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Q uantum liquid ofrepulsively bound pairs ofparticles in a lattice
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Repulsively interacting particlesin a periodicpotentialcan form bound com positeobjects,whose
dissociation issuppressed by aband gap.Nearly puresam plesofsuch repulsively bound pairsofcold
atom s| \dim ers"| haverecently been prepared by W inkleretal.[Nature441,853(2006)].W ehere
derivean e�ectiveHam iltonian fora lattice loaded with dim ersonly and discussitsim plicationsto
the m any-body dynam icsofthe system . W e �nd thatthe dim er-dim erinteraction includesstrong
on-site repulsion and nearest-neighbor attraction which always dom inates over the dim er kinetic
energy at low tem peratures. The dim ers then form incom pressible,m inim al-surface \droplets" of
a quantum lattice liquid. Forlow lattice �lling,the e�ective Ham iltonian can be m apped onto the
spin-1

2
X X Z m odelwith �xed totalm agnetization which exhibitsa �rst-orderphasetransition from

the \droplet" to a \gas" phase.Thisopensthe doorto studying �rstorderphase transitionsusing
highly controllable ultracold atom s.

PACS num bers:03.75.Lm ,03.65.G e,36.40.Ei,75.10.Jm

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

M any-body system s in spatially periodic potentials

have been investigated since the early daysofquantum

theory [1]. Idealized descriptions such as the Heisen-

berg spin and Hubbard m odels have been used to ex-

am ine basic issues in condensed m atter physics. The

Hubbard m odelhasrecently acquired directexperim en-

talsigni�cance, however, describing cold atom ic gases

trapped in opticallattices [2]. The relevantparam eters

ofthese system s can be tuned to im plem ent the Hub-

bard m odelwith a rem arkable accuracy. In particular,

the transition from the superuid to the M ottinsulator

phase[3]with a com m ensuratenum berofbosonicatom s

per site has been dem onstrated [4, 5]. M ore recently,

W inkler et al. [6]have observed another lattice e�ect:

binding ofrepulsively interacting bosonsinto close pairs

which are dynam ically stable in the absence ofdissipa-

tion.Repulsively bound com posite objectsarea general

phenom enon,appearing in variousperiodicsystem spos-

sessing a band gap attherelevant\dissociation" energy.

Electronshave been shown to pair,via Coulom b repul-

sion,in arraysoftunnel-coupled quantum dots[7].Anal-

ogouse�ectshavebeen predicted forstrongly interacting

m ixtures ofbosonic and ferm ionic atom s in an optical

lattice [8],orphotons form ing gap solitonsin nonlinear

photonicbandgap structures[9].

Here we study a lattice loaded with even num bers of

bosonic atom s at each site, in the experim entally rel-

evant regim e [6] where the on-site repulsion between

atom s exceeds the inter-site tunneling rate. W e derive

an e�ectiveHam iltonian forrepulsivelybound atom pairs

(\dim ers"),which describesthe m any-body dynam icsof

the pairs, viewed as single com posite objects. A spe-

cialproperty of the system , not shared by less exotic

system s,isthe e�ective occupation-dependenttunneling

and nearest-neighbor interactions of the dim ers m edi-

ated bythesingle-atom tunnelingvianonresonantvirtual

states. W e �nd that the attractive interaction between

the dim ers always exceeds their kinetic energy which,

com bined with thestillstrongeron-siterepulsionthatthe

dim ersinheritfrom therepulsion am ongtheirconstituent

atom s,leads to clustering ofthe dim ers into \droplets"

with m inim um surface area and uniform density. W hen

the system isinitially prepared with atm ostone dim er

persite[6],thee�ectiveHam iltonian canbem apped onto

the spin-1
2
X X Z m odel[10]with �xed m agnetization,

which isknown to exhibita �rstorderphase transition

from a \droplet" to a \gas" phase ata criticaltem pera-

ture[11].

II. R EP U LSIV ELY B O U N D D IM ER W IT H IN

T H E B O SE-H U B B A R D M O D EL

The dynam icsofcold bosonic particlesoccupying the

lowest Bloch band ofa tight-binding periodic potential

isgoverned by the Bose{Hubbard Ham iltonian (�h = 1)

H =
X

j

"jn̂j +
U

2

X

j

n̂j(̂nj � 1)� J
X

hj;ii

b
y

j
bi; (1)

whereb
y

j
(bj)isthecreation (annihilation)operatorfora

boson atsitejwith energy"j,U istheon-siteinteraction

(repulsion forU > 0),n̂j = b
y

jbj isthe num beroperator

for site j, and J the tunneling rate between adjacent

sites hj;ii. A naturalbasis for the Ham iltonian (1) is

thatoftheeigenstates jnji�
1p
n!
(b
y

j)
n j0iofthenum ber

operator n̂j whose eigenvaluesn = 0;1;2;:::denote the

num ber ofparticles at site j,and j0i � jf0jgi is the

vacuum state.Fora single particle in a uniform ("j = "

forallj)periodicpotential,the on-siteinteraction plays

no role,and resonant tunneling leads to a Bloch band

ofwidth 4dJ centered around ",where d is the system

dim ension.
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Considering nexttwo particlesin a periodicpotential,

according to Eq. (1),the state j2ji with two particles

localized at the sam e site has an energy o�set U from

the state j1jij1ii with i 6= j. The transition between

states j1jij1iiand j2jiistherefore non-resonantand is

suppressed when U � J. Ifinitially the particles oc-

cupy di�erentsites,each particle can tunnelfreely from

site to site, untilit encounters the other particle at a

neighboring site.Atthispointthetwo particlesundergo

elastic scattering and separate again,since the m axim al

kinetic energy 4dJ ofthe two particlesisbelow the po-

tentialbarrierU associated with two particlesoccupying

the sam e site. Note that,in second-order in the sm all

param eter J=U , an adiabatic elim ination of the non-

resonant states j2ji and j2ii yields an e�ective energy

shiftofstate j1jij1iiwith two particlesatthe adjacent

sites hj;ii,given by � 4J2=U . This e�ective attraction

between a pair ofparticles at the neighboring sites is,

however,sm allcom pared to the single-particle tunnel-

ing rate J,and therefore can not bind the particles to-

gether. Conversely,ifthe system isinitially prepared in

state j2ji,then in orderforthetwo particlesto separate

(j2ji ! j1jij1ii) via the last term ofEq.(1),energy

ofthe order ofU would have to be discarded. In the

absence ofdissipation,this is not possible,so the two

particlesarerepulsively bound asa dim er[6].Using the

perturbative analysis outlined in the Appendix A,it is

easy to show that the localization (or \bond") length

ofthe dim er is � = [2ln(U=dJ)]� 1,so that � < 1 for

U=J > d
p
e. Hence,the dim erconstituentsare strongly

co-localized for U=J � 1,which willbe assum ed from

now on.

An im portantaspectofthe problem isthe dim erm o-

bility.Although the�rst-ordertransition j2ji! j1jij1ii

(with jand idenoting adjacentsites)e�ected by thelast

term ofEq.(1) is nonresonant,in the second order in

J,the transition j2ji! j2ii via the virtualinterm edi-

ate state j1jij1iiisresonant. An adiabatic elim ination

[13]ofthe interm ediate state j1jij1iithen yieldsan ef-

fective tunneling rate for a dim er as a whole,given by

J(2) � 2J2=U � J. Note also that the adiabatic elim -

ination of nonresonant state j1jij1ii results in an en-

ergy shift ofthe dim er state j2ji equalto J(2),which

constitutes a correction to the dim er energy 2" + U .

Since the dim er is surrounded by 2d em pty sites,each

shifting its energy by J(2), the dim er energy becom es

2"+ U + 2dJ(2). In analogy with a single particle case,

thee�ectivetunnelingwith therateJ(2) im pliesanarrow

Bloch band for single dim ers,ofwidth 4dJ(2) centered

around 2"+ U + 2dJ(2).

III. EFFEC T IV E H A M ILT O N IA N FO R A

SY ST EM O F D IM ER S

So far, we have discussed the properties of a single

repulsively bound dim er in a periodic potential. O ur

aim next willbe to describe the dynam ics ofa system

(   −2,    +2)E ni nj

ij−Jb b
ni−2 nj+2

ni njE(   ,    )

i−Jb bj

ni nj
......

(   −1,    +1)E ni nj

ni−1 nj+1... ...

... ...

E

FIG .1:Energy leveldiagram and tunnelcouplingsem ployed
in the adiabatic elim ination ofnonresonant states with odd
occupation num bers.� � � jniijnji� � � denotesastatewith ni =
2m i bosonsatsiteiand nj = 2m j bosonsatsitej= i+ 1etc.,
whiletheenergy isE (ni;nj)= U

2

ˆ

ni(ni� 1)+ nj(nj� 1)
˜

+ C ,
where C containsthe energy ofallthe othersites.

ofdim ers.W eknow no usefulexactanalytictreatm ents,

butforJ � U theperturbation approach outlined in the

Appendix A can be extended to this problem straight-

forwardly. Expressing the particle num ber as n = 2m ,

where m = 0;1;2:::representsthe num berofdim ersat

a given site,wedenotethe statecontaining m dim ersat

site j as jm D
j i. Itisconvenientto de�ne the operators

cj =
1p

2(n̂j+ 1)
b2j,and c

y

j = (b
y

j)
2 1p

2(n̂j+ 1)
,which annihi-

late and create a dim er at site j. W ithin the subspace

ofstatesin which alloccupation num bersareeven,these

operatorsbehaveexactly ascanonicalcreation and anni-

hilation operators,possessing thestandard bosoniccom -

m utation relations[cj;c
y

i]= �ji and [cj;ci]= [c
y

j;c
y

i]= 0.

The dim er num ber operator at site j is then given by

m̂ j = c
y

jcj = n̂j=2.Itiseasy to verify by induction that

jm D
j i�

1p
m !
(c
y

j)
m j0i.

W ecan now derivean e�ectiveHam iltonian H e� fora

periodicpotentialloaded with dim ersonly [6].To zeroth

order in the tunneling interaction J,only the �rst two

term sofEq.(1)survive.In term softhedim eroperators

wehavede�ned,theyaregiven,respectively,by2"
P

j
m̂ j

and U
P

j
m̂ j

�
2m̂ j � 1

�
. To �rst orderin J,under the

condition ofthe strong on-site repulsion U � J,allthe

statescontainingodd num bersofparticlespersitewillbe

non-resonant,and can be elim inated adiabatically [13].

Theenergy diagram oftheeigenstatesisshown in Fig.1,

using which weobtain in the second orderin J=U [14]

H e� = 2"
X

j

m̂ j + U
X

j

m̂ j

�
2m̂ j � 1

�

+ J(2)
X

hj;ii

c
y

j T̂
�
m̂ j;m̂ i

�
ci

+ J(2)
X

hj;ii

Ŝ
�
m̂ j;m̂ i

�
; (2)
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whereJ(2) � 2J2=U ,and T̂ and Ŝ arede�ned as

T̂
�
m̂ j;m̂ i

�
= �m̂ im̂ j

q
�
2m̂ j + 1

��
2m̂ i+ 1

�
; (3a)

Ŝ
�
m̂ j;m̂ i

�
=

m̂ i

�
2m̂ j + 1

�

2m̂ i�
�
2m̂ j + 1

�: (3b)

The third term on the right-hand side ofEq. (2) de-

scribes dim er tunneling between adjacent sites. This

tunnel-interaction is resonant only between the states

ofthe form jm D
j ij(m + 1)Di i and j(m + 1)Dj ijm

D
i i,for

which the occupation num bersofthe adjacentsitesdif-

ferby one;the corresponding m atrix elem entisequalto

J(2)(m + 1)(2m + 1).Thelastterm ofEq.(2),containing

theenergyshiftfunction Ŝ,isresponsibleforthenearest-

neighborinteraction,which,depending on the valuesof

m j and m i,can be positiveornegative.Adding thetwo

interaction term sbetween adjacentsitesiand j,we ar-

riveat

Ŝ
�
m̂ j;m̂ i

�
+ Ŝ

�
m̂ i;m̂ j

�
=
2m̂ 2

j + 2m̂ 2
i + m̂ j + m̂ i

4
�
m̂ j � m̂i

�2
� 1

: (4)

Thus,when m j = m i the interaction between neighbor-

ing sites is attractive;otherwise it is repulsive. These

e�ectscan be understood asthelevelshiftsofthe dim er

states,dueto\levelrepulsion"from virtualstateshaving

odd occupation num bers.TheHam iltonian (2)describes

thee�ectivedynam icsofdim ersin a 1D,2D or3D peri-

odicpotential,in thestrongcoupling regim e.Itskey fea-

tures are occupation-dependent tunneling and nearest-

neighborinteractions,aswellasstrong on-siterepulsion

via the term proportionalto U .

Itisinstructive to considera 1D con�guration

� � � jmD
j� 2ijm

D
j� 1ij(m + 1)Dj ij(m + 1)Dj+ 1i� � � ;

which involves the occupation num ber m of a pair of

adjacentsitesj� 2 and j� 1,and theoccupation num ber

m + 1ofsitesjand j+ 1.Accordingto Eq.(4),thereare

attractiveinteractionsbetween sitesj� 2 and j� 1,and

between sitesj and j+ 1,whilesitesj� 1 and j,having

di�erentoccupation num bers,interactrepulsively.Then

the totalpotentialenergy isthe sum ofthe three term s

given bys= � J(2)5
3
(4m 2+ 6m + 3).Duetotheverylarge

on-site repulsion / U � J(2),the only (near)resonant

tunneling interaction oftheabovestateiswith thestate

� � � jmD
j� 2ij(m + 1)Dj� 1ijm

D
j ij(m + 1)Dj+ 1i� � � ;

havingthepotentialenergys0= J(2)(4m 2+ 6m + 3).The

corresponding tunneling m atrix elem ent t = J(2)(m +

1)(2m + 1). Thus,the ratio ofthe tunneling (kinetic)

energy to thechangein thepotentialenergy between the

abovetwo statesisgiven by

t

s0� s
=
3(m + 1)(2m + 1)

8(4m 2 + 6m + 3)
: (5)

Thisratio isalwayssm allerthan one,itsm inim alvalue

being1/8form = 0,and itquicklyapproachesaconstant

3=16 form > 1.

The tunneling T̂ and the nearestneighbor Ŝ interac-

tionsareresponsibleforcom petingprocesses:W hiletun-

neling favors dispersed dim er wavefunctions with long-

rangecoherence,thenearestneighborattraction tendsto

balancethe population ofneighboring sitesand to m ini-

m izethesurfaceareabetween regionsofdi�erentoccupa-

tion num ber.Since,theinteraction term isalwayslarger

than thecom petingtunneling term ,theground statewill

be dom inated by attractively bound clustersofuniform

occupation num berand m inim alsurface area,thusrep-

resenting incom pressible\droplets" ofa quantum lattice

liquid.

IV . EFFEC T IV E H A M ILT O N IA N FO R m � 1

Let us now consider the im portant specialcase ofa

system containing atm ostone dim erpersite (m = 0 or

1 forallj). W e thusassum e thatthe periodic potential

can beloaded initially only with zeroortwoparticlesper

site,ate�ectivelyin�niteU=J which isthen adiabatically

lowered to a largebut�nitevalue,asim plem ented in the

opticallattice experim ent ofW inkler at al. [6]. Just

asdim ersareenergetically forbidden to dissociatein the

absence ofdissipation,the single-site dim er occupation

num bers willnever exceed unity,for this would require

a large energy input ofthe order of5U . Under these

conditions,the e�ective Ham iltonian (1) can be recast

sim ply as

H
(0;1)

e�
=

�
2"+ U + 2dJ(2)

�X

j

m̂ j + J
(2)

X

hj;ii

c
y

jci

� 4J(2)
X

hj;ii

m̂ jm̂ i; (6)

where the only allowed values ofm are 0 or 1. Thus,

in addition to thetunneling interaction with negativeef-

fective m ass, there is a stronger attractive interaction

between dim erslocalized atneighboring sites,which can

bind them together as discussed in Appendix B. Note

that (6) has the form ofan extended Hubbard m odel,

like that which describes electrons in a crystallattice

orquantum dotarray [7]. There,however,the nearest-

neighbor interaction is repulsive,while in our case it is

attractive. W e also note that related e�ects have been

predicted forstronglyinteractingm ixturesofbosonicand

ferm ionic atom s in an optical lattice [8], wherein the

ferm ionstend to pairwith one orm ore bosons,form ing

com positeferm ionswith nearest-neighborinteraction.

To verify the validity ofourperturbative approach in

the lim it ofJ=U � 1,we have num erically solved the

Schr�odingerequation forthecasesofoneand two dim ers

in a1D latticeof20sites,usingtheBose-HubbardHam il-

tonian (1),and thee�ectiveHam iltonian (2)[or(6)].As

shown in Fig.2,the dynam ics ofthe system obtained
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FIG .2:D ynam icsofonedim er,(a)and (b),and two dim ers,
(c) and (d),in a 1D lattice of20 sites,for J=U = 0:1. (a)
and (c) are num ericalsolutions ofthe Schr�odinger equation
with the Bose-Hubbard Ham iltonian (1),while (b) and (d)
areobtained with thee�ectiveHam iltonian (2)[or(6)].Inset
in (a)showsthetim e-evolution of

P

j
jh2jj	ij2,where j	(t)i

isthe system wavefunction.Tim e isin unitsofJ� 1.

from the exact and e�ective Ham iltonians is very sim i-

lar;thedi�erencebetween theexactand e�ectivem odels

decreasesforsm allervaluesofJ=U ,asexpected. In the

inset ofFig.2(a) we plot the projection ofthe system

wavefunction j	(t)i onto the states j2 ji with two par-

ticles per site. As seen,
P

j
jh2jj	ij

2 ’ 1 at alltim es,

attesting to the fact that the two particles form ing a

dim er are strongly bound to each other, even though

the center-of-m ass wavefunction ofthe dim er disperses

with tim edueto thetunneling J(2).Figs.2(c),(d)reveal

the greatly reduced dispersion for a pairofneighboring

dim ers attractively bound to each other (see Appendix

B): the two-dim er pair collectively tunnels resonantly

only atfourth orderin the fundam entalJ (second order

in J(2)).

The above reasoning can be extended to the case of

m ore dim ers.Since each dim erisattracted to itsim m e-

diateneighbor,foragiven num berofdim ers,thecon�gu-

ration thatm inim izestheenergyofthesystem would cor-

respond toclusteringofthedim erstogetherin such away

asto m axim ize the num berofthe nearest{neighbor(at-

tractive)interactions.Thus,in 1D allthe dim erswould

stick togetherin a linewithoutvoids,whilefor2D or3D

square lattice,the dim ers would tend to arrange them -

selvesin asquare(2D)oracube(3D),asshown in Fig.3.

(Because ofthe discretized perim eter m etric in the lat-

tice,m inim alsurfacesofthese\droplets"arerectangular

ratherthan round,howeverlarge.)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 98 M

E
/M

76

3 84

1 2 9

5

FIG .3:Energy perdim erE =M versusthenum berofdim ers
M form ing a cluster in 2D square lattice. As seen, E =M
abruptly drops once a square droplet with the dim ensionp
M �

p
M is form ed, since the addition of the last dim er

resultsin the form ation oftwo \bonds".

V . P H A SE D IA G R A M O F T H E G R A N D

C A N O N IC A L EN SEM B LE

In order to understand the ground-state properties

ofthe e�ective Ham iltonian (2),we consider the grand

canonicalensem bledescribed by the operator

K = H e� � �
X

j

m̂ j; (7)

where � is the chem icalpotentialassum ed uniform for

allsites. The corresponding phase diagram ,calculated

num erically fora sm all1D latticeatzerotem perature,is

shown in Fig.4.Sincethetunneling interaction isalways

sm allerthan theattractiveinteraction between neighbor-

ingsiteswith equaloccupation num bers,weobserveonly
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FIG .4: Phase diagram ofthe grand canonicalensem ble ob-
tained from exact diagonalization ofEq. (7). The Hilbert
spaceisrestricted by�vesites(periodicboundaryconditions),
with each site occupation num berin the range of0 � m � 4.
Theareasofinteger�lling aretightly adjoined to each other,
with no signi�cantextentoffractional�lling phase.
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incom pressible phases,with uniform ,com m ensurate �ll-

ing. Allsystem s with incom m ensurate dim er �lling lie

on the border lines between the incom pressible phases,

which veri�es the qualitative discussion above. W hen

adding a dim er to the system ,it is energetically favor-

able for this dim er to be bound to an already existing

clusterordropletratherthan to m ovefreely.

Thispicturechanges,however,when a �nitetem pera-

ture T is considered. IfT is su�ciently large the m ini-

m um freeenergy m ay beattained when thedim ersm ove

freely ratherthan being bound to a cluster.W ethusex-

pect the system to show a �rst-order phase transition

from a \quantum -droplet" phase to a \gas" phase at

som ecriticaltem peratureTc.

V I. D R O P LET {G A S T R A N SIT IO N

The system described by the e�ective Ham iltonian

H
(0;1)

e�
isequivalenttothewell-knownspin-1

2
X X Z m odel

in a m agnetic �eld [10,11]. Indeed,with the m apping

j0ji ! j #ji and j1ji ! j "ji and sim ple algebraic

m anipulations,which essentially am ountto the W igner-

Jordan transform ation,Eq.(6)can be castas

H spin = C � 2hz

X

j

�
z
j +

J(2)

4

X

hj;ii

�
�
x
j�

x
i + �

y

j�
y

i

�

� J
(2)

X

hj;ii

�
z
j�

z
i; (8)

whereC isan im m aterialconstant,hz = 2dJ(2)� 1

4

�
2"+

U + 2dJ(2)
�
isan e�ectivem agnetic�eld,and �x

j,�
y

j and

�zj are the Paulispin m atrices. Note that,unlike the

usualsituation in spin system s,heretheaveraged \m ag-

netization" ofthe system h�ziis �xed by the condition

hm i= (1+ h�zi)=2,wherehm iisthedim er�lling factor.

In thisdescription,wehaveaferrom agneticspin coupling

described by the last term ofEq.(8),which dom inates

overthespin-exchangeinteraction.Atlow tem peratures

(kB T < J(2)),the\spins"thereforeform a ferrom agnetic

dom ain with the spins pointing up,surrounded by the

rem aining spinspointing down. Atcertain criticaltem -

perature Tc,the spin dom ains disappear and a random

distribution ofthe j"jiand j#jistatesem erge.In order

to estim ate Tc,we note thatin the above spin Ham ilto-

nian theZZ couplingissigni�cantly largerthan theX X

and Y Y couplings,which, to a reasonable approxim a-

tion,can beneglected.Equation (8)then reducesto the

Ising Ham iltonian [15],whose analytic propertiesin 2D

arewellknown.In Fig.5weshow the�nite{tem perature

phasediagram ofthe 2D Ising m odel.Theshaded ferro-

m agnetic spin dom ains at low tem peratures correspond

to the \droplets" ofour m odel. The boundary ofthat

region h�zic(T)isde�ned through

h�zic(T)=

�

1� sinh
� 4

�
2J(2)

kB T

�� 1=8

:

FIG .5:Tem peraturephasediagram ofthe2D Isingm odel.In
the shaded area,the ferrom agnetic spin dom ainsare form ed.
Astem perature isincreased,forh�zi6= 0,the system under-
goes a �rst-order phase transition to the \gas" phase,while
ath�zi= 0 itisa second orderphasetransition.See textfor
m ore details

Astem peratureisincreased,forh�zi6= 0 thesystem un-

dergoesa �rst-orderphasetransition from the \droplet"

to the \gas" phase. For h�zi = 0, the transition is

a m onotonous second order phase transition,for which

thecriticaltem peratureTc correspondsto h�
zic(Tc)= 0

which yieldskB Tc=J
(2) = 2=arcsinh(1)= 2:2692

V II. C O N C LU SIO N S A N D C LO SIN G

R EM A R K S

Before closing,let us briey consider severalim por-

tant experim entalissues. As we have stated in the be-

ginningofthispaper,them ostrelevantexperim entalsit-

uation for the presentstudy is realized by cold bosonic

atom s loaded into an opticallattice [6]. Initially,pairs

ofatom s (87Rb) are adiabatic converted with near unit

e�ciency into chem ically bound m olecules (Rb 2) using

m agnetic �eld sweep acrossa Feshbach resonance. This

step isthen followed by rem ovingallchem ically unbound

atom swith thecom bined radio-frequencyand opticalpu-

ri�cation pulses. Finally,the dim er m olecules are adia-

batically converted back into pairsofatom slocalized at

the sam e site,with no signi�cantadm ixture ofunpaired

atom s. In the case ofstrong on-site repulsion U � J,

these pairsofatom sform the dim ersstudied in thispa-

per.W hen thelatticesitesareoccupied bym orethan one

dim er,the three-and four body collisions willpresum -

ably be the dom inantlossm echanism forthe atom s. In

a recentstudy,Cam pbelletal.[16]haveexperim entally

realized a M ottinsulatorphaseofcold 87Rb atom swith

persite particle num bersofn = 1;2;3;4;5 in successive

spatialshells,and determ ined the lifetim e ofeach shell.

The observation for n = 2 was around 100 s,and for

n � 3 around 0:5 s.O n theotherhand,therateofdim er
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tunneling J(2) estim ated from [6]is about 10� 20 s� 1

which isthusthree ordersofm agnitude largerthan the

lossrate forn = 2 (i.e.,m = 1),and an orderofm agni-

tude largerthan thelossrateforn = 4 (i.e.,m = 2).

In theexperim entofW inkleretal.[6],in orderto de-

term ine the fraction ofthe rem aining dim ersforvarious

experim entalconditionsand hold tim es,the authorsre-

peatthe above sequence (i.e.,conversion ofatom spairs

into m olecules,puri�cation,and reverseconversion)and

then usetheconventionalabsorption im aging.W ith m i-

norm odi�cation,thism ethod can beem ployed toexperi-

m entallyverifytheform ationofclustersofdim ers.Recall

thatdim ersform ingaclusterbecom eim m obile,whilein-

dividualunbound dim ersarem obile,m oving around the

lattice with the tunneling rate J(2). Letusassum e that

attheboundariesofthelatticeoflineardim ension lthere

existssom e dim erlossm echanism (see below). Then,if

thedim ersarenotbound to each other,aftera su�cient

tim eoftheorderoftescape � l=J(2),they willescapefrom

thelattice,whileim m obiledim ersbound in a clusterwill

rem ain in the lattice,which can be veri�ed by the sam e

absorption im aging. The lossm echanism atthe bound-

ariesofthelatticecan bean atom evaporation byfocused

laserbeam s.Alternatively,ifthe lattice potentialiscre-

ated by strongly focused (blue-detuned)laser�eld,then

away from thecentralregion,astheintensity ofthe�eld

falls o�,the tunneling barriers becom e lower. As a re-

sult,the dim er m obility increases,and eventually even

individualatom scan m ovepractically freely,quickly es-

caping the lattice.

Letus�nally notethatin the abovediscussion on the

propertiesofrepulsively bound pairsofparticlesin a pe-

riodic potential,we have neglected the e�ectsofenergy

dissipation in the system . Assum ing sm alltem perature

and the dim er�lling factorhm i� 1=2 (average particle

�lling factorhni� 1),itisobviousthatin the presence

ofenergy relaxation with a characteristicrate (such as

from spontaneousem ission ofphononsin a solid,orin-

elasticcollisionswith a cold background gasforatom sin

an opticallattice),thelifetim eofrepulsively bound pairs

willbe lim ited by � 1. But for an initialrandom dis-

tribution ofdim ersin the lattice,dissipation on shorter

tim e scalesthan � 1 willdriveform ation ofm ulti-dim er

clusters, to m inim ize the energy of the dim er system .

Furtherm ore,once a cluster is form ed,dim er dissocia-

tion becom es a surface process only, because dissocia-

tion ofa dim erinside the clusterwould m ean form ing a

\trim er" atan adjacentsite,which requiresenergy input

U ,instead ofenergy release.Note also thatthecollision

ofa single unpaired particle with a dim erinvolvesreso-

nantsingle-particleexchange[14].Theadm ixtureofsin-

gleparticlesthusbringsa com plicated interplay between

dim er dissociation and bound dim er collisionswith sin-

gleparticles.Detailed understanding ofuctuationsand

dissipation in the liquid-like phase of clustered dim ers

willrequirefurtherinvestigation,bringing thephysicsof

�rst-order phase transitions into the arena ofultracold

atom s.

A cknow ledgm ents

This work was supported by the EC RTN EM ALI.

D.P.acknowledges �nancialsupport from the Alexan-

dervon Hum boldtFoundation during hisstay attheTU

K aiserslautern,wherem ostofthiswork wasperform ed.

A P P EN D IX A :P ER T U R B A T IV E D ER IVA T IO N

O F A D IM ER W AV EFU N C T IO N

Theexactwavefunction anddispersionrelationforsin-

gledim erscan beobtained analytically in 1D [6,12].As

a tutorialforourderivation ofthe e�ective m any-dim er

Ham iltonian,weanalyzethesingledim erperturbatively

for sm allJ=U [3]. G iven a dim er centered at site j,in

1D its\internal" state jD jiis

jD ji= A j;0 j2ji+
X

r

�
A j;r j1jij1j+ ri+ A j;� r j1j� rij1ji

�
;

(A1)

wherer= 1;2;:::isthe distancein sitesoneofthe con-

stituent particles ofthe dim er has tunneled away from

the other. In zeroth order in J, we have A j;0 = 1

and allA j;� r = 0. At in the successive higher orders

in J=U it is easy to see that A j;� r ’
p
2
�
� J

U

�r
A j;0.

The corresponding probability of�nding the dim ercon-

stituentsseparated byrsitesisPj;r = jA j;rj
2+ jA j;� rj

2 =

4Pj;0

�
J
2

U 2

�r
,while Pj;0 = jA j;0j

2. For jJ=U j� 1,the

norm alization condition
P

Pj;r = 1 then yields

A j;0 ’

r
U 2 � J2

U 2 + 3J2
; A j;� r ’ (� 1)r

p
2A j;0

�
J

U

� r

:

(A2)

Note the alternating sign of the am plitudes A j;� r be-

tween the sitesr.Expressing the tunneling probabilities

Pj;r as

Pj;r = 4Pj;0 exp

�

ln

�
J2

U 2

� r�

= 4Pj;0 e
� r=�

; (A3)

we�nd thelocalization(or\bond")length ofthedim erto

be� = [2ln(U=J)]� 1,sothat� < 1forU=J >
p
e.These

resultsagreewith theexactexpressions[6,12]in thelim it

J � U ,and they can be extended to higherdim ensions,

which arelesstractableby theexactm ethods.Thus,for

exam ple,in 2D we obtain

A j;0 ’

r
U 2 � 3J2

U 2 + 5J2
; (A4)

Pj;r ’ 8Pj;0

�
�(r+ 1

2
)

p
��(r+ 1)

4r � 1

��
J2

U 2

� r

< 8Pj;0 exp

�

ln

�
4J2

U 2

� r�

= 8Pj;0 e
� r=�

;(A5)

wherethe localization length is� = [2ln(U=2J)]� 1.



7

A P P EN D IX B :P ER T U R B A T IV E D ER IVA T IO N

O F T W O -D IM ER W AV EFU N C T IO N

Considera 1D con�guration with two dim ersoccupy-

ingadjacentsiteshj;ii.Theirpotentialenergyislowerby

the am ount8J(2) than thatoftwo dim ersseparated by

one orm ore lattice sites [see Eq. (6)]. In analogy with

the case oftwo particles form ing a dim er,we can cal-

culate the wavefunction jQ jiiofthe attractively bound

dim erpairperturbatively in the e�ectivetunneling J(2).

To thatend,weexpand the wavefunction jQ jiias

jQ jii = B ji;0 j1
D
j ij1

D
i i+

X

r

�
B ji;r j1

D
j ij1

D
i+ ri

+ B ji;� r j1
D
j� rij1

D
i i
�
; (B1)

where r = 1;2;:::isthe num berofsitesseparating the

dim ers. W e then obtain B ji;� r ’ (� 1=8)rB ji;0,which,

upon requiring the norm alization
P

Pji;r = 1, where

Pji;r = jB ji;rj
2 + jB ji;� rj

2,yields

B ji;r ’

r
63

65

�

�
1

8

� r

: (B2)

W e therefore have Pji;r ’ 2e� r=� with the localization

length � = (ln64)� 1 ’ 0:24.Hence,two dim erslocalized

atadjacentlattice sitesare closely bound to each other.

Itcan beshown thatthisconclusion alsoholdsin 2D and

3D.
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