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Jastrow theory ofthe M ott transition in bosonic H ubbard m odels
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W e show that the M ott transition occurring in bosonic Hubbard m odels can be successfully
described by a sin ple variational wave function that contains all in portant long-w avelength corre—
lations. W ithin this approach, a sn ooth m etal-nsulator transition is m ade possible by m eans of a

Iong-range Jastrow correlation temm that binds in real space density

uctuations. W e nd that the

M ott transition has sim ilar properties In two and three din ensionsbut di ers in onedin ension. W e
argue that our description of the M ott transition in temm s of a binding-unbinding transition is of
general validity and could also be applied to realistic electronic system s.

PACS numbers: 71.10Hf, 71274 a, 7130+ h

Stimnulated by the discovery of many strongly-—
correlated m aterials which, on the verge of becom ing
M ott mnsulators, display interesting and unusual prop-—
erties, a huge theoretical e ort has been devoted in the
last decades to clarify the interaction-driven M ott m etal-
nsulator transition ™M IT). [I] In spie of that, a full
com prehension of this phenom enon is still Jacking, even
though, in the lim it of In nie-coordination lattices, the
whole dynam ical behavior across the M IT can be un-—
covered thanks to D ynam icalM ean-F ield Theory. 2]1A s
a m atter of fact, the M ott phenom enon is not speci c of
ferm jonsbut also occurs In bosonic system s, [3] that have
recently becom e popular in the context of optical lattices,
whereaM IT can be actually realized experin entally. [4]

T he prototypicalH am iltonian to descrdbbe a M IT both
for ferm ions and bosons is the H ubbard m odel
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where bl (b ) creates (annhhilates) a partick at site i
with spin =
ferm jons and integer for bosons and n; = b b, the
local density operator. The Hubbard m odel [I) at com —
m ensurate densities generally show stw o di erent phases:
If U < U, particles are delocalized, which Inplies a
m etallic behavior for ferm ons (unless a Stoner instabil-
iy leads to m agnetically ordered phases) and super u-—
diy for bosons; Instead, when U > U, the m odel de—
scribbes a M ott insulator where coherent m otion is sup-—
pressed. Presum ably, orany S € 0, the M ott Insulat-
Ing phase is accom panied by translationaland eventually
son-rotational sym m etry breaking. However, the latter
is merely a consequence of the M ott phenom enon and
should not be identi ed as the driving m echanisn lead-
Ing to the nsulating behavior, which arises from a strong
suppression of charge uctuations. Indeed, a M IT does
occur also for S = 0 bosons, In which case no symm etry
breaking is expected w ithin the M ott Insulator. In this
work we focus on the bosonic H ubbard m odelby describ—

Ing the M ott phase w ith a strongly correlated variational
wave function. An advantage of considering bosons is
that we can directly com pare the variational outcom e
w ith num erically exact results obtained by G reen’s func—
tion M onte Carlo GFM C). [G, €] Therefore, by m eans
of this com parison, we can establish the key ingredients
that m ust be included In the variationalstate fora faith-
ful representation ofa genuine M ott insulating state.

In spite of the fact that the variational approach is
a sin ple and well established technique, its application
to the M IT tums out to be extrem ely di cult. For in—

ce, the celebrated G utzw iller wave function j gi=

; i)j o1, where j ¢i is the non-interacting ground
state and (n;) is an operator which progressively sup—
presses expensive occupancies, is not appropriate to de—
scrbbe theM IT in both fem ionic and bosonic cases. [14,18]
Indeed, the only way to produce an insulating wave func—
tion corresponds to progct out com pltely on-site oc—
cupancies di erent from the average one. This wave
function, with no charge uctuations, is clearly a very
poor description of a realistic M ott Insulator. In fact,
for the fermm ionic Hubbard m odel, the optinal j ¢ i is
never insulating, exceptat U = 1 , even ifthe variational
w ave finction is in proved by adding short-range densiy—
density correlations. [1,19] In the case 0fS = 0 bosons,
an insulating j ¢ i can be stabilized at nie U, [8] but,
aswem entioned, the insulator obtained In thisway gives
an Incorrect description of the actual ground state.

A step forward hasbeen recently accom plished in one
din ension, w here it hasbeen shown [L0]thata G utzw iller
w ave function supplem ented by a ongrange Jastrow fac—
toro ersa very accurate description ofa M ott insulator.
However, a system atic analysis of this vardationalansatz
In higher din ensions is still Jacking, whilk it would be
highly desirable In view of m ore realistic applications.
In this ktter, we apply this variational approach to the
S = 0 bosonic Hubbard m odel [I) w ith nearest-neighbor
hopping =2 in a onedin ensional chain (1D), a two—
din ensional (2D ) square lattice and a three-dim ensional
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FIG . 1l: Variational resuls for the Jastrow potentialvy mul-
tiplied by ¢ in 1D and 2D and by f i 3D Hr increasing
values of U=t (from bottom to top). Upperpanel: 1D case for
60 and 100 sites. M iddle panel: 2D case for 20 20,26 26,
and 30 30 clusters (along the (1;0) direction). Lower panel:
3D casefor8 8 8,10 10 10,and 12 12 12 clusters
(@long the (1;0;0) direction).
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FIG .2: Variational values of the condensate fraction no=L in
1D (upperpanel), 2D m iddle panel), and 3D (lower panel).

(3D ) cubic lattice with L sites. Speci cally, we consider
the follow ing ansatz for the variationalwave function

0 1
1X X
j i= exp @ 5 Vi34 + Ju B
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where j (i is the non-interacting fiull-condensed wave
function, ie. j oi= @_,)" Pi, being Iy the creation
operatoratm om entum k and N the num ber ofparticles.
In the ollow ing, we willconsider N = L. The com po-
nents of the Jastrow potential, vi;y = v(R; R3), are
Independently optim ized by m Inin izing the variational
energy, [L1] and we w illdenote by ngq and vq the Fourder
transform s of the local density n; and of vi;5, respec—
tively. Finally, gy g isa varjatjoaalparam eter related to
them any-body operator ; = hj 1 di )+ d; (N
hiy+ ),whereh;= 1 (d; = 1) ifthe site i isem pty (doubly
occupied) and 0 otherw ise, and  isthe vectorw hjd% con—
nects nearestneighbor sites; [12] in other words, , ;
counts the num ber of isolated em pty and doubly occu-
pied sites. Thistem is keptm ainly to In prove the vari-
ationalaccuracy (n 2D and 3D ) but does not Introduce
In portant correlation e ects, that are instead contained
only in the Iong-range behavior of the two-body Jastrow
potential vi;; . Rem arkably, it tums out that our wave
fiinction [2) is quite accurate in all cases that we consid—
ered, even across the M IT ; m ore details w ill be reported
elsew here. [L3]

Let us start by discussing the relevance of the Jastrow
factor for the low -energy properties and som e expected
asym ptotic behaviors of vy. In the gapless (super uid)
phase, a long-range Jastrow potential is surely needed to
restore the correct an allkq behavior of the static density
structure factor, ie., Ng = h h gngji=h ji 3.
Indeed, since at least in the weak-coupling regin e, the
expression

N ©
Ng= 7‘10 3)

1+ Vqu
hodswih = 2,|l4] where the non—jnteractjngN(g =

h o gngJ oi=h oJ ol const, i Pllows that vg

1=7yj). The sam e asym ptotic behavior was obtained in
Refs. [10, [15, [16] by f1ll optin ization of vq In metal-
lic ferm ionic m odels both in 1D and 2D, where both
Ny HjandN? 3y M oreover, it was shown that, in
the insulating phase, a m ore singular vy 1=¢¢ at small
q is required to recover the appropriate N, o insu—
lating behavior, consequence of exponentially decaying
correlation functions. This sin flarity between 1D and
2D ferm jonic m odels was suggestive that vy 1=¢ is
su cient to lnduce an insulating behavior in any din en—
sionsaswellas that the expression [3) rem ainsasym ptot—
ically valid for yj! 0, even inside the nsulating regin e
at strong coupling. However, one easily realizes that,
were this conclusion correct, the variational wave func—
tion [) could not describe any bosonic insulator in 3D,
sihce v;  1=¢ is not su cient to em pty the conden-
sate fraction ng = h b)_,I_,Ji=h ji. [ [17] Istead,
we will show that our Jastrow wave finction can give a
consistent description of the M ott phase in any dim en—
sion thanks to an even m ore diverging vg, in plying that



the ormula [3) can be violated in the real 3D word.

Tn Fig.[dl we present the optin ized Jastrow potential
V4. For alldin ensions, the M IT can be clearly detected
from the sudden change in the sm allq behavior of vy.
O n the one hand, the gapless super uid phase is always
described by vy =fj wih increashgwih U. On
the other hand, the gapped nsulator has a much m ore
diverging v4. Ih 1D we recover the v;  1=¢ behavior,
like in the ferm jonic case. [L0] In 2D , the leading behav—
jor of the Jastrow potential across the transition is less
clearcut than in 1D . Indeed, w e cannot establish w hether,
on the insulating side, v o0 =¢ with ,p large but

nite, or possble logarithm ic corrections have to be con-
sidered, ie, vy I (=f)=’. The rst possbility is
particularly appealing since, In this case, the insulating
phase can be interpreted in tem s of the con ned phase
ofthe 2D classicalCoulomb gas. [L6,/18] N otice that the
optim ized vy, that also contains subleading corrections
to the 1=¢f behavior, can m odify the critical properties
of the classical Coulomb gas m odel. N everthelss, the
essential point is that, within this approach, the M IT
can be still nterpreted In tem s of a binding-unbinding
transition am ong charged particles (em pty and doubly
occupied sites). Finally, In 3D an even m ore diverging
Vq is stabilized in the msulating regin e, ie, vy 1=H7.
T herefore, in all these cases the Jastrow potential is suf-

cient to destroy the condensate (see Fig.[2). [19]

In order to verify the validity of our approach, ket us
move to discuss the variational results for the density
structure factor N4 In com parison with the exact ones
obtained by GFM C .For sm allg’swe can generally w rite
Ng = 1%j+ 2+ O (). In analgy with spin sys-
tem s, wemay assume that ; = v. , belhg v, and
the charge velocity and the com pressbility, respectively.
At the variationallevel ; and , depend crucially upon
the Jastrow param eters. Indeed, we do nd that, In the
super uid phase, ; & 0 whilk, In the M ott insulator,

1 = 0and ; & 0, signaling that this state is lncom press—
ble (see Fig.[3). M oreover, in 1D we have evidence ora
Jmp (from a nite valie to zero) n | acrosstheM IT,
especially because itsvalue doesnot changem uch passing
from U = Us=2and U . U, (g. i changes from 0:4 to
02). These variational resuls are con med by GFM C
and are consistent w ith the nite jim p of the com press—
Ibility acrossthe K osterlitz-T houless transition, expected
in 1D . [3]10 urnum ericalresults seem also to Indicate that

» divergesastheM IT isapproached from the insulating
side. In the variational calculation, this behavior follow s
from a vgy 1p = In the msulatihgphasewih 1p ! 0
at theM IT . In conclusion we nd that the 1D M IT can
be Iocated at U=t ’ 245 iIn the varationalcalculations,
whereasthe GFM C givesU.=t’ 22 (in close agreaem ent
w ith previous calculations ofRef. R(,121]), show ing that
the variationalw ave fiinction [2) is not only qualitatively
but also quantitatively correct.

T he density structure factor N 4 displays quite distinct

0.40 : : —_— 0.40
=3
\D'
pd
0.10
= 0.00
0.04 — — 0.08
L ]
— o003[ " TS B T B T IO
=3 . . L] &
=
o ESE
Z 002! Lara, L §§i;§§’0'o4
.y 133y ; s s R
oot :° I 1 0.02
’ R 2D i 2D '
VMC GFMC
0.00 . . 0.00
0 T4 W23W4 m O T4 TW23WA T
[al |al

FIG . 3: D ensity structure factor N 4 divided by fyjcalculated
w ith variationalM onte Carlo (left panels) and GFM C (right
panels) n 1D (upper panels) and 2D (lower panels) In 1D,
L =60andU=t= 1%6,18,2,22,24,25,3,and 4. In 2D,
L =20 20andU=t= 10,102,104, 10:6, and 108 for the
variational calculation, and L = 256 and U=t = 8, 82, 84,
8%, and 8:8 in the GFM C calculation. A 1l cases are shown
from top to bottom for increasing values of U=t.
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FIG . 4: Upper panel: Density structure factor N4 divided
by q2 calculated by the variationalM onte C arlo for 3D and
U=t= 20. Lowerpanels: N 4 fornon-optin ized wave flinctions
with vg 3D =jqj3 for two values of 3p and the sam e sizes
as above.



long-w avelength behaviors for weak and strong interac-
tions also in 2D, see Fig.[3. In the varational calcu-
lations, for U=t . 103 the structure factor goes like
Ny 13jwhikfrU=ts 103wegetNy; ,F.The
criticalvalue ofthe on-site Interaction is slightly di erent
from the GFM C one, which we ndtobeU.,=t’ 85, in
agreem ent w ith Ref. R2]. In spie ofthe di erent values
0f U, the qualitative behavior across the M IT is sim ilar
both In the variational and in the GFM C calculations.
It should be em phasized that In 2D the value of ; close
to the M IT is one order of m agniude an aller than its
value at U=U. 1=2, a behavior qualitatively di erent
from 1D, suggesting that ; vanishes upon approaching
the M IT from the super uid side and that , is sm ooth
and constant acrosstheM IT in 2D .

M ore interesting is the 3D case. Here, the GFM C is
severely lin ited by am all sizes and, therefore, we w ill jast
discuss the variational results. The change in the lead-
ing behavior of the Jastrow param eters v4 allow s us to
locate the transition around U.=t ’ 18, which is very
close to the critical value extracted from experin ents on
optical lattices. [4] The optin al Jastrow potential be-
haves as usual as vy =9j in the super uid phase,
but tums into vy 3p =f7 1 the M ott hsulator (see
Fig.[d). Thisbehaviorwoul in ply, ifEq. @) were vald,
a charge structure factor Ny §F. By contrast, we
do nd that Ny &, as expected In an insulator, see
Fig.[d. So, we arrive at the very surprising and unex—
pected resul that Eq. [3) doesnot hold, not even asym p—
totically or §yj! 0. In order to provem ore m ly that
a vy 3p =7 can indeed lad to Ny &, we have
calculated N 4 w ith a non-optin ized wave function ofthe
om [2) wih vy sp =77, HOrdi erent values of sp .
Asshown in Fig.[d, oramall 3, 'sNg 7T, mplying
that Eq. B) is qualitatively correct. However, above a
critical 5 ,thebehaviortumsintoN, o, signaling a
rem arkable breakdown of Eq. [3). The optin alvalie of

3p that we get variationally at the M IT is larger than

sp » CON M ing our vardational nding N 4 &F.W eno—
tice that the change ofbehavior as a function of 3p is
consistent w ith the binding-unbinding phase transition
recently uncovered In a classical 3D gas w ith potential
Va@ 1=57. R3]

In conclusion we have dem onstrated that a long-range
Jastrow potentialdoes allow for a faithfilvariationalde—
scription of a M ott transition in the bosonic Hubbard
model, in soite of the fact that the uncorrelated wave
function onto which the Jastrow factor is applied has full
B ose-condensation. An Interesting outcom e ofour analy—
sis isthat, n 3D , the M ott Insulator is characterized by a
very sihgular Jastrow potential, vy 1=H7, that isabk
to em pty the condensate, yet leading to a well behaved
charge structure factor, Ny ¢ . This result contra—
dicts the na ve expectation, Ny 1=v4, based on the
weak-coupling orm ula [3). T his breakdown ofthe weak—
coupling approach is the necessary condition forourwave

function to work In 3D and represents a highly nontriv—
ial consistency check of our non-perturbative variational
theory ofthe M ott phase. W e argue that this variational
theory will hold also in electronic m odels. In particu—
lar, once the square of the ground state wave function is
Interpreted as a classical partition function, the m etal-
Insulator transition can be induced In any din ension by
a sihgular interaction between charge uctuations. Re-
markably, n D > 1 this Interaction rem ains always loga—
rithm ic, suggesting an unconventionalbinding-unbinding
description of the m etalinsulator transition. In analogy
w ith the bosonic exam ple we have analyzed, we should
expect that a singular Jastrow potential, v 1=3j wih
= 3, m Ight be necessary to describe the 3D M ott tran—
sition in ferm ionicm odels, too, all the m ore reason when
realistic Coulom b interaction is taken into account.
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