R ;t)j
2, j@x	 c(x;R ;t)j

2, and jr R 	 c(x;R ;t)j
2, which are the lowest order

derivativeterm sallowed by globalgaugeinvariance.Thisleadsto

T (x;R ;t)=
�hZ2

2

h

j@t	 c(x;R ;t)j
2 � v

2
jjj@x	 c(x;R ;t)j

2 � v
2
? jr R 	 c(x;R ;t)j

2
i

; (37)

where vjj = vs and Z2 and v? are again phenom enologicalparam eters. Higher order

term sand derivativesarealso allowed,buttheaboveterm saretheonesthatdom inate

atlong wave-lengthsand low frequencies.Therefore,theGL functionalreads:

LG L(x;R ;t)=
�hZ2

2

h

j@t	 c(x;R ;t)j
2 � v

2
jjj@x	 c(x;R ;t)j

2

� v
2
? jr R 	 c(x;R ;t)j

2
i

�
�h�

2

�

j	 c(x;R ;t)j
2 � j cj

2
�2
:(38)
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W e�nd theexcitation spectrum by setting 	 c(x;R ;t)= [ c+ �c(x;R ;t)]e
i�c(x;R ;t)

and keeping only term sup to quadraticorder,which yields:

LG L(x;R ;t)’
�hZ2

2�h

h

(@t�c)
2
� v

2
jj(@x�c)

2
� v

2
? (r R �c)

2
� Z

� 1
2 � 

2
c�

2
c

i

+
�hZ2

2�h
 
2
c

h

(@t�c)
2
� v

2
jj(@x�c)

2
� v

2
? (r R �c)

2
i

(39)

Hence !2
� (q;Q ) = (vjjq)

2 + (v? Q )
2
gives the dispersion of the Goldstone m ode �c,

and !2
+ (q;Q ) = � 2

+ + (vjjq)
2 + (v? Q )

2
, where � 2

+ = Z
� 1
2 j cj

2�, the dispersion of

the longitudinalm ode �c. Hence we conclude thatthe BEC phase hastwo excitation

branches: a gaplessm ode,which isexpected from Goldstone’stheorem ,and a gapped

m ode, the longitudinal m ode, which describes oscillations of the m agnitude of the

order param eter about its ground state value  c. It is worth com paring these

phenom enologicalresults with those ofthe analysis ofgaussian uctuations (RPA +

SM A)aboutthem ean-�eld statedescribed in Appendix A.Therewe�nd,in thesm all

(q;Q )lim it:

!
2
� (q;Q )’ (vjjq)

2 + (v
(� )

? Q )2; (40)

!
2
+ (q;Q )’ � 2

(+ )+ (vjjq)
2 + (v

(+ )

? Q )2; (41)

where v
(� )

? = � 1a=�h, �
2
+ = � 2(8K � 1)� 2=2�h2, and v

(+ )

? = � 2a=�h, being � p =

� ssin(p�)thebreatherenergy gapsand

� s = �hvs�0

"

�
p+ 1

8�2(p)
tan

�
�p

2

�
4J

vs�0

# 1+ p

2(1�p)

�

 
J

�1D

! 2K

4K �1

: (42)

isthesoliton gap.Onenoticeabledi�erenceoftheseresultsfrom thoseoftheGL theory

isthatthevaluesofv? predicted by theRPA+SM A forthelongitudinaland Goldstone

m odesdi�er,i.e.v
(+ )

? 6= v
(� )

? . Thisisdue to a poortreatm entofthe Landau-Ginburg

theory thatneglected term sofLG L oforderhigherthan quadraticin the�elds�c and �c.

Theseterm srepresentinteractionsbetween theGoldstoneand longitudinal�eld,aswell

asself-interactionsofthe longitudinal�eld.On the otherhand,the RPA treatm entof

Appendix A takesintoaccountsom eoftheseinteractionsand thusyieldsacorrection to

thedispersion oftheGoldstoneand longitudinalm odes,which leadsto di�erentvalues

ofv? .

It is interesting to consider the behavior of the system in the lim it of strong

Josephson coupling whereJ > �1D .Underthese conditionsthem otion oftheatom sis

notm ainly con�ned to 1D and thusthey can m ore easily avoid collisions. Therefore,

thee�ectofuctuationsisexpected to belessdram aticand assum ing theexistence of

a 3D condensate isa good starting point. Thisleadsto Gross-Pitaevskii(GP)theory,

which,assum ingaslowly varyingcon�guration oftheorderparam eter,hasthefollowing

Lagrangian:

LG P(x;R ;t)= �hZ1

h

i	 �
c(x;R ;t)@t	 c(x;R ;t)�

�h

2M
j@x	 c(x;R ;t)j

2

�
y?

2
jr R 	 c(x;R ;t)j

2
i

�
�h�

2

�

j	 c(x;R ;t)j
2 � j cj

2
�2
:(43)
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where Z1 = a� 2, y? = a2J=�h, and � = Z1~g=�h, ~g = 4��h2as
R
dydzjW R (y;z)j

4=M

(W R (y;z)istheW annierfunction atsiteR ).Thecondensatefraction  c isthesolution

to the(tim e-independent)GP equation:

~gj cj
2 = zC J + �; (44)

where � is the chem icalpotential. Form ally,and ignoring the di�erent values ofthe

couplings, LG P looks alm ost identical to LG L except for the fact that i�hZ1	
�
c@t	 c

replaces Z2j@t	 cj
2. However, this change has a dram atic e�ect on the excitation

spectrum aswe show in whatfollows. Setting 	 c(x;R ;t)= [ c + �c(x;R ;t)]e
i�c(x;R ;t)

and carrying outthesam estepsasabove,wearriveat:

LG P(x;R ;t)= �hZ1

h

� 2 c�c@t�c�
�h

2M
(@x�c)

2
�
y?

2
(r R �c)

2
� 2� 2c�

2
c

�
�h 2

c

2M
(@x�c)

2
�
y?

2
 
2
c (r R�c)

2
i

: (45)

From the aboveexpression,we see thatthe am plitude �c hasno dynam ics,i.e.there is

notterm involving @t�c thatisnota totalderivativek.Theterm � 2 c�c@t�c,however,

couplesthedynam icsofthephase�c and theam plitude�c.Thisisvery di�erentfrom

the situation with the GL theory encountered above. W e can integrate out�c,e.g.by

using theequationsofm otion for�c,which yield �c(x;R ;t)= � Z1@t�c(x;R ;t)=(2� c)+

gradientterm s.Thus,thelagrangian becom es:

LG P(x;R ;t)=
Z 2
1

�h�

h

(@t�c)
2
� v

2
jj(@x�c)

2
� v

2
? (r R �c)

2
i

; (46)

being v2
jj
= �hj cj

2�=(2M Z1) and v2? = y? �j cj
2=(2Z1). This m eans that a BEC

described by theGP theory hasa singlelow-energy m ode,whosedispersion,!(q;Q )=
q

v2
jj
q2 + v2? Q

2,vanishesin the long wave-length lim it. Thisisprecisely the Goldstone

m ode,which corresponds to the one that we have already encountered above when

analyzing the excitation spectrum of the GL theory that describes the extrem ely

anisotropic lim itwhere J � �1D . The presence ofthe Goldstone m ode asthe lowest

energy excitation in both theoriesisa directconsequenceofthespontaneoussym m etry

breaking ofglobalgauge invariance. Thus both kinds ofsuperuids are adiabatically

connected asJ isincreased.On theotherhand,thelattertheory also exhibitsa m ode,

the longitudinalm ode,that is gapped for (q;Q ) = (0;0). However,the fate ofthe

longitudinalm ode asJ increasesisnotclearfrom the above discussion. To gain som e

insightinto thisissue,letusreconsiderthederivation oftheGL Lagrangian in thelight

ofthe previousdiscussion ofGP theory. Apparently,the Lorentz invariance discussed

above forbids the existence ofa term i�hZ1	
�
c@t	 c(x;R ;t). Nevertheless,we have to

rem em bertheem ergenceofsuch an invariancein equation (35)isa consequence ofthe

linear dispersion ofthe TLL m odes ofthe uncoupled tubes. The dispersion is linear

for energies �h! � �1D ,but for J � �1D non-linear corrections m ust be taken into

account. These break the e�ective Lorentz invariance of(35)and thus a term ofthe

k totalderivativeshavebeen dropped from both LG P and LG L.
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form i�hZ1	
�
c@t	 c isallowed.Phenom enologically,wecan consideram odi�ed GL theory

oftheform :

L0
G L(x;R ;t)= i�hZ1	

�
c@t	 c+

�hZ2

2

h

j@t	 c(x;R ;t)j
2 � v

2
jjj@x	 c(x;R ;t)j

2

� v
2
? jr R 	 c(x;R ;t)j

2
i

�
�h�

2

�

j	 c(x;R ;t)j
2 �  

2
c

�2
: (47)

where Z1 is very sm allfor J=�1D � 1 but grows with J and should grow large for

J=�1D > 1.W ecan perform thesam eanalysisasaboveto�nd theexcitation spectrum ,

which leadsto thefollowing quarticequation forthedispersion ofthem odes:

h

!
2 � !

2
+ (q;Q )

ih

!
2 � !

2
� (q;Q ]

i

+
4Z 2

1

Z 2
2

!
2 = 0: (48)

where!2
� (q;Q )arethedispersion oftheGoldstoneand longitudinalm odesforZ1 = 0,

which have been found above. W e see that for sm allq and Q there is a solution

such that !2 = Aq2 + B Q 2. Furtherm ore,there is also a gapped m ode,for which

!2 ! � 2
+ + (Z1=Z2)

2 as q and Q ) tend towards zero. Thus we see that the gap of

thelongitudinalm odedependson theratio Z1=Z2.ForZ1 � Z2,thedispersion ofthe

longitudinalm odeisessentially thesam easthatobtained from theGL theory.However,

as Z1=Z2 grows with J,the gap increases and therefore the exciting the longitudinal

m odebecom esm orecostly energetically.Atthispointisusefulto recallthattheRPA

analysis in Appendix A indicates the existence ofa continuum ofsoliton-antisoliton

excitations above a threshold �h! = 2� s. The stability ofthe longitudinalm ode is

ensured if� + < 2� s,which seem sto be the case provided one truststhe single-m ode

approxim ation em ployed to estim ate � + . However,as the gap is pushed up towards

higher energies by an increasing Z1=Z2,the longitudinalm ode is likely to acquire a

large �nite lifetim e by coupling to this continuum . This willeventually lead to its

disappearancefrom thespectrum .

3.2.Self-consistentharm onic approxim ation (SCHA)

An alternative approach to obtain the properties of the BEC phase is the self-

consistent Harm onic approxim ation (SCHA)(see e.g.Ref.[17]). The idea behind this

approxim ation is to �nd an optim al (in the sense to be speci�ed below) quadratic

Ham iltonian that approxim ates the actualHam iltonian ofthe system . The m ethod

is m ore suitably form ulated in the path-integral language, where the role of the

Ham iltonian isplayed by the euclidean action. The latterisobtained by perform ing,

in the Lagrangian ofequation (35),a W ick rotation to im aginary tim e,t! � i�,and

de�ning the action as S = �
RL
0 dx

R�h�
0 d� Le�(x;i�)=�h. Hence,S[�]= S0[�]+ SJ[�],

where

S0[�]=
K

2�

X

R

Z L

0

dx

Z �

0

d�

�
1

vs
(@��R (x;�))

2
+ vs(@x�R (x;�))

2

�

; (49)

SJ[�]= �
1

�h
A B �0J

X

hR R 0i

Z L

0

dx

Z �h�

0

d� cos(�R (x;�)� �R 0(x;�)): (50)
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Thepartition function reads:

Z =

Z

[d�]e� S[�]: (51)

In theSCHA,S[�]isapproxim ated by a gaussian (i.e.quadratic)action:

Sv[�]=
1

2M 0�h�L

X

q;Q ;!n

G
� 1
v (q;Q ;!n)j�Q (q;!n)j

2
; (52)

where �Q (q;!n)isthe Fouriertransform of�R (x;�). Thisgaussian form ism otivated

by considering the action,equation (50),in the lim itoflarge J. W e then expectthat

the replacem ent cos(�R � �R 0) ’ 1� 1

2!
(�R � �R 0)

2
would be reasonable. This yields

a quadratic action and a phonon propagator the form of(58). To �nd the optim al

G v(q;Q ;!n),weuseFeynm an’svariationalprinciple[45]:

F = �
1

�
lnZ � F

0[G v]= Fv � h(S[�]� Sv[�])iv; (53)

whereh:::iv standsforthetraceovercon�gurationsof�R (x;�)using e
� Sv[�]and

e
� �Fv =

Z

[d�]e� Sv[�]: (54)

Therefore,by extrem izing F 0[G v]with respectto G v,thatis,by solving

�F0[G v]

�Gv(q;Q ;!n)
= 0; (55)

we�nd theoptim alG v:

1

G v(q;Q ;!n)
=

1

G 0(q;!n)
�
zC A B (K )�0

2�h
Ja

2
F(Q )e

J a
2

2M 0L �h�

P

q0;Q 0;! 0n
F (Q 0)G v(q

0;Q 0;!0n )
; (56)

where F(Q ) = a�2

2

P

t

�

1� eiQ � t
�

,with t the vectors that connect a lattice point to

its nearest neighbors, and G
� 1
0 (q;!n) =

K

�vjj

h

!2
n + v2

jj
q2
i

the free phonon propagator

(vjj = vs). This self-consistency equation (56) can be solved by rewriting it into two

equationsasfollows:de�ning

v
2
? =

�zC A B

2K
(�0a)

�
Ja

�h

�

vjj exp

2

4
2a2

zC M 0L�h�

X

q;Q ;!n

F(Q )G v(q;Q ;!n)

3

5 ; (57)

wearriveat:

G
� 1
v (q;Q ;!n)=

K

�vjj

h

!
2
n + (vjjq)

2 + v
2
? F(Q )

i

: (58)

The set of equations (57) and (58) are solved in Appendix C), for the variational

param eterv2? which isthetransverse phonon velocity ofthe3D superuid.

AtT = 0,the equation forv0? = v? (T = 0)can besolved analytically.W e m erely

stateheretheresult(thedetailsofthecalculation can befound in Appendix C):

v0?

vjj
’

" 
B0A B (K )

K

!  
�hvjj�0

�1D

!  
zC J

�1D

! # 2K

4K �1

(59)

where B0 ’ 1:2971 for a 2D square latttice. Note that the variationalpropagator

G v(!n;q;Q ) has a pole,which for sm allq and Q , is located at !2
� (q;!) ’ v2

jj
q2 +
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(v? Q )
2,for a square 2D transverse lattice. This is the Goldstone m ode with v? �

(J=�1D )
2K =(4K � 1),apowerlaw with an exponentthatagreeswith theRPA+SM A result

ofAppendix A,where itisshown thatv
(� )

? � �1 � �s � (J=�1D )
2K =(4K � 1). However,

the SCHA failsto capture the existence ofthe longitudinalm ode. Thisisbecause,as

described above,the SCHA is tantam ount to expanding the cosine in the Josephson

coupling term . Such an approxim ation neglectsthe factthatthe phase �R (x;�)is2�-

periodic,and that as a consequence the system supports vortex excitations. On the

otherhand,thisiscaptured by RPA because itdoesnotdisregard the periodic aspect

ofthe phase since the m ean-�eld state is described by the sine-Gordon m odel. The

latterhassoliton,anti-soliton,and breatherexcitations,which area directconsequence

oftheperiodicity of�R .

In theweakly interacting lim it(i.e.forK � 1),equation (59)becom es:

v0?

vjj
�

s

J

�1D
; (60)

where we have used that�1D =(vjj�0)� 1=2 = �=K forK � 1.Thus,the requirem ent

that J=�1D � 1 autom atically im plies that v0? =vjj � 1,that is,we dealwith a very

anisotropicBEC.

At T > 0,the variationalequations m ust solved num erically (see Appendix C).

Theabsenceofa solution to equation (57)such thatforT > Tc v? = 0 allowsustoalso

determ inethecondensation tem perature.Thusforweakly interacting Bosegas(K � 1

or sm all),we�nd:

Tc

�1D
’

s

zC J

�1D
(0:610+ 0:698K ); (61)

Thisisthesam eform asthatobtainedforlargeK from theRPA analysisofsection 3.1.2,

equation (32).Thus,thesam ecaveatsasthosediscussed thereapply to it.

AtT = Tc thevelocity v? = vc? has�nitea jum p,which forK � 1 isgiven by

vc?

v0?
’

s

zC J

�1D

�

0:376+ 0:274K � 1
�

: (62)

This is indeed an artifact ofthe SCHA,which incorrectly captures the second-order

characterofthetransition from theBEC to the\norm al" (TLL)phase.

3.3.M om entum distribution function

Besides the excitation spectrum ,the SCHA also allows us to obtain the m om entum

distribution ofthesystem in theBEC phase.Thelattercan bem easured in a tim e-of-

ightexperim ent[25],and itistheFouriertransform oftheone-body density m atrix:

n(k;K )=
1

M 0L

Z

dxdx
0

Z

dr? dr
0
? e

� iK � (r? � r
0
? )e

� ik(x� x0)h	 y(x;r? )	(x
0
;r

0
? )i: (63)

Introducing 	(x;r ? )=
P

R W R (r? )	 R (x),where r? = (y;z),n(k;K )can be written

as:

n(k;K )=
jW (K )j2

M 0L

X

R ;R 0

e
� iK � (R � R0)

Z

dxdx
0
e
� ik(x� x0)h	

y

R (x)	 R 0(x0)i; (64)
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where W (K ) is the Fourier transform of the W annier orbital W 0(r? ). Using the

bosonization form ula (9)and within theSCHA

h	
y

R
(x)	 0(0)i= �0A B (K )he� i[�R (x)� �0(0)]i’ �0A B (K )e�

1

2
h[�R (x)� �0(0)]

2
iSC H A : (65)

Since 1

2
h[�R (x)� �0(0)]

2
iSCH A = h�2

0
(0)iSCH A � h�R (x)�0(0)iSCH A and h�R (x)�0(0)i =

G v(x;R ;t= 0),where

G v(x;R ;t)=
1

M 0L

X

q;Q

Z
d!

2�
e
i(qx+ Q � R � !t)

G v(q;Q ;i!n ! ! + i�) (66)

’
1

8�2v2? K

a2

(x=vjj)
2 + (R =v? )

2
; (67)

whereG v(q;Q ;!n)isgiven byequation (58).Theresultonthelastlineistheasym ptotic

behaviorforlargex and R .ThusweseethatforlargedistancesG v(x;R ;t)decaysvery

rapidly and therefore it is justi�ed to expand eG v(x;R ;t= 0) ’ 1+ G v(x;R ;t= 0)+ :::

Keeping only thelowestorderterm ,we obtain thefollowing expression for(k;K )near

zero m om entum :

n(k;K )’ jW (K )j2

2

4(M 0L)j cj
2
�k;0 �K ;0 +

vjjZ 0
q

(vjjk)
2 + (v? K )

2

3

5 (68)

whereZ 0 = j cj
2�=2K ,and the(m odulussquared ofthe)condensatefraction,

j cj
2 = �0A B (K )e� G v(x= 0;R = 0) = �0A B (K )

 
�hv? e

� C0

2�1D a

! 1=2K

� �0

 
J

�1D

! 1

4K �1

; (69)

where C0 ’ 0:2365 fora 2D square lattice. Thusthe SCHA approxim ation also yields

a condensatefraction thatbehavesasa powerlaw ofJ=�1D .Theexponentisthesam e

astheoneobtained in section 3.1.1 from m ean-�eld theory,equation (25).

Them om entum distribution can bealso obtained at�nitetem peraturesfrom :

G v(k;K ;t= 0)=
1

�h�

X

i!n

�vjjK
� 1

!2
n + (vjjk)

2 + v2? F(K )
(70)

=
�vjjK

� 1

q

(vjjq)
2 + v2? F(K )

coth

2

4
�h
q

(vjjk)
2 + v2? F(K )

T

3

5 : (71)

Thusfork and K nearzero,and T > 0 we�nd

n(k;K )’ jW (K )j2
"

(M 0L)j c(T)j
2
�k;0 �K ;0 +

TvjjZ 0(T)=�h

(vjjk)
2 + (v? K )

2

#

(72)

with Z 0(T)de�ned asabovewith �c replaced by  c(T).

Thereareseveralpointsthatareworthdiscussion abouttheresultsofequations(68)

and (72).The �rstisthatthese form areanisotropic generalizationsofthe resultthat

can beobtained from Bogoliubovtheory foraBEC [25].However,forsu�ciently largeq

weexpectacrossovertothesam epower-law behaviorofasingle1D Bose-gas� jkj
1

2K
� 1

(forT = 0 and L ! 1 ). Thisisnothing buta reection ofthe dim ensionalcrossover

physics:bosonswith kineticenergy �(k)= �h
2
k2=2M � J (butsuch that�(k)� �1D for

the bosonization to rem ain valid)cannot\feel" the BEC and the intertube coherence.
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However, they still\feel" the characteristic quantum uctuations ofthe TLL state.

Thesecond observation isrelated to ourdiscussion ofsection 3.1.1 on theexperim ental

\coherencefraction":itisclearby �tting a gaussian to n(k;K )aboutzero m om entum ,

one doesnotonly pick a contribution from j c(T)j
2 butalso from the tailofthe non-

condensatefraction.Thepresenceofatrap(andtheinhom ogeneityofthesystem caused

it)should notdram atically m odify thisconclusion.However,asboth contributionsare

positive,we expect thatthe experim entally m easured coherence fraction isindeed an

upperbound forj c(T)j
2.

4. D econ�nem ent

In this section we shallobtain the phase diagram ofthe system for the case where

the M ott potentialis relevant. One necessary condition for this is that � = 0 and

u0 6= 0 so that gu 6= 0 in equation (11). As it has been m entioned above, under

these conditions,and provided repulsion between the bosonsisstrong enough so that

the param eter K < 2,the system undergoes a transition to a M ott insulating state

for J = 0 and arbitrarily sm all u0 [2, 26, 17, 41]. In the M ott insulating state

bosons are localized about the m inim a ofthe potential. The question thus is what

happensassoon asa sm allJosephson coupling between neighboring tubesispresent.

The latter favors delocalization ofthe bosons leading to the appearance ofa BEC,

and thereforecom peteswith thelocalization tendenciesfavored by theM ottpotential.

Thecom petition between thesetwo oppositetendenciesleadsto a new quantum phase

transition known as decon�nem ent. Forsm allvalues ofju0jand J,it can be studied

by m eans ofthe renorm alization group (RG).This is a m uch better approach than

com paring ground state energies of m ean-�eld theories for each phase, as it takes

into account the uctuations, which are entirely disregarded within any m ean-�eld

approxim ation.However,although theRG approach allowsusto estim atetheposition

ofthe boundariesbetween the M ottinsulating and BEC phases,in the presentcase it

cannotprovideany insightinto thenatureofthedecon�nem enttransition.Forthis,we

shallrely on them ean-�eld approxim ation and m ap the m ean �eld ham iltonian atthe

specialvalueofK = 1=2 to a spin-chain m odel.

4.1.Renorm alization Group calculation

Let us return to the low-energy e�ective �eld theory de�ned by the Ham iltonian in

equation (11). Since it is a description valid for low-energies and tem peratures,the

couplingsK ,gu,gJ,etc.alldepend on thecut-o�energy scale,which istypically setby

thetem peraturefor�= T < � 1D .Thus,asthetem peratureisdecreased,thecouplings

getrenorm alized due to virtualtransitionsto stateswith energy > � = T,which now

are excluded from the description. The nature ofthe ground state isthusdeterm ined

by thedom inantcoupling asT = �! 0.

The change (‘ow’) for the couplings can be described by a set of di�erential
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equations. For sm all values of gJ and gu the RG ow equations can be obtained

perturbatively to second orderin the couplings. The detailsofsuch a calculation are

given in Appendix D.Theresultreads:

dgF

d‘
=
g2J

K
; (73)

dgJ

d‘
=

�

2�
1

2K

�

gJ +
gJgF

2K
; (74)

dgu

d‘
= (2� K )gu; (75)

dK

d‘
= 4g2J � g

2
uK

2
; (76)

where‘� ln�=T.Thecoupling gF isgenerated by theRG and describesan interaction

between bosons in neighboring tubes. However, since initially there is not such an

interaction (i.e.gF (0)= 0)and as dgF =d‘ = O (g2J)its e�ect on the ow ofthe other

couplingsisnotvery im portant.

The phase boundary between the BEC and 1D M ott insulator phases can be

obtained by studying theasym ptoticbehaviorofthesolutionsofequations(73)to(76).

Asthetem peratureislowered,i.e.as‘! +1 ,in theregim e 1

4
� K < 2 { thee�ective

couplingsgu(‘)and gJ(‘)grow asboth theM ottpotentialand theJosephson coupling

are relevant perturbations in the RG sense. If gu(‘) grows larger, the localization

tendenciesoftheM ottinsulatorphasesetin,whereasifgJ(‘)growslarger,delocalization

tendenciesoftheBEC phasedescribed in section 3 dom inatein theground state.Both

phasescorrespond to two di�erentstrong coupling �xed pointsofthe RG.W hen both

perturbationsare relevant,one hasa crossing ofthe two strong coupling �xed points,

and sinceweobtained theaboveequationsassum ing thatboth gu and gJ aresm all,the

RG isnotperturbatively controlled when gu and gJ grow large. Note that,given this

lim itation,we cannot entirely exclude that interm ediate phases m ight exist. W e will

com eback to thatparticularpointin thenextsection.

The relative m agnitude ofthe initial(i.e.bare) values ofgJ and gu determ ines

which coupling grows faster to a value oforder one,where the above RG equations

ceaseto bevalid.Thefastergrowth ofonecoupling inhibitstheother’sgrowth via the

renorm alization oftheparam eterK :Ifgu(‘)growsfaster,K owstowards0,leadingto

the1D M ottinsulator.Thisreectsthefactthat,forlargeenough gu,theM ottpotential

drives the system towards an incom pressible phase,where boson num ber uctuations

arestrongly suppressed by thelocalization oftheparticles.On theotherhand,ifgJ(‘)

growsfaster,K also growsand leadsto the 3D BEC phase. A rathercrude estim ate

oftheboundary can beobtained by ignoring therenorm alization ofK .In such a case,

dividing(74)by(75),keepingonlytheleadingorderterm s,and integratingthisequation

up to thescale‘�,whereboth gJ(‘
�)= gu(‘

�)= s,wheres� 1 wegetthatthecritical

{ Theregim ewhereK < 1describesa1D system ofbosonsinteractingvialong-rangeforces[17].Thus

itisnotphysicalfora system ofcold atom sinteracting via short-rangeforces.However,thediscussion

in thissection willbe donefora generalvalueofK .
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Figure 2. Zero-tem perature phase diagram ofa 2D array ofcoupled,in�nite,1D

interacting boson system s.Thevalueson theverticalaxisarede�ned up to a factorof

orderunity.K istheLuttinger-liquid param eter(seesection 2.2forexplanations).The

corresponding valuesofLieb-Linigergasparam eter = M g=�h
2
�0 are also displayed.

A longitudinalcom m ensurate opticalpotentialofam plitude u0 (u0 � 0:03 �1D for

K = 1 and u0 � 0:02� forK = 2:5)isassum ed. The dashed line correspondsto the

crudeestim ate forthe phaseboundary obtained from equation (77).

valueofgcJ = gJ(0)fora given valueofgu(0)scalesas:

g
c
J � gu(0)

2�1=2K

2�K : (77)

In the nextsection we willsee thatthispower-law isalso recovered in the m ean-�eld

treatm entofthefollowingsection.However,foram orepreciseestim ateoftheboundary

one needs to integrate num erically the RG-ow equations and take into account the

renorm alization ofK ,which can be im portantespecially nearK = 2. This is shown

in �gure 2,where we com pare the estim ate of(77)with the phase boundary obtained

from a num ericalintegration oftheRG equations.

The RG equations also allow to extract the gap of the M ott insulator as well

as the soliton energy gap that characterizes the decay of the one-body correlation

functions (i.e.the healing length) in the BEC phase. This is achieved by integrating

theequationsuntilthefastestgrown coupling isoforderone.Onecan then usethat,at

thisscale‘�,thegap �(‘)isalso oforderone,and sincegapsrenorm alizelikeenergies,

i.e.�(‘)= �(‘= 0)e � ‘.Forexam ple,in the BEC phase,using equation (74),keeping

only theleading term ,and integrating thisequation up toascale‘� � log(�=� s)where

gJ(‘
�) � 1 gives �s � (J=�1D )

1=(2� 1=2K ),which has the sam e power-law behavior as

the one obtained from the m ean-�eld theory,equation(42). For 1

4
< K < 2,a better
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estim ate(num erical)can beobtained by accounting fortherenorm alization ofK using

thefullsetofRG equations.However,forK > 2,therenorm alization ofK isnegligible

and thepreviousestim ateof� s should beaccurate.

Anotherinstancewhereitcan benecessary totakeintoaccounttherenorm alization

ofK isthe evaluation ofthecondensation tem perature Tc in the presence ofthe M ott

potential. In particular,forK < 2,although the initialconditions are such that the

coupling gJ is the dom inant one,K m ay undergo an im portant renorm alization ifgu

isnon-zero. The renorm alized value ofK could be then used in com bination with the

RPA form ula,equation (30),forTc.

4.2.M ean �eld theory ofthe decon�nem enttransition

The RG approach explained above does not provide any insight into the nature of

the decon�nem ent transition, e.g.it cannot answer questions such as whether the

transition iscontinuous(i.e.second order)ornot,orwhatuniversality classitbelongs

to. In orderto address,atleastpartially,som e ofthese issueswe willtreatagain the

interchain couplingin am ean �eld approxim ation.W ebegin byrewritingthem ean-�eld

Ham iltonian ofequation (17)in thepresence oftheM ottpotential:

H
M F
e� =

�hvs

2�

Z L

0

h

K (@x�(x))
2
+ K

� 1(@x�(x))
2
i

+ 2�0u0

Z L

0

dx cos2�(x)� 2JzC

q

A B �0j cj

Z L

0

dx cos�(x)+ JzC Lj cj
2
: (78)

The new m ean-�eld Ham iltonian is now a double sine-Gordon theory, which is not

exactly solvable forgeneralvalues ofthe param eterK [46]. However,forK = 1

2
the

solution takes a particularly sim ple form as one can directly relate it to the results

obtained in section 3.1 forthe sine-Gordon m odel. Asithasbeen pointed outabove,

the regim e K < 1 is not physicalfor m odels like the Lieb-Liniger m odelor the 1D

Bose-Hubbard m odel.However,weexpectthatthesolution atthispointcapturessom e

oftheessentialfeaturesofthedecon�nem enttransition forK � 1.Indeed in particular

in the RG ow nothing specialoccurs at K = 1 so we can expect the two lim its to

be sm oothly connected. The key observation behind the solution at K = 1

2
is that,

asshown in Appendix E,atthispoint(78)isthe e�ective low-energy description ofa

Heisenberg anti-ferrom agneticspin chain in thepresence ofa staggered m agnetic�eld:

H
M F = J0

X

m

Sm � Sm + 1 + h �
X

m

(� 1)m Sm + JzC Lj cj
2
; (79)

whereh = (hx;0;hz),hx = �
p
8�zC (A B �0)

1=2j cja0J and hz = 2�u0(�0a0),wherea0 is

the short-distance cut-o�. W e can perform a rotation aboutthe OY axis,so thatthe

spin variablestransform as:

S
x
m = cos’ ~Sx

m + sin’ ~Sz
m ; (80)

S
z
m = � sin’ ~Sx

m + cos’ ~Sz
m ; (81)

wheretan’ = hz=hx,and them ean-�eld Ham iltonian becom es:

H
M F = J0

X

m

~Sm �~Sm + 1 + jhj
X

m

(� 1)m ~Sx
m + JzC Lj cj

2
: (82)
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Applying the the spins ~Sm ,the bosonization rulesthe spinsgiven in Appendix E,the

aboveHam iltonian becom es:

H
M F
e� =

�hvs

2�

Z L

0

�
1

2
(@x�(x))

2
+ 2(@x�(x))

2

�

+
jhj

a0
p
2�

Z L

0

dx cos�(x)+ JzC Lj cj
2
: (83)

ThisisanothersG m odel,sim ilarto the one thatwe encountered in section 3.1. One

can again m ake use ofequations (19,20)and (21)to obtain the ground-state energy

density,

E
M F
0 =L = EsG (jhj)+ zC Jj cj

2
: (84)

Thebehavioroftheorderparam eter c followsfrom theextrem um condition:

d

d c

h

EsG (jhj)+ zC Jj cj
2
i

= 0: (85)

The algebra is essentially very sim ilar to thatin section 3.1.1,and we just quote the

resultshere.Thereexistsa criticaltunneling Jc,when thecondensatefraction  c ! 0,

i.e.hx ! 0.W e�nd atK = 1=2,
 
zC Jc

vjj�0

! 3

=
��0a0[�(1=3)]

4

2[1
6
� tan(�=6)]3

 
u0

vjj�0

! 2

: (86)

Thus the condensate fraction grows continuously from zero at the decon�nem ent

transition from theM ottInsulatoratJ < Jc to the3D anisotropicsuperuid atJ > Jc

according to:

 
2
c = �0

�2

[�(1=3)]4

�
1

6
tan

�
�

6

��3
 
zC J

vjj�0

! "

1�

�
Jc

J

�3
#

; (87)

where �(1=3) has been de�ned in (22) and at K = 1=2 the dim ensionless ratio

� = �0a0A B (1=2). Note that the scaling Jc / u
2=3

0 in (86) agrees with that deduced

from theRG approach ofequation (77)upon setting K = 1=2.

Itisinstructiveto com parethisdecon�nem entscenario in 3D with thecasewhere

only two 1D system sarecoupled together(via thesam eJosephson coupling term ),i.e.

a bosonic two-leg ladder,which hasbeen studied in [47].In both the quasi-1D optical

lattice and the ladder,there is the com petition between the Josephson coupling that

favorssuperuidity,and thelocalizing tendency ofthecom m ensurateperiodicpotential

on top ofwhich theinteractingbosonshop.Thisism anifested in averysim ilarstructure

ofthe bosonized Ham iltonians. Forthe laddercase,itis convenient use a sym m etric

and anti-sym m etric com bination ofthe �eldsofthetwo chains,which leadsto slightly

di�erentform sforthe RG equations. Nevertheless,the m entioned com petition occurs

forthesam erangeofK :1=4< K < 2,where,in theladdercase,K characterizestothe

correlationsofantisym m etric�elds.Qualitatively,thecriticalintertubecouplingforthe

decon�nem enttransition hasthesam epower-law dependenceon gu asin equation (77).

However,astheladderisstille�ectively 1D,thenatureofthedecon�nem enttransition

isexpected tobevery di�erentfrom theonestudied here,whereafully 3D (anisotropic)
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BEC results.In Ref.[47],thedecon�nem enttransition in theladderwasfound tobein

theBerezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thoulessuniversalityclass,atleastwhen (for�xed interaction

strength U)theintertube hopping islargerthan theintratubehopping (notethatthis

lim ithasnotbeen studied in thiswork asitwould correspond to coupled 2D system s,

with very di�erentphysicscom pared to thecoupled 1D system s.)

Note thatin the entire phase diagram (in the therm odynam ic lim it,see �gure 2),

we have found evidence for the BEC and the 1D M ott insulating phases only. W e

have not found any evidence (or hints ofevidence) for m ore exotic states such like

the sliding Luttinger liquid phase [48,49,50]orsom e kind ofsupersolid phase. The

sliding Luttingerliquid [48,49,50]isaperfectinsulatorin thetransversedirection (like

our 2D M ott insulator for �nite size system s); along the tube direction,the system

is stilla Tom onaga-Luttingerliquid,but the param eters K and vs are now functions

that depend on the transverse m om entum . This state m ay be stabilized by a strong

interaction ofthelong-wavelength partofdensity uctuationsbetween tubes[49].W e

notethat,although theRG proceduredescribed abovegeneratessuch a density-density

interaction between the tubes,in the bare Ham iltonian there are no such interactions

to startwith (atom sin di�erenttubeshave negligible interactions)and therefore,the

coupling ~gF islikely to rem ain sm allastheRG ow proceedsto lowerenergies,atleast

within weak coupling perturbative RG we use here. Thus it seem s unlikely that the

system can entertheregim eofa sliding Luttingerliquid [49,50]phase.An even m ore

exotic possibility would be a phase where the tubes are 1D M ott insulators (in the

presence ofa com m ensurate periodicpotentialand strong enough interaction in-tube),

while atthe sam e tim e,there would be coherence between the tubesin the transverse

direction. In this scenario,presum ably both the couplings gu (M ott potential) and J

(Josephson coupling)would be relevant. W e cannotrule outsuch a possibility in the

strongcouplinglim it.However,wehavenoevidenceforitin ourweakcouplinganalysis.

Nevertheless,in a quasi-1D system and on physicalgrounds,itseem shard to im agine

a phase where the boson density is kept com m ensurate within each tube,asrequired

by theexistenceoftheM ottinsulator,whileatthesam etim ebosonsareableto freely

hop to establish phasecoherencebetween tubes(butnotwithin tubes!).

Asfarasthecom petition between theJosephson coupling and theM ottpotential

isconcerned,m ean �eld theory isa usefultool(in higherdim ensions aswellaswhen

the tubes are coupled) for providing insights into which possible phases and what

their properties are. However, it is usually inappropriate for predicting the correct

criticalbehavior. Forcold atom ic system s,because the system s are �nite and ofthe

existence ofthe harm onic trap thatm akes the sam ples inhom ogeneous,itisnotvery

realisticto study criticalbehaviorasthelatterisusually strongly perturbed [34].M ean

�eld theory seem s thus perfectly adapted to the present study. Let us however m ore

generally com m ent on the universality at the transition. Because the �eld cos(2�R )

is a vortex (instanton) creation operator [17]for the �eld �R , the Ham iltonian for

each tube R can befaithfully represented by a classical2D XY Ham iltonian involving

Jx;� cos[�R (x
0;�0)� �R (x;�)]. Itthusbecom esapparentthatthe coupling between the
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tubesleadstoan anisotropicversion ofthe3+ 1dim ensionalXY m odel.Thetransition

willthus be in the universality class ofthe classicalD = d + z = 4 XY m odelin

agreem entwith generalconsiderationson superuid to insulatortransitions[39].In the

presentcase,thetransition istuned by varying theanisotropy ofthem odel� � J � Jc.

Forsuch atransition,thesuperuid density oftheclassicalm odelisexpected tobehave

as��(d+ z� 2),where forthecom m ensurate M ottinsulatorto superuid transition z = 1

and,at d = 3,which is the upper criticaldim ension,the criticalexponent � = 1=2

is m ean-�eld-like. One would thus �nd that the superuid density behaves as �,in

agreem entwith ourresultforK = 1=2ofequation (87),upon identifying thesuperuid

density oftheclassicalXY m odelwith thesquareBEC fraction ofthequantum m odel,

 2
c.

Note that in the absence ofthe self-consistency condition (18), the m ean �eld

Ham iltonian is equivalent to an XY m odel in presence of a sym m etry breaking

�eld [51,52].Ithasbeen recently argued thatsuch a m odelcan havea sequenceoftwo

phasetransitions[53,54].Sincein thepresentcasethecoe�cientoftheM ottpotential

(� cos(2�R )) term is sm all,the system would be in the regim e where it undergoes

a single phase transition even for the m odelwith the sym m etry breaking �eld. But,

m oreim portantly,them odelthatwehave studied hasto besupplem ented by theself-

consistency condition,equation (18),which stem sfrom ourm ean-�eld treatm entofthe

originalJosephson coupling cos(�R � �R 0).Thiscondition willm odify thepropertiesof

the phase where thiscoupling isrelevant,and forthe reasonsexplained above,should

bring back them odelin theuniversality classofthe3+ 1-dim ensionalXY m odel.

5. Finite size e�ects

Actualexperim entalsystem sconsistsof�nite 2D arraysof�nite 1D system s(tubes).

The �nite size ofthe sam ple hassom e wellknown consequences in condensed m atter

physics such as inducing the quantization ofthe excitation m odes and turning phase

transitionsinto m ore orlesssharp crossovers. The lattercan be understood using the

renorm alization-group analysis ofsection 4.1. The �nite size ofthe tubes introduces

a length scale into the problem ,nam ely the size ofthe tube L,which e�ectively cut-

o�sthe RG ow ata length scale ofthe orderofL (or,forthatm atter,the sm allest

length scalecharacterizingthesizeofthesam ple).Thus,owscannotalwaysproceed to

strong coupling wherethesystem acquiresthepropertiesofoneofthetherm odynam ic

phasesdiscussed above. Furtherm ore,aswe show below,the �nite size L leadsto the

appearanceofa new phase.

5.1.Finite size tubesand 2D M otttransition

Typically in theexperim ents[9,7]anum berN 0 ofbosonsrangingfrom afew atenstoa

few hundredsarecon�ned inatubeof� 10�m long.Thisleadstoenergyquantization of

thesound m odesin longitudinaldirection,butalsotoa�niteenergy costforadding(or



Quasi-1D interacting Bose gases 29

Figure 3. Zero-tem perature phase diagram of a 2D array of coupled, �nite, 1D

interacting boson system s.Thevalueson theverticalaxisarede�ned up to a factorof

orderunity.K istheLuttinger-liquid param eter(seesection 2.2forexplanations).The

corresponding valuesofLieb-Linigergasparam eter = M g=�h
2
�0 are also displayed.

A longitudinalcom m ensurate opticalpotentialofam plitude u0 (u0 � 0:03 �1D for

K = 1 and u0 � 0:02� forK = 2:5)is assum ed. The verticaldashed line describes

the boundary between the (�nite-sized)Tom onaga-Luttingerphase.

rem oving)oneatom to thetube.Thisenergy scaleisE C = �h�vs=K L [2,37].Thetube

can bethusregarded asa sm allatom ic\quantum dot" with a characteristic \charging

energy" E C .IfE C issu�ciently large,itcan suppresshopping in an analogousway as

thephenom enon ofCoulom b blockadesuppressing tunneling through electron quantum

dotsand otherm esoscopic system s. In orderto know when thiswillhappen E C m ust

be balanced againstthe hopping energy E J. The latterisnotjustJN 0 asone would

na�ively expectfornon-interacting bosons. Interactionsand the uctuationsthatthey

induce in the longitudinaldirection alter the dependence ofE J on N 0 as we show in

Appendix F.

Letusconsidera system of�nite tubesin the BEC phase (i.e.theM ottpotential

is irrelevant or absent). In the lim it ofsm allJ (J=�1D � 1) ofinterest here, the

longitudinaluctuationswith wavenum berq6= 0 can beintegrated outasdiscussed in

Appendix F. The resulting e�ective Ham iltonian isa quantum -phase m odelidentical

to theoneused to describea 2D array ofJosephson junctions:

H Q P = � EJ
X

hR ;R 0i

cos(�0R � �0R 0)

+
E C

2

X

R

(N R � N0)
2 � �

X

R

N R ; (88)
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where N R isthe particle-num ber operatoroftube atsite R ,and �0R the canonically

conjugate phase operator: [�0R ;N R 0] = i�R ;R 0. The renorm alized hopping E J =

E J(N 0) ’ JN
1�

1

2K

0 . The m odel(88) has been extensively studied in the literature

(see e.g.Ref. [55] and references therein). It exhibits a quantum phase transition

transition between a two-dim ensionalsuperuid (2D SF) phase (a BEC at T = 0)

and a two-dim ensionalM ottinsulator(2D M I)ata criticalvalue ofthe ratio E J=E C .

Forcom m ensurate �lling (integerN 0)using M onte Carlo (M C)van Otterlo etal. [55]

found (E J=E C )c ’ 0:15. Using the form sforE C and E J derived above,and assum ing

that the tubes are described by the Lieb-Lininger m odel,the M C result reduces to

Jc=�1D ’ 0:3N
� 3=2

0 in the Tonks lim it(K = 1)and to Jc=�1D ’ 0:15N � 2
0 forweakly

interacting bosons(K � 1)[20]. A sim ilarresulthasbeen m ore recently obtained in

Ref.[56]using the random phase approxim ation (RPA).Ourresult,however,includes

criticaluctuationsbeyond the RPA asitrelieson the num erically exactresultsfrom

M C sim ulations. In �gure 3 we show the com plete zero-tem perature phase diagram

including the possibility ofa phase where the tubesare e�ectively decoupled in a 2D

M I phase (labeled Decoupled tubes in the diagram ). Note that in the 2D M I,only

the phase coherence between di�erent tubes ofthe 2D lattice is lost. However,apart

from the �nite size-gap � �h�vs=L,there isnotgap forexcitationsin the longitudinal

direction.Thism akesthisphasedi�erentfrom the1D M Idescribed above,wherethere

isa gap (depending very weakly on thesizeL)forlongitudinalexcitations.IftheM ott

potentialisapplied tothesystem in thisphase,itwillcrossoverto a1D M ottinsulator

for a �nite,but sm allvalue,ofthe dim ensionless strength gu. This crossover should

takeplaceforK < 2 [2,26,17,41]and isthusrepresented by a verticaldashed linein

�gure 3.

In the superuid phase,the lattice willalso exhibit a crossover as a function of

tem perature: Ifthe condensation tem perature Tc found in section 3.1.2 islargerthan

the �nite-size gap �hvs=L,the gas should behave as a 3D BEC and cross over to a

2D SF for T � �hvs=L. However,ifTc � �hvs=L the system should behave as a 2D

quasi-condensate with no long range phase coherence (and therefore  c = 0)at�nite

tem perature. Since �hvs=L � �h!0,!0 being the longitudinaltrapping frequency,and

experim entally [7]!0 � 0:1 kHz whereasTc=�h � 10 kHz,we expectto be in a regim e

where theBEC isalwaysobserved.Thepresence ofharm oniccon�nem entm eansthat

atleastsom e ofthe tubeswillhave a �lling deviating from com m ensurate �lling.The

criticalvalueofJ=�1D isreduced relativeto thehalf-�lled case,asshown in �gure 4.

Finally,let us estim ate the typicalvalue ofthe criticalratio Jc=�1D . Using the

above results and assum ing that �1D � 0:1 �h!? [7] and N 0 = 100, we conclude

that Jc=�h!? ’ 10� 4 for K = 1 whereas Jc=�h!c ’ 10� 5 for K � 1. The deepest

lattices used in the experim ents ofRefs.[7,10]had V? = 30E R ,which corresponds

to J=�h!? = 5� 10� 5. Thisisofthe sam e orderofm agnitude asJc=�h!? forK � 1,

although a larger num ber N 0 willfurther reduce this estim ate,and therefore forthis

lattice the system m ay be wellin the BEC phase (see �gure 3). However, in the

experim ents [7,10]no coherence was apparently observed between the tubes. The
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Figure 4. Phase diagram ofa 2D array of�nite 1D Bose gasesasa function forthe

localchem icalpotential� and the Josephson coupling J for di�erent values ofthe

Luttinger param eter: K = 1 ( ! + 1 ,continuouscurve),K = 2 ( = 3:5,dotted

curve),K = 4 ( = 0:71,dash-dotted curve).

explanation for this contradiction is that the value of tunneling tim e �h=J m ust be

com pared with the duration ofthe experim ent texp and itturnsoutthatfora lattice

depth ofV0? = 30E R thistim eisindeed longerthan texp.Therefore,overtheduration

ofthe experim ent alm ost no tunneling process occurs and the build-up ofintertube

coherencecan thushardly takeplace.

6. C om parison to experim ents

In this section we discuss and sum m arize our results in connection with the recent

experim entson anisotropic opticallattices[21,7,10,22,16,13]. The com plete phase

diagram ,taking into accountthe�nitenessofthe1D gastubes,isshown in �gure 3.At

zero tem perature,we predictthree phases: an anisotropic BEC,a 1D M ottinsulator,

and a phase where the gas tubes are decoupled (i.e.phase incoherent),nam ely a 2D

M ottinsulator.

However, as m entioned in section 2, the experim ental system s are indeed

harm onically con�ned. Unfortunately, so far it has proven very di�cult to deal

analytically and sim ultaneously with strong correlations and the harm onic trap. On

the other hand,num ericalm ethods can tackle this situation [30,31,32,33,34,35].

In the harm onic trap,the cloud becom es inhom ogeneous,and thus as dem onstrated

in a num berofnum ericalsim ulations[33,34,35,57,58],fora wide range ofsystem ’s

param eters,severalphasescan coexistin the sam e trap.These resultshave con�rm ed
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theexperim entalobservations[12]aswellasprevioustheoreticalexpectationsbased on

m ean-�eld calculations[24].The num ericalsim ulationshave been m ostly restricted to

1D system s [57,33]and isotropic lattices[34],we expectm ostoftheirconclusions to

also apply to theanisotropicopticallatticesthatinterestushere.Thus,wealso expect

coexistence ofthe phases described above when the system iscon�ned in a harm onic

trap.Qualitatively,thisindeed canbeunderstoodusingthelocaldensityapproxim ation,

assum ing that the trap potentialgives rise to a localchem icalpotentialwhich varies

from pointtopoint.Thus,from strong interactionsweexpecttheform ation ofdom ains

ofthe 1D M ott insulating phase near the center ofthe trap,whereas the superuid

phase should be located in the outer part ofthe cloud. Ifthe transverse lattice is

very deep (i.e.ifV0? is large) there also can be regions where the num ber ofboson

pertube issm alland the the phase coherence islostbecause the charging energy E C

becom es locally largerthan E J. Nevertheless,con�rm ation ofthisqualitative picture

willrequirefurtherexperim entaland num ericalinvestigation,which wehopethiswork

helps to m otivate. The coexistence ofdi�erent phases m ay be revealed by analyzing

the visibility ofthe interference pattern observed in an expansion experim ent[59,58].

Letus�nally m ention thatthe existence ofthe trap can also lead to new and poorly

understood phenom ena such assuppression ofquantum criticality [34].

Taking into account the above,we only aim at a qualitative description ofsom e

experim entalobservations. Thus, we have shown in 3.1.1 that the strong quantum

uctuations characteristic of1D system s strongly deplete the condensate fraction in

the BEC phase that form s for arbitrarily sm allintertube Josephson coupling. The

condensatefraction can beaslow as� 10% fortypicalexperim entalparam eters(V0? =

20 E R ). W e have also argued that the experim entally m easured coherence fractions

m ay also include som e ofthe non-condensate fraction,and therefore,provided heating

e�ects ofthe sam ple in the m easurem ent can be disregarded,the coherence fraction

should bean upperbound to theBEC fraction.Quantum and therm aluctuationsare

alsoresponsibleforthepower-law behaviorofthecondensation tem peraturewith J=�1D .

Estim atesofthelatter,when com paredtotheexperim entalestim atesofthetem perature

ofthe lattice [7]and the �nite-size excitation gap m eans that for V0? = 20E R the

system should bein theBEC phasedescribed in section 3 provided theM ottpotential

issu�ciently weak.In thisphase,thesystem exhibitstwo kindsoflow energy m odesin

thelongwave-length lim it:agaplessGoldstonem ode,and agapped longitudinalm ode.

W hereas the form er corresponds to uctuations ofthe phase ofthe order param eter,

thelatterisassociated with uctuationsofitsam plitude,nam ely theBEC density.

Ifthestrength oftheM ottpotentialisincreased,thesystem (oratleastpartofit

nearthecenterofthetrap)should undergo a decon�nem entquantum phasetransition

(orcrossover,given the �nitenessofthe sam ple)to a 1D M ottinsulating phase. This

phase is characterized by the existence ofa gap in the excitation spectrum which is

largelyindependentofthesizeofthetube.Thehoppingbetween thetubesissuppressed

fortem peratures(orenergies)below thisgap,and itisincoherentaboveit.Foradeeper

opticallattices,we predictthathopping between tubescan also be suppressed by the
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\charging energy" ofthe (�nite-sized)tubes.W e also notice thatin som e experim ents

the duration tim e ofthe experim ent is also a lim iting factor forthe establishm ent of

phasecoherenceeven ifhopping isnote�ectively suppressed by thecharging energy.

St�oferle etal.[10]have studied an opticallattice system forseveralvaluesofthe

depth ofthe transverse opticallattice potential(hence J). By analyzing the width

ofthe m om entum peak near k = 0 in the interference pattern after free expansion,

they were able to deduce the energy absorption in response to a tim e-dependent

m odulation oftheM ottpotential.From thisanalysis,they could tellwhen thesystem

behaves as a superuid or as a M ott insulator. These experim ents were analyzed

recently [42,60,61,62]and we willnot repeat the conclusions ofthe analysis here.

In thesam eseriesofexperim ents,they also studied thedependenceofthewidth ofthe

m om entum peak neark = 0 in theground stateon thestrength oftheM ottpotential,

forseveralvaluesofV0? .Fora BEC ora 1D superuid,theinverse ofthewidth isset

by a geom etricalfactorand itisproportionalto thesizeofthesizeofthecloud (or,in

the 1D case,the therm allength �hvs=T,whicheverthe shortest). Fora M ottinsulator,

however,the inverse ofthe width issetby the correlation length �c ’ �hvs=� c,where

� c istheM ottgap.Thus,an increaseofthewidth asa function oftheM ottpotential

revealtheopeningofagap in thespectrum ofthesystem [33].Theexperim entalcurves

ofthewidth asafunction oftheM ottpotentialpresentupturnsaround thepointswhere

the system should enter the M ott insulating phase in the therm odynam ic lim it. Our

expectation,based on the phase diagram of�gure 3,isthatthe decon�nem ent phase

transition should take placeforvaluesoftheM ottpotentialslightly largerthan in the

pure 1D case (represented by the verticalline atK = 2 in �gure 3).Itisnecessary to

recallthat,in the Bose-Hubbard m odel(cf. equation (6))thatdescribes the system s

ofRef.[10],the M ottpotentialcontrolsnotonly the dim ensionless param etergu that

entersin theRG equationsofsection 4.1,butalso theratio oftheinteraction U to the

kineticenergy Jx,and thereforetheLuttingerparam eterK aswell.Thelatterdecreases

towardsthe Tonkslim it(K = 1)with increasing U=Jx.The theoreticalexpectation is

in good qualitativeagreem entwith theexperim entalobservation.

The �nite extent oftrapped cloud (either longitudinally or transversally) lim its

the m inim um m om enta ofthe m odes. Thusthe energy ofthe lowestm odesin the 3D

SF phase can be directly estim ated from our results by using the m inim um available

m om entum in (40,41). Forinstance,fora �nite 2D lattice containing M y � Mz tubes

(i.e.an atom cloud ofsizeL� Mya� Mza)thelowestavailablem om entum is� �=(Mia).

Putting thisvalueinto (40,41)showsthatthefrequency ofthelowesttransversem odes

decreaseswith decreasing J.Thisanalysisneglectsthepossibility ofphasecoexistence

described above,which callsforfurtherinvestigation oftheseissues.

W e have been not able to calculate the �nite tem perature excitation spectrum

across the dim ensional crossover, but it is interesting to speculate what happens

to the Tom onaga-Luttinger liquid (TLL) spectrum ,especially when the longitudinal

m om entum q is near 2��0. On generalgrounds,at tem peratures large com pared to

the dim ensionalcrossover scale � Tc, the system should exhibit essentially the 1D
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Longitudinal mode

ω

q
Goldstone mode

"particle−hole"
    continuum

Figure 5.Schem aticexcitation spectrum oftheBEC phase.Shaded linesand curves

representdi�erenttypesofexcitations. The frequency ofthe excitation is! and q is

m om entum in thelongitudinaldirection (i.e.paralleltothetubeaxis).Thecontinuum

ofparticle and hole excitations stem s from the spectrum a 1D system ,as found by

Lieb in Ref.[63].Atlowerenergies,however,thesystem developsthephasecoherence

characteristic ofa BEC and therefore m ust obey Landau’s criterion ofsuperuidity.

In particular,this m eans thatthe system m ustexhibita gap atq = 2��0,where �0

is the linear density ofthe 1D system . In the long wave-length lim it, we �nd the

system exhibits two kindsofexcitations: a gapless(G oldstone)m ode,and a gapped

longitudinalm ode. There is also a continuum ofexcitations above the longitudinal

m ode(see discussion atthe end ofsection 3.1.3).

spectrum of a TLL, with its characteristic continuum of (particle-hole) excitations

extending roughly between q � 0 and q � 2��0 [63]. As the tem perature or the

excitation frequency get below the crossover scale,the low-energy excitations around

2��0 m ust disappear: being the BEC a 3D superuid,by Landau’s criterion,there

can be no low energy excitation that contributes to dissipation ofsuperuid m otion.

The gap aboutq = 2��0 in the spectrum ofthe anisotropic BEC phase would be thus

rem iniscentoftheroton gap in liquid Helium ,which m ay beregarded astherem nantof

thecrystallization tendency atthem om entum ofwheretheroton m inim um occurs[64].

Inourcase,becauseoftheunderlying1D physics,therotongapshouldhaveacontinuum

ofexcitationsabove it,which isthe rem nantofthe 1D continuum ofexcitation in the

TLL (see �gure 5). This m ay account for the \relatively broad" energy absorption

spectrum observed in the\1D to 3D crossover" regim ein theexperim entofSt�oferleet

al.[10,42]

7. C onclusions and discussion

In sum m ary,through a variety ofm ethods,we have arrived at the following picture

Forthe case where the M ottpotentialiseitherabsent,incom m ensurate,orgenerally,

irrelevant in the RG , the existence of an arbitrarily weak intertube tunneling

im m ediately turns the 1D arrays into a 3D BEC at zero tem perature, albeit with
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anisotropic properties. At �nite tem perature, therm al uctuations cause a phase

transition atT = Tc where the 3D coherence (and the BEC)islost. Since Tc � �1D

in the quasi-1D opticallattices studied here,for Tc < T � �1D the system behaves

as a 2D array of phase-incoherent Tom onaga-Luttinger liquids. W e have obtained

explicitexpressionsforTc,the condensate fraction atT = 0,the excitation spectrum ,

and m om entum distribution function,which could be com pared to m easurem ents in

the experim entalsystem s. In particular, the power-law behaviors ofJ=� found for

Tc and condensate fraction are consequences ofthe strong uctuationsthatdom inate

the propertiesofthe uncoupled 1D system s. In the presence ofa relevant(in the RG

sense) M ott potential, a �nite intertube tunneling (Jc) is required to overcom e the

localization tendenciesofthe interacting bosons. Thisprocesstakesplace in the form

ofa decon�nem entquantum phasetransition.Ourm ain resultin thiscaseisthephase

diagram shown in �gure 3 asa function ofJ=�1D and the param eterK characterizing

theinteractionsin thetube.Forthedecon�nem enttransition,wealso �nd a power-law

dependenceofJc on thestrength oftheM ottpotentialu0,and a power-law dependence

ofthe condensate fraction near the transition (indeed,these two results are strictly

valid for K = 1=2,which is outside the range ofvalues for bosons with short-range

interactions, but we speculate that these results are adiabatically connected to the

physical(forbosons)regim e ofK > 1 aswe have found no evidence ofany quantum

phase transitions for 1=2 � K � 1 in our RG calculation.) Finally,for com parisons

to experim ents,we have looked into trap e�ectsby studying tubesof�nitelength and

described thetransition wherethesystem goesfrom asystem ofuncoupled 1D Luttinger

liquidstothe3D superuid as(renorm alized)J overcom esthe\chargingenergy" ofthe

�nite length tube. Asdiscussed in detailsin the previoussection we can com pare our

predictions with the experim ents ofSt�oferle etal. [10]. Som e ofour predictions,in

particularthe largereduction ofthe coherentfraction isin qualitative agreem entwith

theexperim ent.

Clearly,furtherexperim entaland theoreticalstudiesareneeded to providea m ore

thorough and quantitative picture ofthe dim ensionalcrossoverand the decon�nem ent

transition.From thetheoreticalpointofview,taking into accounttheharm onictrap in

a m orequantitativeway would beastep towardsa m orequantitativedescription ofthe

experim ents.From theexperim entalpointofview,investigation oflargersystem swith

m ore atom spertube and m ore tubes,and in longerexperim ents thatallow to probe

sm allervaluesoftheJosephson coupling J,would perm ita m orecom pleteexploration

ofthephasediagram ofthequasi-1D lattices.Also,m ostofthecurrentexperim entsin

theselatticeshavebeen carried outusingratherdeep M ottpotentialsin ordertoreduce

the ratio ofkinetic to interaction energy (this is the regim e where the Bose-Hubbard

m odelofequation (6)isapplicable).However,Itwould bevery interesting to conduct

experim entswheretheinteraction energy between theatom sistuned independently of

the longitudinally applied (M ott)potential. Increasing the interaction strength in the

absence ofM ott potentialwas recently achieved by Kinoshita etal.[13]by con�ning

the atom s in tighter 1D traps. Under these conditions,and for interaction strength
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 � 3:5 [2,41]in 1D,the application ofthe M ottpotentialofstrength m uch sm aller

than the chem icalpotential�1D should su�ce to cause localization ofthe bosons in

the 1D M ottinsulating phase.To thebestofourknowledge,this\weak lattice" M ott

insultatorhasnotyetreally been realized.In thisphase quantum e�ectsare stronger,

and it would be then very interesting to drive the system across the decon�nem ent

transition by changing J.

8. A cknow ledgm ents

W e thank T.Esslinger,A.Nersesyan,and M .Gunn for usefulconversations and/or

correspondence. M AC and AFH thank the hospitality ofthe University ofGeneva

where this work was started. AFH is funded by EPSRC (UK),M AC by Gipuzkoako

Foru Aldundia and M EC (Spain)underGrantFIS2004-06490-C03-01. Thiswork was

supported in part by the Swiss National Science Foundation through M aNEP and

division II.

A ppendix A .M ean-�eld theory (M FT ) and gaussian uctuations (R PA )

In this section we shall em ploy the functional integral to derive the m ean-�eld

Ham iltonian theory ofsection 3.1,and to go further by taking into account gaussian

uctuations about the m ean-�eld state. The m ethod is known as the random -phase

approxim ation (RPA).Ourtreatm entfollowsRef.[65].

Letusconsiderthem odelde�ned by equation (11).Using thecoherent-statepath-

integral,thepartition function can bewritten asfollows:

Z =

Z

[d d ]e� S[ 
�; ]

; (A.1)

wherethe(euclidean)action,

S [ �
; ]=

1

�h

Z �h�

0

d�

Z L

0

dx

"
X

R

 
�
R
(�h@� R � � R )+ H ( �

R
; R )

#

; (A.2)

H ( �
R
; R ) being the Ham iltonian density corresponding to equation (11). Since the

M ottpotentialplaysno rolein theBEC phase(i.e.itisirrelevantin theRG sense),we

drop itfrom the Ham iltonian H ( �
R
; R ). However,the action S [ �; ]stillcontains

thenon-trivialJosephson coupling between neighboring 1D system s.

SJ [ 
�
R
; R ]= �

J

�h

X

hR ;R 0i

Z �h�

0

d�

Z L

0

dx 
�
R
(x;�) R 0(x;�) (A.3)

= �
X

R ;R 0

Z
�h�

0

d�

�h

Z
L

0

dx 
�
R
(x;�)JR � R 0 R 0(x;�): (A.4)

In theaboveexpression wehaveintroduced thefollowing notation:

JR � R 0 = J
X

t

�R 0� R :t; (A.5)
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where t runs over set ofvectors thatconnect a lattice pointto its nearest neighbors.

W eperform a Hubbard-Stratonovich (HS)decoupling ofSJ [ 
�; ]:

e
� SJ [ 

�; ]= N

Z

[d��d�]e
�
R
�h�

0

d�

�h

R
L

0
dx

nP

R ;R 0 ��
R
(x;�)J

�1

R ;R 0�R 0(x;�)+
P

R
[ �

R
(x;�)�R (x;�)+ c:c:]

o

(A.6)

To m akesense ofJ� 1
R � R 0 theFouriertransform ofJR ;R 0 isneeded,

J(Q )= J
X

t

e
iQ � t= 2J [cosQ ya+ cosQ za]: (A.7)

Thelastresultappliesto a squarelattice(in theOYZ plane)with latticeparam etera.

Hence,

J
� 1

R � R 0 =
1

M 0

X

Q 21B Z

eiQ � (R � R0)

J(Q )
: (A.8)

Thus,afterperform ing theHS decoupling,theaction becom es:

S [��;�; �; ]= SB [ 
�
; ]+ SJ [�

�
;�]+

Z �h�

0

d�

�h

Z L

0

dx
X

R

[��
R
(x;�) R (x;�)+ c:c:];(A.9)

where

SB [ 
�
; ]=

Z �h�

0

d�

�h

Z L

0

dx
X

R

"

 
�
R
(�h@� � �) R +

�h
2

2M
j@x R j

2
+
g

2
j R j

4

#

; (A.10)

SJ [�
�
;�]=

Z �h�

0

d�

�h

Z L

0

dx
X

R ;R 0

�
�
R
(x;�)J� 1

R � R 0�R 0(x;�): (A.11)

To perform the m ean �eld approxim ation we form ally integrate outthe boson degrees

offreedom described by  R (x;�)and  �R (x;�),and obtain the e�ective action forthe

HS �elds:

SG L [�
�
;�]= SJ [�

�
;�]+ S [�

�
;�]; (A.12)

S [�
�
;�] = � lnhe

�
R
�h�

0

d�

�h

R
L

0
dx[��R (x;�) R (x;�)+  

�
R
(x;�)�R (x;�)]i �; : (A.13)

W ehaveintroduced thenotation SG L forthee�ectiveaction toindicatethatitisindeed

theGL functional.

To obtain the m ean-�eld equations we perform a saddle-point expansion. The

saddle-pointisdeterm ined by thefollowing equations:

�SG L [�
�;�]

���
R
(x;�)

=
1

�h

X

R 0

J
� 1

R � R 0�R 0c(x;�)+
�S [�

�
c;�c]

��R (x;�)
= 0; (A.14)

�SG L [�
�;�]

��(R ;x;�)
=
1

�h

X

R 0

�
�
R 0(x;�)J

� 1

R 0� R +
�S [�

�
c;�c]

���
R
(x;�)

= 0: (A.15)

W elook foruniform solutionsto theabove equations,i.e.�R (x;�)= �c and �
�
R (x;�)=

��c.Furtherm ore,becauseofglobalgaugeinvariance,theparticularchoiceforthephase

of�0 should notm atter,thatis,if(��c;�c)isa saddle pointthen so is(e� i�c��c;e
i�c�c).

ThusS [�
�
c;�c]= S (j�cj

2).Thisim pliesthattheaboveequationsreduceto:

1

M 0L�h�
S
0
G L(j�cj

2)=
1

�h

X

R

J
� 1
R +

1

M 0L�h�
S
0
 (j�cj

2)= 0; (A.16)
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wheretheprim estandsforthederivativewith respectto �� = j�j2.Furtherm ore,using

equation (A.13),equation (A.14)can also bewritten as:
X

R 0

J
� 1
R � R 0�c = � h R (x;�)i= �  c; (A.17)

where itis understood thatthe expectation value of R (x;�) istaken by tracing out

the boson degrees offreedom in the presence ofthe constant HS (��c;�c),i.e.. using

S[��c;�c; 
�; ](cf. equation (A.9)). Therefore,(A.15)m ustbe solved self-consistently

for (��c;�c): This is the self-consistency condition m entioned in section 3.1. Upon

m ultiplying equation (A.17) by JR 00� R from the left and sum m ing over R ,we arrive

at:

�c(R ;x;�)= �c = � zC J c; (A.18)

wherezC isthenum berofnearestneighbors(zC = 4fora2D squarelattice).Theabove

system ofequationsde�nesthem ean �eld theory,which wehavesolved,in Ham iltonian

form ,in section 3.1.

W e nexttake into accountuctuationsby considering the gaussian correctionsto

thesaddlepoint(��c;�c).Let

��R (x;�)= �R (x;�)� �c; (A.19)

��
�
R
(x;�)= �

�
R
(x;�)� �

�
c: (A.20)

To proceed furtherwe need to integrate outthe boson degreesoffreedom and obtain

S [�
�;�]explicitly. Since we are interested in the propertiesatlong wave-lengths and

low frequenciesand tem peratures,we�rstapply bosonization and obtain:

S[��;�;�]=
X

R

S
0
R
[�]+SJ[�

�
;�]+

q

A B �0

Z �h�

0
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dx
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i

:(A.21)

In theaboveexpression,

S
0
R
[�]=
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Z �h�

0

d�
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dx

�
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vs
(@��R (x;�))

2
+ vs(@x�R (x;�))

2

�

: (A.22)

In this (bosonized) form , integrating out the boson degrees offreedom am ounts to

tracing out the phase �eld �R (x;�). This willcarried out in what follows using the

cum ulantexpansion:

ln
D

e
� A [��;�;�]

E

sG
= � hA [��;�;�]isG +

1

2
h(A [��;�;�]� hA [��;�;�]isG )

2
i
sG
+ � � �(A.23)

whereh:::isG denotesthetraceover(sm ooth)con�gurationsof�R (x;�)usingtheweight

e� S[�
�
c;�c;�](cf.equation (A.21),notethatthisaction de�nesa collection ofindependent

sine-Gordon m odels,which explains the notation). The RPA corresponds to keeping

theterm softheaboveexpansion up to quadraticorderin �� and ���.Thus,using that

A [��;�;�]=
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dx
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(x;�)ei�R (x;�)+ e
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i

; (A.24)
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weobtain:
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W ehaveintroduced thefollowing notation:

hhF[�(x;�)G[�(x0;�0)]ii= h(F[�(x;�)]� hF[�(0;0)]isG)

� (G[�(x0;�0)]� hG[�(0;0)]isG)isG ; (A.26)

with
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and
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Since in this action the di�erent lattice sites are uncoupled,the correlation functions

are diagonalin R and R 0. Thuswe can write the quadratic action thatdescribes the

(gaussian)uctuationsaround thesaddlepointasfollows:

S
R PA
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(A.29)

Note thatthe term sin SR PA
G L linearin � and � y vanish because we expand around the

saddlepoint.W ehavealso dropped theconstantterm thatisproportionalto them ean

�eld freeenergy.In theaboveexpression thefollowing spinorshavebeen introduced:

�R (x;�) =

"
��R (x;�)

���
R
(x;�)

#

;Q R (x;�)=
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qR (x;�)

q�
R
(x;�)

#

(A.30)
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; (A.31)

Q
y

R (x;�)=
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q�R (x;�) qR (x;�)
i

; (A.32)

wherewehaveintroduced thesourcesq�
R
(x;�)and qR ;x;�),which in theoriginalaction

arecoupled to  R (x;�)�  c and  
�
R
(x;�)�  �c,respectively.Them atrices:

J
� 1
R � R 0(1� 2)= J

� 1
R � R 0�(x� x

0)�(� � �
0)diag[1;1]; (A.33)
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with 1= (R ;x;�)and 2= (R0;x0;�0),and (p;q= � ):

g
pq

1 (1;2)= �
A B �0

�h
hheip�R (x;�)eiq�R (x

0;�0)iisG �R � R 0;0 ; (A.35)

To perform the averagesusing SsG a gauge transform ation isapplied �R (x;�)� �c !

�R (x;�)so that�c = � zC J c can betreated asa realnum ber.

Letusnow pause to consider the consequences ofglobalgauge invariance on the

correlation functionsof(A.35).Aswehavefound above,theGL functionalisafunction

ofj�cj
2 only.Thus,ifweexpand S (j�j

2)around thesaddlepointsolution:
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where
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Using equation (A.16),S0
 (j�

2
0j)= � (M0L�)

P

R J
� 1
R = � (M0L�)[J(Q = 0)]

� 1
.Thus,

by setting ���;�� = const:and taking � ! 1 in equation (A.25),and com paring with

equation (A.36),thefollowing resultscan beobtained:

~g1(q= 0;! = 0)= g
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g1(q= 0;! = 0)= g
+ � =� + (q= 0;! = 0)=

1

M 0L�
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(j�cj
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@2EsG

@�@��
; (A.40)

wherewehaveused thatlim �! + 1 S (j�cj
2)=(M 0L�h�)= EsG (j�cj

2)istheenergy density

ofthesine-Gordon m odel,equation (19).W eshallusetheaboveidentitiesto calculate

ofthe energy dispersion ofthe m odes in the BEC phase. This phase exists below

the criticaltem perature (Tc to be determ ined below),and is characterized by having

 c / �c 6= 0 so thatglobalgauge sym m etry isspontaneously broken. To com pute the

excitation spectrum in thisphase,we diagonalize the m atrix J� 1 + G (henceforth we

drop the index R � R0). J� 1 is already diagonal,whereas the m atrix G is rendered

diagonalby:

U =
1
p
2

"
ei�c ei�c

e� i�c � e� i�c

#

: (A.41)

Thus,

C (q;!n)= U
y
G (k;!n)U =

"
g1(q;!n)+ ~g1(q;!n) 0

0 g1(q;!n)� ~g1(q;!n)

#

; (A.42)

where~g1(q;!n)istheFouriertransform anom alouscorrelatorg+ +1 (x;�)= g
� �
1 (x;�).In

whatfollowswedenotetheeigenvaluesofG (q;!n)asc� (q;!n)= g1(q;!n)� ~g1(q;!n).

Next we express SR PA
G L in term s of the eigenvectors of G (q;!) and to subsequently
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integrate out the transform ed HS �elds. In the following we use a m atrix notation

where the sum m ations over R ;R 0 as wellas over q;!n and m ultiplication by �h
� 1

are

im plicitly understood.Hence,

S
R PA
G L

h

�y
;�;Q y

;Q
i

=
1

2

h

�y
�

J
� 1 + G

�

�+ Q
y
G Q + Q

y
G �+ � y

G Q
i

: (A.43)

Letusm akethereplacem entG = U C U y,so that

S
R PA
G L

h

X
y
;X ;P

y
;P

i

=
1

2

h

X
y
�

J
� 1 + C

�

X + P
y
C P + P

y
C X + X

y
C P

i

; (A.44)

where X = U y� (X y = �yU ),and P = U yQ (P y = Q yU ). W e shallobtain the

generating functionalin term s ofthese new sources. W e can now integrate over the

auxiliary �eldsX y;X .Sincetheyarerelated to�y;�by aglobalunitarytransform ation

the m easure of the functional integral is not a�ected. Thus we are free to shift

X ! X � (J� 1 + C )
� 1
C P and X y ! X y � PyC (J� 1 + C )

� 1
,which yields

Z
h

P
y
;P

i

=

Z h

dX
y
dX

i

e
�

1

2
X yC X �

1

2
P y

�

C � C
1

J�1 + C
C

�

P

= N 0
e
�

1

2
P y

�

C � C
1

J�1 + C
C

�

P

; (A.45)

where N 0 is an unim portant constant. Although we have been carefulto treat the

m atricesin thelastexpression asnon-com m uting,allofthem arediagonaland thelast

expression can besim pli�ed to:

Z
h

P
y
;P

i

= Z[0;0]exp

"

�
1

2
P
y C

1 + J C
P

#

(A.46)

Thus,thesystem hastwom odes,whosepropagation isdescribed by � = C (1+ J C )� 1.

W hen expressed in Fouriercom ponentsthispropagatorreads:

�(Q ;q;i! n)=

"
� + (Q ;q;!n) 0

0 � � (Q ;q;!n)

#

; (A.47)

� � (Q ;q;!)=
c� (q;!n)

1 + J(Q )c� (q;!n)
(A.48)

Theexcitationsarepolesofthepropagator:

1+ J(Q )c� (q;i!n ! !� (q;Q ))1+ J(Q )cR� (q;!� (q;Q ))= 0: (A.49)

Before we solve these equations in detail, let us �rst dem onstrate the existence of

the Goldstone m ode, nam ely that there is a solution of (A.49) at ! = 0 for jQ j

and q ! 0. To this end, we use (A.39,A.40), which are a consequence of gauge

invariance,togetherwith (A.36,A.38),to arrive atc� (q = 0;! = 0)= g1(q = 0;! =

0)� ~g1(q = 0;! = 0) = S0
 (j�cj

2)=(M 0L�). M oreover,by virtue ofequation (A.16),

c� (q= 0;! = 0)= S0
 (j�0j

2)=(M 0L�)= �
P

R J
� 1
R

= � [J(Q = 0)]� 1 = � 1=(JzC ).This

im pliesthat! = 0 isa solution ofequation (A.49)forjQ j;q ! 0,asanticipated,and

identi�es the eigenvalue labeled as ’� ’as the dispersion ofthe Goldstone m ode. W e

shallusethecondition thatc� (q= 0;! = 0)= � [J(Q = 0)]� 1 in thecalculation ofthe

fulldispersion ofthism odebelow.Butbeforeweproceed into thiscalculation weneed
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to know m oreaboutthecorrelation functionsc� (k;!)forgeneralk;!.Letusfora bit

return to realspace;we�rstnoticethat

c+ (x;�)= g1(x;�)+ ~g1(x;�)= �
2

�h

h

A B �0hcos�(x;�)cos�(0;0)isG �  
2
c

i

; (A.50)

c� (x;�)= g1(x;�)� ~g1(x;�)= �
2

�h
A B �0hsin�(x;�)sin�(0;0)isG : (A.51)

To m ake contact with the notation ofRef.[66],we introduce � = �=�,�2 = �=K ,

x = (vs�;x),and � =
p
A B �0�c=�hvs =

p
A B �0JzC  c=�hvs. The excitations ofsuch a

sine-Gordon m odelarethesolitonsand anti-solitons.Furtherm ore,�2 < 4� (i.e.K > 1

4
)

the m odelalso has breather excitations [40,17],which are soliton-anti-soliton bound

states,and whosezero-m om entum energies(\m ass" gaps)are[40,17]:

� n = 2� ssin(�pn=2); (A.52)

with p = �2=(8� � �2),n = 1;2;:::;[p� 1]� 1,and �s � �
1

2�1=4K isenergy gap ofthe

soliton (seeequation (20)).Theoperatorssin��(x)and cos��(x)havezero conform al

spin and therefore can only create breathers (ifthey exist) or pairs ofsolitons and

anti-solitons.Furtherm ore,sinceunderchargeconjugation [40],

C� 1�C = � �: (A.53)

itfollowsthat

C� 1(cos��)C = + cos��; (A.54)

C� 1(sin��)C = � sin��: (A.55)

Thusthecosineoperatorcan only havepolescorresponding to breatherstatesthatare

even under conjugation,whereas the sine can only have poles for breathers that are

odd under conjugation. Taking allthese factsinto accountwe can write the spectral

function ofthecorrelatorsofthesetwo operators[40]:

�
sin
sG (q;!)= 2�Z

X

n odd

wn �(!
2 � v

2
sq

2 � �2n)+ �
sin
s�s (q;!); (A.56)

�
cos
sG (q;!)= 2�Z

X

n even

wn �(!
2 � v

2
sq

2 � �2n)+ �
cos
s�s (q;!); (A.57)

where �
sin;cos
s�s (q;!)describesthe continuum ofsoliton and anti-soliton excitations. W e

havealso used thatthesolitonswith even quantum num bern areeven and thosewith

odd n are odd under C [40]. To m ake furtherprogress,we assum e thatthe behavior

oftheabovecorrelation functionsisdom inated by thelowestenergy pole(single-m ode

approxim ation,SM A),i.e.thelowestbreather� 1 = 2� ssin(p�=2).Hence,theretarded

correlation function:

c
R
� (q;!)’

z�

(! + i�)2 � v2sq
2 � (�1=�h)

2
; (A.58)

where � ! 0+ . Since c� (q = 0;! = 0)= � [J(Q = 0)]
� 1

= � 1=(JzC ),this �xes the

residuez� = � 2
1=(JzC �h

2
).Hence,thedispersion oftheGoldstonem odecan beobtained

from equation (A.49)(weconsidera squarelatticebelow):

1+
� 2

1

P

j= y;zcosQ ja

!2
� (q;Q )� v2sq

2 � (�21=�h
2
)
= 0; (A.59)
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so that!2
� (q;Q )= (vsq)

2 + 1

2
� 2

1

P

j= y;z(1� cosQja)=�h
2 ’ (vsq)

2 + (� 1a=2�h)
2Q 2,the

last expression being valid for jQ j� a� 1. However,we em phasize that note that as

K ! +1 (i.e.the bosons becom e weakly interacting) the num ber ofbreather poles

proliferate and the SM A m ay break down. Going beyond the SM A requires som e

knowledgeofthespectralweightswn.Instead,weshow thesam eform ofthedispersion

for the lowest-energy Goldstone m ode can be also obtained from the self-consistent

Harm onicapproxim ation described in section 3.2.

Usingsim ilarm ethodswecanobtaintheenergydispersion ofthelongitudinalm ode,

which isthesolution oftheequation:

1+ J(Q )cR+ (q;!+ (q;Q ))= 0: (A.60)

W e again resortto the SM A,buttaking into accountthatthistim e the pole isgiven

by the lowestenergy breatherthatiseven underC,i.e.� 2 = 2� ssin(�p).W e �rst�x

thepoleresidez+ by studying thelim iting behaviorofc(q;!)asq;! ! 0.Thiscan be

obtained from (A.36,A.38),along with (A.39,A.40),which im ply:

c+ (q= 0;! = 0)= g1(q= 0;! = 0)+ ~g1(q= 0;! = 0) (A.61)

=
1

M 0L�

h

S
0
 (j�cj

2)+ 2j�cj
2
S
00
 (j�cj

2)
i

=
�h

2

d2EsG

d�2c
(A.62)

=
�h

2(JzC )
2

d2EsG

d 2
c

= �
�h

zC J

�
1

8K � 1

�

; (A.63)

wherewehaveused gaugeinvarianceto set�c = 0 so thatj�cj= �c,togetherwith

dEsG ( c)

d 2
c

= �
2zC J

8K � 1
; (A.64)

which can bedirectlyobtained from theexpressionsforEsG and  c in section 3.1.Hence,

assum ing that(SM A):

c
R
+ (q;!)’

z+

(! + i�)2 � v2sq
2 � (�2=�h)

2
; (A.65)

we �nd that z+ =(� 2=�h)
2 = (zC J)

� 1[1=(8K � 1)]. If, within the SM A, we solve

equation (A.60),wearriveat:

!
2
+ (q;Q )= � 2

+ + v
2
sq

2 +
� 2

2

�h
2

 
a2

8K � 1

!

F(Q ); (A.66)

where � 2
+ = � 2

2 (8K � 2)=(8K � 1) is the energy gap ofthe longitudinalm ode at

(q;Q )= (0;0),and F(Q )= a� 2
P

t

�

1� eiQ � t
�

=2.

At the transition tem perature,T = Tc,the order param eter  c = �c = 0 and

the m atrix J
� 1

R � R 0 + G R � R 0 becom es singular. For �c = 0,the anom alous correlators

g
+ +
1 = g

� �
1 = 0,and g+ �1 = g

� +
1 = g1,which leadsto:

J
� 1

R � R 0�(x� x
0)�(� � �

0)+ g1(x� x
0
;� � �

0)= 0: (A.67)

Upon m ultiplying by JR 00� R ,sum m ing overR ,and integrating overx and �,weobtain:

X

R

JR � R 0

Z
�h�

0

d�

Z
L

0

dx g1(x;�)= zC J g
R
1 (q= 0;! = 0;Tc)= � 1:(A.68)
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Thisisprecisely the sam e condition forthe BEC tem perature derived in section 3.1.2.

The expression forgR1 (q;!),which isneeded to obtain Tc explicitly isevaluated in the

appendix thatfollowsthisone.

Finally,to m ake connection with the discussion ofsection 3.1.3,we explain that

the identi�cation ofthe m ode labeled as ‘� ’with the Goldstone m ode and the one

labeled as ‘+’ as the longitudinal m ode is indeed quite natural. If we perform a

gauge transform ation such that �c = 0, the m atrix U ofequation (A.41) produces

thetransform ation:

��
(� )

R (x;�)=
1
p
2
[��R (x;�)� ��R (x;�)]; (A.69)

��
(+ )

R
(x;�)=

1
p
2
[��R (x;�)+ ��R (x;�)]: (A.70)

Let us consider (sm all) uctuations ofthe order param eter ofthe form considered in

section 3.1.3:��(x;�)/ �	c(x;R ;�)= 	c(x;R ;�)�  c = [ c+ �c(x;R ;�)]e
i�c �  c ’

�c(x;R ;�)+ i�c(x;R ;�), and ��
R
(x;�) the com plex conjugate. Hence ��

(� )

R (x;�) /

i�c(x;R ;�) and ��
(+ )

R (x;�) / �c(x;R ;�). Thus we see that ��
(� )

R (x;�) is related to

uctuationsofthephaseoftheBEC,whereas��
(� )

R (x;�)isrelated to uctuationsofits

am plitude.

A ppendix B .Finite-tem perature phase susceptibility

In thisappendix wecom putetheFouriertransform oftheretarded phase-susceptibility

ofa 1D system ofinteracting bosons. Thiscorrelation function isto leading orderthe

one-body boson Green’sfunction:

g1(x;�;T)= �
1

�h
hT

h

	 R (x;�)	
y

R (0)
i

i’
1

�h
J�0A B he

i�R (x;�)e
i�R (0;0)i: (B.1)

In the above expression, we have replaced the boson �eld by its bosonized form to

leading order:

	 R (x;�)’ �
1=2

0 A
1=2

B e
i�R (x;�): (B.2)

whereA B = A B (K )isa non-universalprefactor.To com putethiscorrelation function,

the (gaussian) action (A.22) m ust be used. Either by direct com putation using

functionalintegrals[17],orby m eansofa conform altransform ation ofthe correlation

function atT = 0 [37],oneobtainsthefollowing result:

g1(x;�;T)= �
1

�h
�0A B (K )

 
(�T=�hvs�0)

2

sin[�T(vs� + ix)=�hvs]sin[�T(vs� � ix)=�hvs]

! 1

4K

(B.3)

In order to obtain the retarded version ofthis correlation function,we shalluse the

relationship (seee.g.[17]):

g
R
1 (x;t;T)= � 2�(t)Im g

F
1 (x;t;T): (B.4)
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where gF1 (x;t;T) is the tim e-ordered (�a la Feynm an) propagator. The latter can be

obtained from (B.1) by analyticalcontinuation: � = it+ �(t),where �(t) = sgn(t)�

(� ! 0+ ).Hence,

g
F
1 (x;t;T)= �

1

�h
�0A B (K )

 
(�T=�hvs�0)

2

sinh[�T(x + vst�=�hvs]sinh[�T(x� vst�)=�hvs]

! 1

4K

; (B.5)

wheret� = t� i�(t).W enextexponentiatetheaboveresultand usethat

R(x;t)= sinh[�T(x+ vst� ivs�(t))=�hvs]sinh[�T(x� vst+ ivs�(t))=�hvs] (B.6)

= sinh[�T(x+ vst)=�hvs]sinh[�T(x� vst)=�hvs]

+ i�

�
�T

�h

� �
�
�
�sinh

�
2�Tt

�h

��
�
�
�+ O(�2); (B.7)

which follows upon expanding in powers of �, as wellas the identity ln(a + i�) =

lnjaj+ i��(� a)(thebranch cutofthelogarithm isputon thenegativerealaxis).Thus,

theim aginary partofgF1 (x;t;T)doesnotvanish provided thatReR(x;t)< 0,thatis,if

sinh[�T(x+ vst)=�hvs]sinh[�T(x� vst)=�hvs]= � sinh[�T�+ =�hvs]sinh[�T�� =�hvs]< 0,

i.e.for�+ �� > 0 (�� = vst� x).Therefore,

Im g
F
1 (�+ ;�� ;T)= � �0A B (K )

 
�T

�hvs�0

! 1

2K

e
�

1

4K
lnR eR (�+ ;�� )Im exp

�

�
i�

4K
�(�� )�(�+ )

�

= D (K )

 
�T

�hvs�0

! 1

2K

�
�
�
�
�

1

sinh[�T�+ =�hvs]sinh[�T�� =�hvs]

�
�
�
�
�

1=4K

�(�� )�(�+ ); (B.8)

where D (K )= �0A B (K )sin
�

�

4K

�

=�h. Since we are interested in the Fouriertransform

ofgR1 (x;t;T),itisconvenientto expressitin term softheim aginary partofg
F
1 (x;t;T):

g
R
1 (k;!;T)= � 2

Z + 1

� 1

dt

Z + 1

� 1

dxe
� ikx+ i!t

g
R
1 (x;t;T) (B.9)

= � 2

Z
+ 1

0

dt

Z
+ 1

� 1

dxe
� ikx+ i!tIm g

F (x;t;T) (B.10)

= � 2

Z + 1

0

dt

Z + vst

� vst

dxe
� ikx+ i!tIm g

F
1 (x;t;T) (B.11)

= �
1

vs

Z + 1

0

d�+

Z + 1

0

d�� e
i(k+ �� + k� �+ )=2Im g

F
1 (�+ ;�� ;T); (B.12)

wherewehaveused thatdtdx = d�+ d�� =2vs and haveintroduced k� = !=vs� k.In the

third step weem ployed thatIm gF1 (x;t;T)isonly non-zero for� vst< x < vst.Finally,

we have expressed the integralin term s of\light-cone" coordinates �� to be able to

bene�tfrom theseparability ofIm gF1 in term softhesecoordinates.Hence,

g
R
1 (k;!;T)= �

D (K )

vs

 
�T

�hvs�0

! 1

2K

f

"
�hvs

T

�
!

vs
+ q

�

;K

#

f

"
�hvs

T

�
!

vs
� q

�

;K

#

; (B.13)

where(seee.g.[17]):

f

 
�hvsq

T
;K

!

=

Z + 1

0

eik�=2d�
�
�
�sinh

�
�T�

�hvs

��
�
�
1=4K

= 2
1

4K

 
�hvs

2T

!

B

 
1

8K
� i

�hvsq

4�T
;1�

1

4K

!

;(B.14)
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B (x;y)being thebeta function,B (x;y)= �(x)�(y)=�(x+ y).In thecalculation ofthe

criticaltem peratureweneed thevalueofgR1 (k;!;T)forq= 0 and ! = 0:

g
R
1 (q= 0;! = 0;T)= � �

2D (K )

vs

 
2�T

�hvs�0

! 1=2K � 2

B
2

�
1

8K
;1�

1

4K

�

(B.15)

A ppendix C .Self-consistent H arm onic A pproxim ation calculation

In thisappendix,we�llin som eofthedetailsoftheSCHA calculation.First,notethat

in equation (53),wecan rewrite

hS � Sviv =
1

2

X

q;Q ;!n

G v(q;Q ;!n)G
� 1
0 (q;!n)+ hSintiv � const:: (C.1)

Then,thevariationalapproxim ation to thefreeenergy becom es

F
0[G v]= �

1

2

X

q;Q ;!n

lnG v(q;Q ;!n)+
1

2

X

q;Q ;!n

G v(q;Q ;!n)G
� 1
0 (q;!n)+ hSintiv; (C.2)

where

hSintiv = � AB �0JL�
X

hR R 0i

Re exp[G v(0;R � R
0
;0)� Gv(0;0;0)]; (C.3)

and

G v(x;R � R
0
;�)=

1

M 0�h�L

X

q;Q ;!n

e
iQ � (R � R0)+ iqx� i�!n G v(q;Q ;!n); (C.4)

In evaluatinghSintiv,wecan takeadvantageofpointgroupsym m etryofthelatticein the

perpendiculardirectionsand replaceG v(0;R � R0;0)� Gv(0;0;0)insidetheexponential

by them oresym m etricexpression 1

zc

P

R 0= R + tG v(0;R � R0;0)� Gv(0;0;0),wheretare

the unit lattice vectors in the perpendicular directions. Then,the outer
P

hR R 0i just

givesa factorofzc.Taking thevariationalderivativeofF,weget:

1

G v(q;Q ;!n)
=

1

G 0(q;!n)
�
zC A B (K )�0

2�h
J F(Q )e

2J

zC M 0L �h�

P

q0;Q 0;! 0n
F (Q 0)G v(q

0;Q 0;!0n )
;(C.5)

with the free phonon propagator: G
� 1
0 (q;!n) = K

�vjj

h

!2
n + v2

jj
q2
i

(vjj = vs), and

F(Q ) = a�2

2

P

t

�

1� eQ � t
�

. This single self-consistent equation for G v(q;Q ;!n) can

besolved by rewriting itinto two equations:

v
2
? =

�zC A B

2K
(�0a)

�
Ja

�h

�

vjje
2a

2

zC M 0L �h�

P

q;Q ;! n
F (Q )G v(q;Q ;!n )

; (C.6)

G
� 1
v (q;Q ;!n)=

K

�vjj

h

!
2
n + (vjjq)

2 + v
2
? F(Q )

i

: (C.7)

Substitutingequation(C.7)into(C.6),wegettheequationforthevariationalparam eter,

theperpendicularphonon velocity v? :

ln
v2?

�zC A B

2K
(�0a)

�
Ja

�h

�

vjj

=
2a2

zC M 0L�h�

X

q;Q ;!n

F(Q )
�vjj=K

!2
n + v2

jj
q2 + v2? F(Q )

: (C.8)
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TheM atsubara sum can bedoneto give:

ln
v2?

�zC A B

2K
(�0a)

�
Ja

�h

�

vjj

=
�vjj

K
I(T;v? ) (C.9)

with

I(T;v? )=
2a2

zC M 0L

X

q;Q

F(Q )
h

v2
jj
q2 + v2? F(Q )

i1=2
coth

h

v2
jj
q2 + v2? F(Q )

i1=2

2T
: (C.10)

W e �rst study the variationalequation (C.9) at zero tem perature. At T = 0,

coth(x=2T) ! sign(x). To perform the sum m ations over m om entum , we take the

continuum approxim ation for both the parallel(q) and perpendicular (Q ) m om enta,

with a cut-o� forthe parallelm om entum to be � = � 1D =vjj (�1D is the 1D chem ical

potentialofan isolated tube). Thus,with 1

M 0

P

Q � ! a2
R�=a
� �=a

dQ ydQ z

(2�)2
,and 1

L

P

q � !
R�
� �

dq

2�
,weget:

I(0;v0? )�
1

�vjj

"

ln

 
2�1D

v0? =a

!

�
B

2

#

(C.11)

wherev0? = v? (T = 0)and

B =
a2

2

Z �

� �

dQ xdQ y

(2�)2
F(Q ) lna2F(Q )� 0:836477: (C.12)

Putting equations (C.11) and (C.9) together then gives equation (59) ofSection 3.2.

W e have assum ed here v0? =a � �. Otherwise,our starting point using the Haldane

harm onicuid construction isnotvalid in principle.

W hen K ! 1 (towardsthenon-interactingBosegaslim it),A B (K )� 1,and using

theLiebandLinigersolution[1]wecanshow that�1D � vjj�0�=K .Thus,asym ptotically

forlargeK ,weget:

v0?

a�1D
’
v0?

vjj

K

�0a�
� !

s

zC J

�1D
: (C.13)

Thus,v0? =a < �1D ifand only ifzcJ < �1D . But since for the nearly free Bose gas,

� / 1=K 2 issm all,thisdem andsa very hopping am plitudeJ.

In equation (59),there isa singularity asK ! 1=4,which isa signature thatfor

K < 1=4 theJosephson coupling becom esirrelevantin theRG sense.Asthisregim eis

beyond thereach forbosonswith a Dirac-delta interaction,we willnotconsideritany

further.

W enow look atthevariationalequation (C.9)at�nitetem perature.First,de�ning

v? (Tc)= vc? ,werewrite(C.9)as:

 
v0?

vc?

! 1� 1=4K

= exp
�vjj

K
[I(Tc;v

c
? )� I(0;vc? )]: (C.14)

Following Donohue[65], we approxim ate crudely coth(x) � 1=x for jxj � 1, and

coth(x) � 1 otherwise. Next,we develop a series expansion in vc? =aTc < 1 for the

integrand in I(Tc;v
c
? )� I(0;vc? ). Itwillturn outthatatthe transition T = Tc,v

c
? is
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actually �nite (i.e. �rstordertransition)butless than v0? ,and the expansion can be

justi�ed a posteriori,atleastforK nottoo close to 1. W ith the help ofM athem atica

to perform theexpansion and to evaluatetheresulting integrals,we�nd:

vjj(I(Tc;v
c
? )� I(0;vc? ))� c� 1

aTc

vc?
+ c0 �

1

�
ln
zC aTc

vc?
+

X

n= 1

c2n

�
vc?

Tca

�2n

; (C.15)

where c� 1 � 0:677473, c0 � 0:133129 � 1=�, c2 = 5=96�, c4 = 21=2560�,

c6 = 845=344604�, c8 = 9415=9437184�, c10 = 112203=230686720�, c12 =

233695=872415232�.W ecanshow thattheseriesconvergesquiterapidlyforvc? =aTc < 1,

but because this expression appears in an exponential,we need quite a few term s to

getaccuratetrends,especially when K getscloseto 1.Introducing thisexpansion into

(C.14),

vc?

v0?
=

 
zC aTc

v0?

! 1=4K

e
�

�

4K

�

c�1
aTc
vc
?

+ c0+
P

n= 1
c2n

�
v
c
?

aTc

�2n
�

: (C.16)

This equation is solved graphically for(Tc;v
c
? )(the righthand side of(C.16)isan s-

shaped curvethatintersectsthestraightlineofthelefhand sideof(C.16)at0,1,or2

points,asa function ofTc,and v
c
? ;Tc is,by de�nition,when theintersection isatone

pointonly.W euseM athem atica’sroutineFindRoottobracketthispointtothedesired

accuracy.)

W ethus�nd thefollowing asym ptoticresultsforK ! 1 :

aTc

v0?
� 0:610+ 0:698K ; (C.17)

vc?

v0?
� 0:376+ 0:274=K : (C.18)

Both asym ptotesappearto hold good when K � 4. Dividing these equations,we get

thataTc=v
c
? � 1:86K + 0:270+ � � � ,thusjustifying ourexpansion in vc

? =aTc,atleastfor

K � 4. Com bining with the asym ptotic resultsfor0 asK ! 1 ,we getthe results

quoted in section 3.2.

A ppendix D .D erivation ofR G equations

In thisappendix weshow how tocom putetheRG ow tosecond orderin theJosephson

and M ottpotentialcouplings.To thispurpose,itisconvenientto introduce the chiral

�elds�R + (x)and �R � (x),which areim plicitly de�ned asfollows:

�R (x)=

p
K

2
[�R + (x)+ �R � (x)]; (D.1)

�R (x) =
1

2
p
K
[�R + (x)� �R � (x)]: (D.2)

Thee�ectiveHam iltonian,equation (11),thustakestheform :

H e� =
�hvs

4�

X

R

Z

dx
h

(@x�R + (x))
2
+ (@x�R � (x))

2
i
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+ ~gu
X

R

Z

dx cos
p
K (�R + (x)+ �R � (x))+ ~gF

X

hR ;R 0i

Z

dx@x�R + (x)@x�R 0� (x)

+ ~gJ
X

hR ;R 0i

Z

dx cos

 
�R + (x)� �R 0+ (x)

2
p
K

�
�R � (x)� �R 0� (x)

2
p
K

!

: (D.3)

W ehaveadded herea term proportionalto ~gF ,which isnotpresentinitially,butwhich

isgenerated atsecond orderin ~gJ afterintegratingoutshort-distancedegreesoffreedom

(seebelow).Itrepresentsa density interaction between nearestneighbor1D system s.

W e next introduce the chiral vertex operators V
+

� (R ;�z) = : ei��R + (�z) : and

V
�

� (R ;z)= :ei��R � (z) :,and de�nez = vs� + ix and �z = vs� � ix,and d2z = vsd�dx =

dzd�z=2i. To explicitly display the scaling dim ensions ofthe variousoperatorsin H e�,

weintroducethedim ensionlesscouplings:

gu = �a
2
0~gu=vs; gJ = �a

2
0~gJ=vs gF = �~gF =vs; gK = �~gK =vs: (D.4)

Thus,theinteractionsaredescribed by

Sint = gK
X

R

Z
d2z

2�
�@�R + (�z)@�R � (z)+ gF

X

hR ;R 0i

Z
d2z

2�
�@�R + (�z)@�R 0� (z)

+
gu

a
2� K
0

X

R

Z
d2z

2�

h

V
+p
K
(R ;�z)V �p

K
(R ;z)+

�p
K ! �

p
K
�i

+
gJ

a
2� 1=2K

0

X

hR ;R 0i

Z
d2z

2�

h

V
+
1

2
p
K

(R ;�z)V +

�
1

2
p
K

(R 0
;�z)V �

�
1

2
p
K

(R ;z)V �
1

2
p
K

(R 0
;z)

+
�p

K ! �
p
K
� i

(D.5)

The RG is perform ed in realspace on the perturbative expansion of the partition

function Z(a0) = Z0hT exp[� Sint]i. W e �rst consider an in�nitesim alchange ofthe

short distance cut-o� a0 ! a00 = (1 + �‘)a0,where 0 < �‘ � 1. Subsequently,we

integrate out short-distance degrees offreedom in the range a0 < jzj< a0(1+ �‘)a0.

Following Ref.[67],weuseoperator-productexpansions(OPE)to evaluateexpectation

values ofproducts ofoperators at two nearby points in space and tim e. For z ! w

(respectively,�z! �w):

@�R � (z)@�R � (w)= �
1

(z� w)2
+ :

�

@�R �

�
z+ w

2

��2

:+ � � � (D.6)

�@�R + (�z)�@�R + (�w)= �
1

(�z� �w)2
+ :

�

�@�R +

�
�z+ �w

2

��2

:+ � � � (D.7)

V
+
� (R ;�z)V

+
� �(R ;�w)=

1

(�z� �w)�
2

�

1+ i�(�z� �z)�@�R +

�
�z+ �w

2

�

+ � � �

�

; (D.8)

V
�

� (R ;z)V
�

� �(R ;w)=
1

(z� w)�
2

�

1+ i�(z� w)@�R �

�
z+ w

2

�

+ � � �

�

: (D.9)

@�R � (z)V
�

� (R ;w)=
� i�

z� w
V
�

� (R ;
z+ w

2
)+ � � � (D.10)

�@�R + (�z)V
+
� (R ;�w)=

� i�

�z� �w
V
+
� (R ;

�z+ �w

2
)+ � � � (D.11)
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Therefore,webegin with by consideringtheperturbativeexpansion ofthepartition

function atthenew scalea00 = (1+ �‘)a0,

Z((1+ �‘)a0;fgi(‘+ �‘)g)= 1+ Z
(1)((1+ �‘)a0;fgi(‘+ �‘)g)

+ Z
(2)((1+ �‘)a0;fgi(‘+ �‘)g)+ � � � ; (D.12)

where

Z
(1)((1+ �‘)a0;fgi(‘+ �‘)g)= � hSinti; (D.13)

Z
(2)((1+ �‘)a0;fgi(‘+ �‘)g)=

1

2!
hS2

inti (D.14)

The partition function m ust be left invariant by the RG transform ation,i.e.Z((1 +

�‘)a0;fgi(‘+ �‘)g) = Z(a0;fgi(‘)g), provided that the couplings fgig are properly

transform ed afterintegrating outtheshort-distancedegreesoffreedom in rangede�ned

by a0 < jz� wj< (1+ �‘)a0.

Atthe lowestorder(tree level),the couplingschange only because ofthe explicit

factorsofa0 (i.e.the scaling dim ensions ofthe perturbing operators)in (D.5). Thus,

theonly couplingsthatchangeare:

gu(‘)= gu(‘+ �‘)(1+ �‘)� (2� K ) ’ gu(‘+ �‘)(1� (2� K (‘)�‘)); (D.15)

and

gJ(‘)= gJ(‘+ �‘)(1+ �‘)� (2� 1=2K ) ’ gJ(‘+ �‘)

"

1�

 

2�
1

2K (‘)

!

�‘

#

: (D.16)

Atsecond order,thereareten term sin theexpansion ofZ (2)[(1+ �‘)a0;fgi(‘+ �‘)g].As

them anipulationsarestandard butratherlong,wewilljustlookattwoofthem in detail

to illustrate the procedure.To see whatkind ofterm saregenerated from the product

oftwo operators,we shalluse \center-of-m ass" coordinates: u = z� w (respectively,

�u = �z� �w)and v = (z+ w)=2 (respectively,�v = (�z+ �w)=2),and we splittheintegrals

oftheoperatorproductsappearing atsecond orderasfollows:
Z
d2v

2�

Z

(1+ �‘)a0< juj

d2u

2�
O 1(v+

u

2
;�v+

�u

2
)O 2(v�

u

2
;�v�

�u

2
)

=

Z
d2v

2�

" Z

a0< juj

d2u

2�
�

Z

a0< juj< (1+ �‘)a0

d2u

2�

#

O 1(v+
u

2
;�v+

�u

2
)O 2(v�

u

2
;�v�

�u

2
) (D.17)

The term sgenerated atsecond orderby the RG transform ation stem form the second

integral,wheretherelativecoordinateisrestricted to thein�nitesim alrangea0 < juj<

a0(1+ �‘). To O (gF gJ),there are two possible operatorpairingsbecause the hopping

term couplesoperatorsfrom neighboring chains:

O (gF gu)= �
1

2!

gF (‘)gJ(‘)

a
2� 1=2K

0

X

hR ;R 0i;hT ;T 0i

Z
d2v

2�

Z

a0< juj< (1+ �‘)a0

d2u

2�

(
D
�@�R + (�v+

�u

2
)@�R 0� (v+

u

2
)

�
h

V
+
1

2
p
K

(T ;�v�
�u

2
)V +

�
1

2
p
K

(T 0
;�v�

�u

2
)V �

�
1

2
p
K

(T ;v�
u

2
)V �

1

2
p
K

(T 0
;v�

u

2
)

+
�p

K ! �
p
K
� iE

)

(D.18)
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Focusing on the term swhere R = T and R 0 = T 0,orR = T 0 and R 0= T and using

theOPE’s(D.10,D.11)with � = � 1=2
p
K ,wearriveatthefollowing expression:

O (gF gu)= + 2� 2�
1

2!

gF (‘)gJ(‘)

a
2� 1=2K

0

 
1

4K (‘)

!
X

hR ;R 0i

Z
d2v

2�

"
D

V
+
1

2
p
K

(R ;�v)V +

�
1

2
p
K

(R 0
;�v)

� V
�

�
1

2
p
K

(R ;v)V �
1

2
p
K

(R 0
;v)+

�p
K ! �

p
K
�E

# Z
(1+ �‘)a0

a0

du

u
(D.19)

=
gF (‘)gJ(‘)�‘

4K (‘)a
2� 1=K

0

X

hR ;R 0i

Z
d2v

2�

"
D

V
+
1

2
p
K

(R ;�v)V +

�
1

2
p
K

(R 0
;�v)V �

�
1

2
p
K

(R ;v)V �
1

2
p
K

(R 0
;v)

+
�p

K ! �
p
K
�E

#

(D.20)

wherethe�rstfactoroftwo stem sfrom thetwo term sofO (gF gJ)and thesecond from

the two possible pairingsofR ;R 0 and T ;T 0. Thuswe see thatto second orderin the

couplingsthecoupling gJ renorm alizesasfollows:

gJ(‘)= gJ(‘+ �‘)

(

1�

"

(2�
1

2K (‘)
)gJ(‘)+

gF (‘)gJ(‘)

4K (‘)

#

�‘:

)

(D.21)

In thelim it�‘! 0,thisleadsto thefollowing di�erentialequation:

dgJ

d‘
=

�

2�
1

2K

�

gJ +
gJgF

4K
: (D.22)

Otherterm saredealtwith in a sim ilarfashion.Itisalso worth noticing thatterm sof

O (g2K ;gF gK ;gK gJ;gK gJ)need notbe taken into account because ateach RG step we

setgK = 0 by properly renorm alizing K . ThusgK (‘+ �‘)= 0,butnew term softhe

form ofthe operatorproportionalto gK aregenerated atO (g2u;g
2
J).In orderto getrid

ofthem ,weperform an in�nitesim alcanonicaltransform ation.To understand this,let

usconsiderasim pli�ed version oftheabovem odel,wherethechain index R isdropped,

and theHam iltonian reads:

H =
�hvs

4�

Z

dx
h

(@x�+ (x))
2
+ (@x�� (x))

2
i

+
�hvs�g

2�

Z

@x�+ (x)@x�� (x)

+H +

"p
K

2
(�+ + �� )

#

+ H �

"
(�+ � �� )

2
p
K

#

: (D.23)

W eassum ethedim ensionlesscoupling�g� 1.Theprecisefunctionalform sofH� areof

noim portancein whatfollows.Nextconsiderthefollowingin�nitesim altransform ation:

�+ = ~�+ �
�g

2
~�� ; (D.24)

�� = ~�� �
�g

2
~�+ : (D.25)

To O (�g)onecan show thatthisisa canonicaltransform ation which,to O (�g2),brings

the�rstterm oftheHam iltonian to thediagonalform :

H 0 =
�hvs

4�

Z

dx

��

@x
~�+ (x)

�2
+
�

@x
~�� (x)

�2
�

+ O (�g2): (D.26)
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However,thecom binations:

�+ + �� = (1�
�g

2
)
�
~�+ + ~��

�

; (D.27)

�� � �� = (1+
�g

2
)
�
~�+ � ~��

�

: (D.28)

Since these com binationsenterH + and H � ,itm eansthatK m ustbe renorm alized as

follows:

~K =

 

1�
�g

2

! 2

K ’ (1� �g)K (D.29)

Returning to the problem ofinterest,forthe array ofcoupled 1D Bose gaseswe have

that�g = gK (‘)= (g2J=K (‘)� g2v(‘)K (‘))�‘.Hence,

K (‘)= (1� �g)K (‘+ �‘)=
h

1�
�

ng
2
J=K (‘)� g

2
v(‘)K (‘)

�

�‘
i

K (‘+ �‘); (D.30)

which can beturned into thefollowing di�erentialequation:

dK

d‘
= ng

2
J � g

2
vK

2 (D.31)

W ith theseconsiderations,theequationsgiven in section 4.1 can beobtained.

A ppendix E.Spin chain m apping

In this Appendix, we outline the m apping from the continuum double sine-Gordon

m odelto a spin chain m odel. W e take the continuum lim itofthe spin chain,and use

thestandard spin-operatorbosonization form ulas[17,40]:

1

a0
S
z
m ! S

z(x = m a0) =
1

�
@x� +

1

�a0
(� 1)x=a0 cos2�(x); (E.1)

1

a0
S
+
m ! S

+ (x = m a0)=
(� 1)x=a0
p
2�a0

e
� i�(x)

; (E.2)

where a0 isthe lattice spacing ofthe spin chain. Using this m apping,the continuum

double sine-Gordon m ean �eld m odel(78) becom es the spin chain m odelof(79) in

Section 4.2. The m ean �eld self-consistency condition is still as before (18). For

sim plicity, we take the isotropic Heisenberg chain. Then vs = vjj = �J0a0=2, and

K = 1=2. Now K = 1=2 isnota physically valid regim e forbosonsinteracting with a

contactpotential. However,from the RG approach above,there are no indicationsof

a phase transition from K = 1=2 to the physicalK > 1 regim e,and we expect that

at least qualitatively,the results derived here should be valid for K > 1. M oreover,

strictly speaking,thereisa um klapp operator� cos4�(x)thatism arginally irrelevant

atK = 1=2,butsinceitislessrelevantthan theM ottand Josephson term swedrop it.

A ppendix F.D erivation ofquantum phase m odel

Consider a 2D array of �nite tubes described by the Euclidean action shown in

equations (49) and (50). W e describe the tubes as 1D system s with open boundary
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conditions [36,37]. In such a �nite system s, the phase �eld operator consists two

term s:

�R (x;�)= �0R (�)+ �R (x;�); (F.1)

where � R (x;�) describes phase uctuations (phonons) ofwave num ber q 6= 0. The

operator �0R is canonically conjugate to the num ber operator N R ,i.e.: [�0R ;N R 0]=

i�R ;R 0.Introducing (F.1)into (49),thequadraticpartofS reducesto

S0[�0;�]=
K L

2�vs

X

R

Z �h�

0

d� (@��0R (�))
2

+
K

2�

X

R

Z
�h�

0

d�

Z
L

0

dx

�
1

vs
(@�� R (x;�))

2
+ vs(@x� R (x;�))

2

�

: (F.2)

Thehopping term (50),however,couples�0R (�)and �R (x;�)in a non-linearfashion:

SJ [�0R ;� R ]=
J

2�h
A B �0

X

hR ;R 0i

Z �h�

0

d�

Z L

0

dx
h

e
i(�0R (�)� �0R 0(�))e

i(� R (x;�)� �R 0(x;�))+ c:c:
i

(F.3)

In orderto obtain an e�ective action in term sof�0R (�)only we need to integrate out

� R (x;�). W e shalldo thisperturbatively assum ing thatJ=�1D issm all. Thus,letus

de�ne:

e
� Se�

J
[�0]= he� SJi� = exp

�

� hSJi� +
1

2!
h(SJ � hSJi� )

2
i� + � � �

�

(F.4)

wherewehaveused thecum ulantexpansion and em ployed thefollowing notation:

hAi� =

R
[d�]A[�]e � S0[�]

R
[d�]e � S0[�]

: (F.5)

fora given functionalof�,A[�].Thelowestordercontribution to S e�
J [�0]com esfrom

theterm hSJi� ,which yields:

S
e�
J ’ �

J

�h
A B �0L

X

hR ;R 0i

e
� h� 2

R
(0)i�

Z �h�

0

d� cos[�0R (�)� �0R 0(�)] (F.6)

Using thath� 2
R
(0)i� = 1

2
K � 1ln(L=a0),wherea0 istheshort-distancecut-o�,theabove

expression leadsto:

S
e�
J = �

J

�h
A B (�0L)

�
L

a0

�� 1

2K X

hR ;R 0i

Z �h�

0

d� cos[�0R (�)� �0R 0(�)] (F.7)

Assum ing thateach 1D tubeisdescribed by theLieb-Linigerm odel,A B = (a0�0)
1=2K ’

(K =�)1=2K [37],wherea0 ’ �hvs=� (i.e.approxim ately thehealing length,�).Hence,the

e�ective hopping energy ofthe quantum -phase m odelisE J = E J(N 0)’ J(N 0)
1� 1=2K ,

wherewehaveused that�0L = N 0.Thecom pletee�ective action reads:

S
e�[�0]=

�h

2E C

Z
�h�

0

d� (@��0R (�))
2

�
E J

�h

X

hR ;R 0i

Z �h�

0

d� cos[�0R (�)� �0R 0(�)]+ O (J2); (F.8)
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where the charging energy E C = �h�vs=K L. Thiseuclidean action correspondsto the

following Ham iltonian (werestorethechem icalpotentialterm ):

H e� =
E C

2

X

R

(N R � N0)
2
� �

X

R

N R

� EJ
X

hR ;R 0i

cos[�0R (�)� �0R 0(�)]+ O (J2): (F.9)

Thisisthequantum -phasem odelused in section 5.1.
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