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W e propose a technigque to m easure m ulti-spin correlation functions of arbitrary range as deter—
m Ined by the ground states of spinfiil cold atom s In optical lattices. W e show that an observation
of the atom ic version of the Stokes param eters, using focused lasers and m icrow ave pulsing, can be
related to n-spin correlators. W e discuss the possbility of detecting not only ground state static
spin correlations, but also tin e-dependent spin wave dynam ics as a dem onstrative exam ple using

our proposed technique.

PACS numbers: 03.75Lm, 75.10Pqg, 03.75M n, 3925+ k

T he advent of optical Jattice con nem ent of ultracold
atom ic gases [1,14,13,14] opens the possbility of observ—
ing a vast array of phenom ena in quantum condensed
system s [B]. In particular, optical lattice system s m ay
tum out to be the ideal tools for the analog sin ulation
of various strongly correlated interacting lattice m odels
(eg. Hubbard model [Z, 3], K itaev m odel [6]) studied
In condensed m atter physics. The great advantage of
optical lattices as analog simulators of strongly corre-
lated condensed m atter H am ittonians lies in the abiliy
of optical Jattices to accurately in plem ent the condensed
m atter lattice H am ilttonians w ithout in purities, defects,
lattice phonons and other com plications which can ob—
scure the ocbservation of quantum degenerate phenom ena
In the solid state.

In this context optical lattices can support a variety
of interacting spin m odels which to date have been only
approxin ately or Indirectly observed In nature or rem ain
as rather deep but unobserved m athem atical constructs.
T hree exciting possbilities are currently the sub gct of
active study [B]. The
sions sin ulation of conventional condensed m atter spin
lattice m odels in optical lattices. Q uantum m agnetism
arising from strong correlation leads to m any-body soin
ground states that can be characterized by spin orderpa—
ram eters. Spin order can, In som e cases, show long range
behavior arising from spontaneous symm etry breaking,
eg. ferrom agnetism and antiferrom agnetism . Such long
range spin ordering phenom ena are reasonably well un—
derstood in m ost cases. R ecent work also relates conven—
tional spin order param eters to entanglem ent m easures
w hich yield scaling behavior near quantum phase transi-
tions [1,18]. The second possibility, sim ulation of topo—
logical spin states, arises from the surprising fact that
optical lattices can also (at least In principle) host m ore
com plicated spin m odels previously thought to be aca-
dem ic. The ground states of these m odels do not 21l
w ithin the conventional Landau paradigm , ie. there is
no spontaneously broken sym m etry, but show topological
ordering and, as a resul, display nontrivial short range
behavior In spin correlation fnctions. E xam ples nclude
the chiral spin liquid m odel [8] and the K itaev m odel

rst (@nd the m ost direct) envi-

[6,110]. And nally, optical Jattices are also particularly
well suited to realize coherent and collective soin dynam —
ics because dissipation can be kept to suitably low levels
[L17.

W hile optical lJattices o er the possbility of realizing
all three of the above exam ples one glaring question re—
m ains. O nce a suitable spin H am iltonian is realized, how
do we observe the vast array of predicted phenom ena in
soin-opticallattices? Todatetimeof Iightm easurem ents
have proven to yield detailed informm ation related to two
types of in portant correlation functions of m any-body
ground states ofparticles trapped in optical lattices. The

rst, a st order correlation function (the m om entum
distrbbution), indicates ordering in onepoint correlation
functions [L2]. The second is a second order correlation
function (the noise distribution) w hich indicates ordering
In two-point correlators [13,114,115,[1€]. T he fom er can,
for exam ple, detect long range phase coherence w hil, as
we w ill see below , the latter is best suied to probe long
range order In two-point correlation functions, eg. the
lattice spin—spin correlation function. W e note that re—
cent proposals suggest that tine of ight In aging can in
principle be used to extract other correlation functions
[L7,118].

In this Letter we propose a technigque to observe
equal tin e n—-soin correlation functions characterizing
Ioth long and short range spin ordering usefiill n study—
Ing all three classes of soin lattice phenom ena m en—
tioned above. Our proposal utilizes realistic experi-
m ental technigques involving focused lasers, m icrowave
pulsihg and uorescence detection to e ectively m ea—
sure a general n-spin ©o tion function de ned by:

f45k=1;u3ng h J 2:1 * 3§ i, where isthe
m any-body wavefiinction of the atom ic ensemble, fikg
is a set of sites, and (5, 0;1;2;3) are Pauli
qJJn operators at sites j with the notation © = I,

= ¥, 2= Y and 3= ?. Examples of order
detectab]e w ith one, two and three—spin correlation func-
tions are m agnetization ( % = 1), anti-ferrom agnetic

J
( 1)33°), and chiral spin liquid order
j0)i= 1), tonamea fow .
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In general our proposed technique can be used to ex—
perin entally characterize a broad class of one and two
din ensional spin—lattice m odels of the fom :

X ¥
Ac. ko, 1)
fikg I ’
k=1

HJ;A)=J@®)

fikg

where J has dim ensions of energy and can vary adi-
abatically as a function of tine, t, while the dim en-
sionless param eters A¢y 4 are kept xed. For exam -
pke, M = 2 represents the usual twobody H eisen—
berg m odel. Several proposals now exist for simulating
twobody Heisenberg m odels [G, [19]. In the follow ing
we, as an exam ple, consider optical lattice In plem enta—
i f the Heisenb : ; =
U(Pfl;so fe ;er;}j/XXZ modg]_ Hyxgz J; )
E O3 5 T

I ongs 53 ]
notes nearest neighbors and and J are m odel param —
eters that can be adjusted by, for exam ple, varying the
Intensity of lattice laser beam s [L9].

Local Correlations in Time of Flight: We st dis—
cuss the m easurem ent of spin—spin correlation fiinctions
by analyzing noise in tine of ight from atom s con-

ned to an optical lattice m odeled by the X X Z Ham i
tonian. The ground states of this and a variety of
soin m odels can be characterized by the spin-spin cor—
relation flinction between di erent sites. For instance,
the soin—spin correlation function in a one dim ensional
XXZ soin chain with J > 0), shows powerlaw de—
ay *% (1’7 =% 5 i the critkal regime
(1< 1), where = 1=1 2 cos? . In prin—
ciple this correlation function can be probed by noise in
tine of ight.

W e argue that, in practice, short range correlations
eg. > 1nhtheXXZ model aredi cul to detect n
tin e of ight noise m easurem ents. To see this note that
the noise signal is proportionalto [13]1: G Q @ 1Y) =

j;joeiQ 0°3 )= ¢ % ,whereQ isthe latticewave vec-
tor which gets m apped into coordinates r and r° in tin e
of ight on the detection screen, and a is the lattice spac—
ng. Including nom alization the noise signal is propor-
tionalto N ! for system s with long range order (eg.
antiferrom agnetic order giving = 0 in the aboveX X Z
m odel) but show s a m uch weaker scaling for short range
correlations. In fact the ratio between correlators n a
ground statewih = 0Oand > 1scalksasN'! making
the state w ith power law correlations relatively di cult
to detect n large system s. To illustrate this we com —
pare the calculated noise correlation am pliude, G, in
Fig.l ortwo cases = 0 (solid line) and = 2 (dashed
Ine) with N = 200 orthe 1D XX Z model. W e see
that the correlation am plitude for short range (power—
law ) order is extrem ely an all in com parison to long range
anti-ferrom agnetic order.

The an all correlation signal originates from the fact
that the noise correlation m ethod is in practice a condi-
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Figure 1: (color online) Noise correlation plotted as a

function of wavevector of the one-din ensional X X Z m odel.
The solid (dashed) line corresponds to a ground state w ith

= 0,longrange ( = 2, short-range) spin correlator. The
am plitudes are nom alized by the maxinum for the anti-
ferrom agnetic order giving = 0.

tional probability m easuring collective properties of the
whole system , whilke short range soin correlations de—
scribbe local properties and are therefore best detected
via local operations. In the ollow ing we propose a local
probe technique to m easure local correlations thus pro—
viding an experin ental schem e which com plim ents the
tin e of ightmnoise correlation technigue, best suited for
detecting long range order.

D etecting n—-spin Correltion with Local Prokes: W e

nd that generaln-spin correlators, £ ;k = 1;:35ng,
can be related to the Stokes param eters broadly de-

ned in tem s of the local reduced density m atrix =
TIes, k= 1;:qng J 1h Jon sites f3;k= 1;:u5ng, where
the trace is taken on all sites exospt the set fig.
The Stokes param eters for the density m atrix are

n j .
S j s, = Tr k=1 5 }]leadmg to the decom -

P 3 Q n 5 T
esste . =0 S k=1 jkk

Using the theory of quantum state tom ography R0],

we nd the nygin cgmrelatgrs £ ik =

Q
o P . P , where the plis

k=1 Ik i

fninusy sign gjdicates a 0 (non-zero) index and

position = 2"

517 gn

1;:u3ng =

;7 denote the m easurem ent basis or the

Jx Jx

atom at . We _ne the m easurem ent Qasis to be:
jii= (jatiﬁiD =2, I = (Hi g'i)z
i+ iFD=2, } = GHpifd= 2, 3si= #,
z is the probability of
E

2, J21=

;3 = J'i. Fhnally, P

Ik

nding an atom in the state

Jx
T he expansion of the product de ning then yieldsa
quantity centralto our proposal:

X
1;:u5ng=
=1

£ k= ( 1)'Py; @)

where P, is the probability of nding 1lsites in the states
;k and n lsiesin jy i. Eq. [J) shows that the
n-spin correlation function can be w ritten in termm s ofex—



perin ental observables. W e can now write a speci c ex—
am ple of the two-spin correlation function (discussed in
the previous section) in tem s of observables: £3;3g=
P j#ijl j#ijz +P j"iJl j"ijz P j#ih jnilz J1 j#ilz - In the
follow ing section we discuss a speci ¢ experim ental pro—
cedure designed to extract precisely this quantity using
Jocalprobes of cold atom s con ned to optical Jattices.

P roposed E xperim ental P rocedure: W e now describe
and critically analyze an experim ental procedure de—
signed to nd the probabilities, B, from a single two di-
m ensional (xy plane) optical lattice w ith the assistance
of applied m icrowave pulses and focused lasers. Here
the atom ic dynam ics in the z direction are frozen out by
high frequency optical traps R1]. W e consider a setup
In which the overall prefactor, ie. the soin coupling
strength J (t), n Eq. [) can be controlled by varying
the lattice depth. To illustrate our technigue we con—
sider, wihout loss of generality, a speci ¢ realization:
87Rb atom s w ith two hyper ne ground states chosen as
the spin ofeach atom . In the M ott insulator regim e w ith
one atom per lattice site, various spin H am ittoniansm ay
be I plem ented using spin-dependent lattice potentials
In the superexchange lim i [L9]. O ur proposed exper—
In ental procedure w ill build on such soin system s, al-
though it can be generalized to other In plem entations
where H is generated by otherm eans.

In step (i) we start with a m any-body spin state and
tum o the spin-spin Interactions generated by super ex—
change betw een lattice sites. W e achieve thisby ram ping
up the lattice depth to  50Ex adiabatically w ith respect
to theband splitting. T he tin e scale for the spin-spin In—
teractions ( ~=J) becom es m uch longer than the time
taken to perfomm the stepsthat ollow . T he ram p up pre—
servesthe highly correlated spin stateby m erely changing
the overall energy scale. T he llow ing steps are quickly
perform ed on this \frozen" m any-body spin state.

In step (i) a combination ofm icrow ave pulses and fo—
cused lasers [22] is used to transfer target atom s A at

. . . . . . ?
site(s) k toa suia%a]emeasuregentba&s Js1i 5

+ Py

from initial states j#ijk ;j"ijk , Wihout a ecting non—
target atom s B at other sites. The goin states we
consider here are #i F=21mry= 1iand Ji
F = 2;mg = 2i.W ih a properly chosen intensity, the
focused laser nduces shifts of the hyper ne splitting be-
tween states #i and J'i and the di erences of the shifts
between atom s A and B can be larger than = T74E.,
where E, = h?=2m 2 is the photon recoil energy and

is the wavelength of the optical lattice. T he adiabatic
condition yieldsa 35 s ram p up tin e ofthe focused laser
that corresponds to a 10* probability ©r excitation to
higher bands.

W e then change the m easurem ent basis by applying a
m icrowave =2 pulse that drives a suiable rotation to
target atom sA . The m icrow ave is resonant w ith the hy—
per ne splitting ofthe target atom sA ,buthasa detuning
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Figure 2: (a) Tin e evolution of the probability for the tar-
get atom s A to be in the excited state Pi. () and (c) plot
the num ber of scattering photons versus tin e for atom s A
and B, resgpectively. (d) and (e) plot the sam e but versus
the R abi frequency of the resonant laser for atom sA and B,
respectively. is the spontaneous decay rate.

larger than  for non-target atom s B . Consider a pulse
with Rabifrequency ()= gexp 22 ( t t
tr) and parameters !y = 148E ,=~, = 13:1E.,=~ and
tr = 5=!(. The pulse transfers the m easurem ent basis
ofthe target atom sA in 169 s, while the change in the
quantum state of non-target atom s is found to be below
3 10? by numerically integrating the R abi equation
that describes the coupling between two soin states by
the m icrowave pulse. The focused lasers are adiabati-
cally tumed o after the m icrowave pulse. During the
whole process, the probability for spontaneous scatter—
ing of one photon from target atom s inside the focused
laser is estin ated to be around 2 107 .

In step (iil) we transfer all atom s to the ¥ = 1i hy-
per ne level to avoid stray signal In the detection step
(). We apply two m icrowave pulses to transfer all
atomsat ito Ri F = L;my = 1liand then another

m icrow ave pulse to transferallatom sat J'ito #i. The

m icrow ave pulse can be in plem ented w thin 125 s for
am icrowave Rabi frequency = 2 40K H z.

In step () we transfer target atom s A at j from
F#iback to J'1 with the assistance of the focused lasers,
and then apply a detection laser resonant wih F'i !
Bi  5°P5, :F = 3;m = 3 to detect the probability
of nding target atom sat J'i (corresponding to the basis
state  Dbecause we transferred atom s to the m ea-
surem ent basis In step (i)). The uorescence signal (the
num ber of scattered photons) is from one ofthen + 1
quantized levels, where the I-th level (1= 0;:3n) corre—
sponds to statesw ith 1siteson state  § . By repeating
the whole process m any tim es, we obtain the probabil-
ity distrbution P;, and thus the spin correlation finction

f k= 1;u5ngviaEqg. 2.

T he scattering photons com e m ostly from the target
atom s A at state J'i. Signal from atomsat any ¥ = 1i
state is suppressed because ofthe largehyper ne splitting
( 2 6:8GH z) between ¥ = liand F = 2i states.



T he dynam ics of photon scattering is described by the
optical B loch equation, from which we can num erically
calculate the num ber of scattering photonsn,, (t) forboth
target and non-target atom s. From F ig.[2we see that the
probability to nd target atom s at the excited state Pi
Increases Initially and reaches a saturation value. The
num ber of scattering photons reaches a lJarge num ber (
20) in a short period 13 s ratomsA Fig.[2Ab)), but
the scattering number for B atoms is small ( 10° )
Fig.[A()). The scattering photons from the non-target
atom s B can therefore be neglected. I Fig. 2(d) and
(e), we see that for a w ide range ofR abi frequencies, the
scattering photon num ber for the non-target atom sB is
suppressed to undetectable levels, below 10?4 .

Unlke the noise correlation m ethod, the accuracy of
our detection schem e does not scale wih the number
of total atom s, but is determ ined only by m anipulation
errors In the above steps. W e estin ate that n-spin corre—
lations can be probed at an accuracy n 102 ,which
is su cient to m easure both long and short range spin
correlation fiinctions. W e have proposed a pow erfiil tech—
nique for Investigating strongly-correlated spin m odels in
optical lattices and now consider one of its severalpossi-
ble applications.

Spin W ave D ynam ics: O ur technigue can be used to
nvestigate tim e-dependence of correlation functions. In
the ollow ing, we show how our schem e can be used to
engiheer and probe spin wave dynam ics In a straight-
forw ard exam ple, the Heisenberg X X m odel realized In
optical lattices with a slightly di erent in plem entation
schem e than the one discussed In the previous section.
Consider a M ott Insulator state w ith one boson per lat—
tice site prepared n thestate P1 F = Lymy = 1iin
a single two din ensional (xy) plane. By varying the trap
param eters or w ith a Feshbach resonance, the interac—
tion between atom s can be tuned to the hard-core lim it.
W ith a Jarge optical Jattice depth in the y direction, the
system becom es a serdes of one din ensional tubes w ith
dynam]g;cs describbed by the BoseH ubbard Ham iltonian:

®© ; ajajy1+ al,,a; . This Ham itonian maps
ontothe XX spinmode, Hxxz ( 2 ; = 0),wih the
Holstein-P rim ako transform ation. T his spin m odel can
be solved exactly o ering a testbed for spin wave dynam —
ics.

W enow study the tin e dependent behavior ofthe X X
m odelusing our proposed schem e. In the H eisenberg pic—
ture, the tin e evolution 9f the annihilation operator can

be written as: aj (t) =  jag ) &3 Jyp 5 (), where
Js0 4 ( )J'sthquesselﬁmctjon ofthe interaction param e~
ter ®) =2, ) dt’ Toobserve spin wave dynam ics,

we 1rst Ip the soin at one site from " to #, which, In the
bosonic degrees of freedom , corresponds to rem oving an
atom at that site. Because of the spin-spin interactions,
Initial ferrom agnetic order gives way to a re-orientation
of spins at neighboring sites w hich propagates along the

=
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Figure 3: P lots of site occupation probability (a) and density-—
density correlation (o) w ith respect to scaled spin interaction
parameter / tine orN = 30 and: j= 0 ((@)-dashed line);
j= 1 (@)=solid line); j= O, j0 = 3 (()-dashed line); and
j= 2,3 = 3 (b)-sold line).

soin chain in the form of spin waves. T his corresoonds
to a tin e dependent oscillation of atom num ber at each
site. T herefore, spin wave dynam ics can be studied in one
and tw o point spin correlation fiinctions by detecting the
oscillation of the occupation probability at certain sites
and the density-density correlatorbetween di erent sites,
respectively.

Single atom rem oval at speci ¢ sites can be accom —
plished wih the assistance of focused lasers. W ih a
com bination of m icrow ave radiation and focused lasers,
we can selectively transferan atom at a certain site from
the state i to the state jli F=2;mp= 2i. A
laser resonant w ith the transition jli ! i is then ap-—
plied to rem ove an atom at that site. Follow Ing an anal-
ysis sim ilar to the one above, we see that the Inpact
on other atom s can be neglected. To observe fast dy—
nam ics of spin wave propagation, we m ay adiabatically
ram p down the optical lattice depth (@nd therefore in—
crease ) from the initial depth Vo = 50E, to a nal
depth 13E,, wih a hold tine, o, to lkt the soin
wave propagate. Finally, the lattice depth is adiabati-
cally ram ped back up to Vo form easurem ent. The time
dependence ofthe Jattice depth in the ram ping dow n pro—
cessischosentobeV (t) = Vo= 1+ 4p 2P eyeVo=E !t ,
where P, is the probability ofm aking an excitation to

higher bands and !, = E,=~. FOor Pexe = 4 10%,
we nd the interaction parameter to be (ko) =
00146 + 0:0228! ;tow, wih the tunneling param eter:
©= @t HEIVIT Qep 2 V O,
Two physical quantities that can be mea-
sured in experinents are the single atom oc—

pation probabilty Dj () = K jaja;7i =

6 Jiy () at the site j, and the density-
degstty correlator Gy () =, W jajajalar i =
JZ5 ()37 5. () G, (V320 () +

% ; 6 1%
Ji5 ()T 5 ()3T 50()J150()) between sites J

and 1%, where ’ is the hitlal wavefinction with
one removed atom at sie The fomer is re-
lated to the local transverse m agnetization through
h’jsﬁ()ji=Dj() 1=2, and the latter is re-



lated to the spin—spin correlator via Gy () =
W 3st ( )s?o( )Ji+ O35()+Dyp())=2+ 1=4. Tn
Fig. 3, weplbtD; ( ) and G55 ( ) with respect to the
Interaction param eters (which scales lnearly with
holding tine). W e see di erent oscillation behavior at
di erent sites, Indicating the propagation ofa spin wave
along the one dim ensional optical lattice.

T o probe the single site occupation probability D 5 ( ),
we use a cused laser and a m icrow ave pulse to transfer
the atom at site j to jli. A laser resonant w ith the tran—
sition jli ! 31 isagain applied to detect the probability
to have an atom at Jli, which is exactly the occupation
probability D § ( ). Todetect G 55 ( ), we transferatom s
atboth sites j and 3% to the state jliand use the sam e res—
onant laserto detect the pint probability foratom sat jli.
The uorescence signalhasthree levels, which correspond
to both atom sG 35 ( ), oneatom D 5 (©)+ D j (£), and no
atom s at state jli. A com bination of these m easurem ent
results gives the spin—spin correlatorh’ jsf ( ) s?o ()7 1.

W e nd that a relation between general spin correla—
tion functions and observable state occupation probabil-
ities In optical lattices allow s for quantitative m easure—
m ents of a variety of spin correlators w ith the help of
local probes, speci cally focused lasers and m icrow ave
pulsing. Applications to a broad class of soin physics
Incliding topological phases ofm atter [6,110] realized In
soin-optical lattices are also possble w ith our proposed
technique.
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