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Probing n-Spin C orrelations in O pticalLattices
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University of M aryland, College Park, M D 20742

W e propose a technique to m easure m ulti-spin correlation functionsofarbitrary range as deter-

m ined by the ground statesofspinfulcold atom sin opticallattices. W e show thatan observation

ofthe atom ic version ofthe Stokesparam eters,using focused lasersand m icrowave pulsing,can be

related to n-spin correlators. W e discuss the possibility ofdetecting not only ground state static

spin correlations,but also tim e-dependent spin wave dynam ics as a dem onstrative exam ple using

ourproposed technique.

PACS num bers:03.75.Lm ,75.10.Pq,03.75.M n,39.25.+ k

The adventofopticallattice con� nem entofultracold

atom ic gases[1,2,3,4]opensthe possibility ofobserv-

ing a vast array of phenom ena in quantum condensed

system s [5]. In particular,opticallattice system s m ay

turn outto be the idealtools forthe analog sim ulation

ofvariousstrongly correlated interacting lattice m odels

(e.g. Hubbard m odel[2,3],K itaev m odel[6]) studied

in condensed m atter physics. The great advantage of

opticallattices as analog sim ulators of strongly corre-

lated condensed m atter Ham iltonians lies in the ability

ofopticallatticesto accurately im plem entthecondensed

m atterlattice Ham iltonianswithoutim purities,defects,

lattice phonons and other com plications which can ob-

scuretheobservation ofquantum degeneratephenom ena

in the solid state.

In this context opticallattices can support a variety

ofinteracting spin m odelswhich to date have been only

approxim ately orindirectly observed in natureorrem ain

asratherdeep butunobserved m athem aticalconstructs.

Three exciting possibilities are currently the subject of

active study [5]. The � rst (and the m ost direct) envi-

sions sim ulation ofconventionalcondensed m atter spin

lattice m odels in opticallattices. Q uantum m agnetism

arising from strong correlation leadsto m any-body spin

ground statesthatcan becharacterized by spin orderpa-

ram eters.Spin ordercan,in som ecases,show long range

behavior arising from spontaneous sym m etry breaking,

e.g. ferrom agnetism and antiferrom agnetism .Such long

range spin ordering phenom ena are reasonably wellun-

derstood in m ostcases.Recentwork also relatesconven-

tionalspin order param eters to entanglem ent m easures

which yield scaling behaviornearquantum phasetransi-

tions [7,8]. The second possibility,sim ulation oftopo-

logicalspin states,arises from the surprising fact that

opticallatticescan also (atleastin principle)hostm ore

com plicated spin m odels previously thought to be aca-

dem ic. The ground states ofthese m odels do not fall

within the conventionalLandau paradigm ,i.e. there is

nospontaneouslybroken sym m etry,butshow topological

ordering and,asa result,display nontrivialshortrange

behaviorin spin correlation functions.Exam plesinclude

the chiralspin liquid m odel[9]and the K itaev m odel

[6,10]. And � nally,opticallatticesare also particularly

wellsuited to realizecoherentand collectivespin dynam -

icsbecausedissipation can bekeptto suitably low levels

[11].

W hile opticallattices o� er the possibility ofrealizing

allthree ofthe above exam plesone glaring question re-

m ains.O ncea suitablespin Ham iltonian isrealized,how

do we observethe vastarray ofpredicted phenom ena in

spin-opticallattices? Todatetim eof
 ightm easurem ents

haveproven to yield detailed inform ation related to two

types ofim portant correlation functions ofm any-body

ground statesofparticlestrapped in opticallattices.The

� rst,a � rst order correlation function (the m om entum

distribution),indicatesordering in one-pointcorrelation

functions[12]. The second isa second ordercorrelation

function (thenoisedistribution)which indicatesordering

in two-pointcorrelators[13,14,15,16].Theform ercan,

forexam ple,detectlong rangephasecoherencewhile,as

we willsee below,the latterisbestsuited to probe long

range order in two-point correlation functions,e.g. the

lattice spin-spin correlation function. W e note that re-

centproposalssuggestthattim eof
 ightim aging can in

principle be used to extract other correlation functions

[17,18].

In this Letter we propose a technique to observe

equal tim e n-spin correlation functions characterizing

both long and shortrange spin ordering usefulin study-

ing all three classes of spin lattice phenom ena m en-

tioned above. O ur proposal utilizes realistic experi-

m ental techniques involving focused lasers, m icrowave

pulsing and 
 uorescence detection to e� ectively m ea-

sure a general n-spin correlation function de� ned by:

� f�jk ;k = 1;:::;ng � h	 j
Q n

k= 1
�
� jk

jk
j	 i,where 	 isthe

m any-body wavefunction ofthe atom ic ensem ble,fjkg

is a set of sites, and �
� jk

jk
(�jk = 0;1;2;3) are Pauli

spin operators at sites jk with the notation �0 = I,

�1 = �x,�2 = �y,and �3 = �z. Exam ples oforder

detectablewith one,two and three-spin correlation func-

tions are m agnetization (


�zj

�
= 1),anti-ferrom agnetic

order(


�zj�

z
j0

�
= (� 1)j�j

0

),and chiralspin liquid order

(h�j � (�j0 � �j00)i= 1),to nam ea few.
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In generalourproposed technique can be used to ex-

perim entally characterize a broad class ofone and two

dim ensionalspin-latticem odelsofthe form :

H (J;A)= J(t)
X

fjk g

 

A fjk g

MY

k= 1

�
� jk

jk

!

; (1)

where J has dim ensions of energy and can vary adi-

abatically as a function of tim e, t, while the dim en-

sionless param eters A fjk g are kept � xed. For exam -

ple, M = 2 represents the usual two-body Heisen-

berg m odel. Severalproposalsnow exist for sim ulating

two-body Heisenberg m odels [5, 19]. In the following

we,asan exam ple,consideropticallattice im plem enta-

tions ofthe Heisenberg X X Z m odel: H X X Z (J;� ) =

J

hP

hj;j0i

�

�xj�
x
j0 + �

y

j�
y

j0

�

+ � �zj�
z
j0

i

, where hj;j0i de-

notesnearestneighborsand � and J are m odelparam -

eters that can be adjusted by,for exam ple,varying the

intensity oflattice laserbeam s[19].

Local Correlations in Tim e of Flight: W e � rst dis-

cussthe m easurem entofspin-spin correlation functions

by analyzing noise in tim e of 
 ight from atom s con-

� ned to an opticallattice m odeled by the X X Z Ham il-

tonian. The ground states of this and a variety of

spin m odels can be characterized by the spin-spin cor-

relation function between di� erent sites. For instance,

the spin-spin correlation function in a one dim ensional

X X Z spin chain (with J > 0), shows power-law de-

cay


�zj�

z
j0

�
� (� 1)

j�j
0

=jj� j0j
�
in the criticalregim e

(� 1 < � � 1),where � = 1=
�
1� 1

�
cos�1 �

�
. In prin-

ciple thiscorrelation function can be probed by noise in

tim e of
 ight.

W e argue that, in practice, short range correlations

(e.g.� > 1 in the X X Z m odel)aredi� cultto detectin

tim e of
 ightnoise m easurem ents.To see thisnote that

the noise signalisproportionalto [13]: G (Q (r� r0))=
P

j;j0
e
iQ �(j0�j )a



�zj�

z
j0

�
,whereQ isthelatticewavevec-

torwhich getsm apped into coordinatesr and r0 in tim e

of
 ighton thedetection screen,and a isthelatticespac-

ing. Including norm alization the noise signalis propor-

tionalto N �1 for system s with long range order (e.g.

anti-ferrom agneticordergiving � = 0 in theaboveX X Z

m odel)butshowsa m uch weakerscaling forshortrange

correlations. In fact the ratio between correlators in a

ground statewith � = 0 and � > 1 scalesasN�1 m aking

the state with powerlaw correlationsrelatively di� cult

to detect in large system s. To illustrate this we com -

pare the calculated noise correlation am plitude, G , in

Fig.1 fortwo cases� = 0 (solid line)and � = 2 (dashed

line) with N = 200 for the 1D X X Z m odel. W e see

that the correlation am plitude for short range (power-

law)orderisextrem ely sm allin com parison tolongrange

anti-ferrom agneticorder.

The sm allcorrelation signaloriginates from the fact

thatthe noise correlation m ethod isin practice a condi-

0

0.5

1

( )r'r −Q

C
o

rr
e

la
ti
o

n
 A

m
p

lit
u
d

e

a/π3− a/π3a/π− a/π

Figure 1: (color online) Noise correlation plotted as a

function ofwavevector ofthe one-dim ensionalX X Z m odel.

The solid (dashed) line corresponds to a ground state with

� = 0,long-range (� = 2,short-range) spin correlator. The

am plitudes are norm alized by the m axim um for the anti-

ferrom agnetic ordergiving � = 0.

tionalprobability m easuring collective propertiesofthe

whole system , while short range spin correlations de-

scribe localproperties and are therefore best detected

via localoperations.In the following we propose a local

probe technique to m easure localcorrelationsthus pro-

viding an experim entalschem e which com plim ents the

tim e of
 ight-noisecorrelation technique,bestsuited for

detecting long rangeorder.

Detecting n-spin Correlation with LocalProbes: W e

� nd thatgeneraln-spin correlators,� f�jk ;k = 1;:::;ng,

can be related to the Stokes param eters broadly de-

� ned in term s ofthe localreduced density m atrix � =

Trfjk ;k= 1;:::;ng j	 ih	 j on sites fjk;k = 1;:::;ng, where

the trace is taken on all sites except the set fjkg.

The Stokes param eters for the density m atrix � are

S� j1
::::� jn

= Tr

�

�
Q n

k= 1
�
� jk

jk

�

leading to the decom -

position � = 2�n
P

3

� j1
;:::;� jn = 0

h

S� j1
::::� jn

Q n

k= 1
�
� jk

jk

i

.

Using the theory of quantum state tom ography [20],

we � nd the n-spin correlators � f�jk ;k = 1;:::;ng =
Q n

k= 1

�

P

n�
�
��� jk

Eo

� P

n�
�
��

?
� jk

Eo�

, where the plus

(m inus) sign indicates a 0 (non-zero) index andn�
�
��� jk

E

;

�
�
��

?
� jk

Eo

denote the m easurem entbasisforthe

atom at jk. W e de� ne the m easurem ent basis to be:

j�1i = (j#i+ j"i)=
p
2,

�
��?

1

�
= (j#i� j"i)=

p
2, j�2i =

(j#i+ ij"i)=
p
2,

�
��?

2

�
= (j#i� ij"i)=

p
2, j�3i = j#i,

�
��?

3

�
= j"i. Finally, P

n�
�
��� jk

Eo

is the probability of

� nding an atom in the state

�
�
��� jk

E

.

The expansion ofthe productde� ning � then yieldsa

quantity centralto ourproposal:

� f�jk ;k = 1;:::;ng=

nX

l= 1

(� 1)
l
Pl; (2)

wherePl istheprobability of� nding lsitesin thestates�
��?jk

�
and n � lsites in j�jk i. Eq.(2) shows that the

n-spin correlation function can bewritten in term sofex-
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perim entalobservables.W e can now write a speci� c ex-

am ple ofthe two-spin correlation function (discussed in

the previoussection)in term sofobservables:� f3;3g =

Pj#i
j1
j#i

j2

+ Pj"i
j1
j"i

j2

�

�

Pj#i
j1
j"i

j2

+ Pj"i
j1
j#i

j2

�

.In the

following section we discussa speci� c experim entalpro-

cedure designed to extractprecisely this quantity using

localprobesofcold atom scon� ned to opticallattices.

Proposed Experim entalProcedure: W e now describe

and critically analyze an experim ental procedure de-

signed to � nd the probabilities,Pl,from a singletwo di-

m ensional(xy plane) opticallattice with the assistance

of applied m icrowave pulses and focused lasers. Here

theatom icdynam icsin thez direction arefrozen outby

high frequency opticaltraps [21]. W e consider a setup

in which the overallprefactor, i.e. the spin coupling

strength J(t), in Eq.(1) can be controlled by varying

the lattice depth. To illustrate our technique we con-

sider, without loss of generality, a speci� c realization:
87Rb atom swith two hyper� ne ground stateschosen as

thespin ofeach atom .In theM ottinsulatorregim ewith

oneatom perlatticesite,variousspin Ham iltoniansm ay

be im plem ented using spin-dependent lattice potentials

in the super-exchange lim it [19]. O ur proposed exper-

im entalprocedure willbuild on such spin system s,al-

though it can be generalized to other im plem entations

whereH isgenerated by otherm eans.

In step (i)we startwith a m any-body spin state and

turn o� thespin-spin interactionsgenerated by superex-

changebetween latticesites.W eachievethisby ram ping

up thelatticedepth to� 50E R adiabaticallywith respect

totheband splitting.Thetim escaleforthespin-spin in-

teractions(� ~=J)becom es m uch longerthan the tim e

taken toperform thestepsthatfollow.Theram p up pre-

servesthehighlycorrelatedspin statebym erelychanging

the overallenergy scale.The following stepsare quickly

perform ed on this\frozen" m any-body spin state.

In step (ii)a com bination ofm icrowavepulsesand fo-

cused lasers [22]is used to transfer target atom s A at

site(s)jk to a suitablem easurem entbasis
�
j�jk i;

�
��?jk

�	

from initialstates

n

j#i
jk
;j"i

jk

o

,withouta� ecting non-

target atom s B at other sites. The spin states we

consider here are j#i � jF = 1;m F = � 1i and j"i �

jF = 2;m F = � 2i.W ith a properly chosen intensity,the

focused laserinducesshiftsofthehyper� nesplitting be-

tween statesj#iand j"iand the di� erencesofthe shifts

between atom s A and B can be larger than � = 74Er,

where E r = h2=2m �2 is the photon recoilenergy and

� isthe wavelength ofthe opticallattice.The adiabatic

condition yieldsa35�sram p up tim eofthefocused laser

thatcorrespondsto a 10�4 probability forexcitation to

higherbands.

W e then changethe m easurem entbasisby applying a

m icrowave �=2 pulse that drives a suitable rotation to

targetatom sA.Them icrowaveisresonantwith thehy-

per� nesplittingofthetargetatom sA,buthasadetuning
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Figure 2: (a)Tim e evolution ofthe probability for the tar-

get atom s A to be in the excited state j3i. (b) and (c) plot

the num ber of scattering photons versus tim e for atom s A

and B ,respectively. (d) and (e) plot the sam e but versus

the Rabifrequency ofthe resonantlaserforatom sA and B ,

respectively.� isthe spontaneousdecay rate.

largerthan � fornon-targetatom sB . Considera pulse

with Rabifrequency 
 (t)= 
0 exp
�
� !2

0
t2
�
(� tf � t�

tf)and param eters!0 = 14:8E r=~,
0 = 13:1E r=~ and

tf = 5=!0. The pulse transfers the m easurem ent basis

ofthetargetatom sA in 16:9�s,whilethechangein the

quantum state ofnon-targetatom sisfound to be below

3 � 10�4 by num erically integrating the Rabiequation

that describes the coupling between two spin states by

the m icrowave pulse. The focused lasers are adiabati-

cally turned o� after the m icrowave pulse. During the

whole process,the probability for spontaneous scatter-

ing ofone photon from targetatom s inside the focused

laserisestim ated to be around 2� 10�4 .

In step (iii) we transfer allatom s to the jF = 1i hy-

per� ne levelto avoid stray signalin the detection step

(iv). W e apply two � m icrowave pulses to transfer all

atom satj#ito j2i� jF = 1;m F = 1iand then another

� m icrowavepulseto transferallatom satj"ito j#i.The

� m icrowavepulsecan beim plem ented within 12:5�sfor

a m icrowaveRabifrequency 
 = 2� � 40K H z.

In step (iv) we transfer target atom s A at jk from

j#iback to j"iwith the assistance ofthe focused lasers,

and then apply a detection laser resonant with j"i !

j3i�
�
�52P3=2 :F = 3;m = � 3

�
to detectthe probability

of� nding targetatom satj"i(correspondingto thebasis

state
�
��?jk

�
because we transferred atom s to the m ea-

surem entbasisin step (ii)).The
 uorescencesignal(the

num ber ofscattered photons) is from one ofthe n + 1

quantized levels,where the l-th level(l= 0;:::;n)corre-

spondsto stateswith lsiteson state
�
��?jk

�
.By repeating

the whole process m any tim es,we obtain the probabil-

ity distribution Pl,and thusthespin correlation function

� f�jk ;k = 1;:::;ng via Eq.(2).

The scattering photons com e m ostly from the target

atom sA atstate j"i. Signalfrom atom satany jF = 1i

stateissuppressedbecauseofthelargehyper� nesplitting

(� � 2� � 6:8G H z)between jF = 1iand jF = 2istates.
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The dynam ics ofphoton scattering is described by the

opticalBloch equation,from which we can num erically

calculatethenum berofscatteringphotonsnp (t)forboth

targetand non-targetatom s.From Fig.2weseethatthe

probability to � nd targetatom satthe excited state j3i

increases initially and reaches a saturation value. The

num berofscattering photonsreachesa largenum ber(�

20)in a shortperiod 1:3�s foratom sA (Fig.2(b)),but

the scattering num ber for B atom s is sm all(� 10�5 )

(Fig.2(c)).The scattering photonsfrom the non-target

atom s B can therefore be neglected. In Fig. 2(d) and

(e),weseethatfora widerangeofRabifrequencies,the

scattering photon num berforthe non-targetatom sB is

suppressed to undetectable levels,below 10�4 .

Unlike the noise correlation m ethod,the accuracy of

our detection schem e does not scale with the num ber

oftotalatom s,butis determ ined only by m anipulation

errorsin theabovesteps.W eestim atethatn-spin corre-

lationscan be probed atan accuracy � n � 10�2 ,which

is su� cient to m easure both long and short range spin

correlation functions.W ehaveproposed apowerfultech-

niqueforinvestigatingstrongly-correlated spin m odelsin

opticallatticesand now consideroneofitsseveralpossi-

ble applications.

Spin W ave Dynam ics: O urtechnique can be used to

investigate tim e-dependence ofcorrelation functions. In

the following,we show how our schem e can be used to

engineer and probe spin wave dynam ics in a straight-

forward exam ple,the Heisenberg X X m odelrealized in

opticallattices with a slightly di� erent im plem entation

schem e than the one discussed in the previous section.

Considera M ottinsulatorstate with one boson perlat-

ticesiteprepared in thestatej0i� jF = 1;m F = � 1iin

a singletwo dim ensional(xy)plane.By varying thetrap

param eters or with a Feshbach resonance,the interac-

tion between atom scan betuned to thehard-corelim it.

W ith a largeopticallattice depth in the y direction,the

system becom es a series ofone dim ensionaltubes with

dynam ics described by the Bose-Hubbard Ham iltonian:

� � (t)
P

j

�

a
y

j
aj+ 1 + a

y

j+ 1
aj

�

. This Ham iltonian m aps

onto the X X spin m odel,H X X Z (� 2�;� = 0),with the

Holstein-Prim ako� transform ation.Thisspin m odelcan

besolved exactly o� eringatestbed forspin wavedynam -

ics.

W enow study thetim edependentbehavioroftheX X

m odelusingourproposed schem e.In theHeisenbergpic-

ture,thetim eevolution oftheannihilation operatorcan

be written as: aj(t) =
P

j0
aj0 (0)i

j
0
�j Jj0�j (�),where

Jj0�j (�)istheBesselfunction oftheinteraction param e-

ter�(t)= 2
Rt
0
� (t0)dt0.To observespin wavedynam ics,

we� rst
 ip thespin atonesitefrom " to #,which,in the

bosonic degreesoffreedom ,correspondsto rem oving an

atom atthatsite.Because ofthe spin-spin interactions,

initialferrom agnetic ordergivesway to a re-orientation

ofspinsatneighboring siteswhich propagatesalong the

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
0

0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
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0 1 2 3 4 5 6
0

0.2
0.4
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α α
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) α
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D

(
) α

jj
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'

Figure3:Plotsofsiteoccupation probability (a)and density-

density correlation (b)with respectto scaled spin interaction

param eter� / tim eforN = 30 and:j= 0 ((a)-dashed line);

j = 1 ((a)-solid line); j = 0,j
0
= 3 ((b)-dashed line);and

j= 2,j
0
= 3 ((b)-solid line).

spin chain in the form ofspin waves. This corresponds

to a tim e dependentoscillation ofatom num berateach

site.Therefore,spin wavedynam icscan bestudied in one

and two pointspin correlation functionsby detecting the

oscillation ofthe occupation probability atcertain sites

and thedensity-densitycorrelatorbetween di� erentsites,

respectively.

Single atom rem ovalat speci� c sites can be accom -

plished with the assistance of focused lasers. W ith a

com bination ofm icrowave radiation and focused lasers,

wecan selectively transferan atom ata certain sitefrom

the state j0i to the state j1i � jF = 2;m F = � 2i. A

laser resonantwith the transition j1i! j3i is then ap-

plied to rem ovean atom atthatsite.Following an anal-

ysis sim ilar to the one above, we see that the im pact

on other atom s can be neglected. To observe fast dy-

nam ics ofspin wave propagation,we m ay adiabatically

ram p down the opticallattice depth (and therefore in-

crease �) from the initialdepth V0 = 50E r to a � nal

depth 13E r, with a hold tim e, thold, to let the spin

wave propagate. Finally,the lattice depth is adiabati-

cally ram ped back up to V0 form easurem ent.The tim e

dependenceofthelatticedepth in theram pingdown pro-

cessischosentobeV (t)= V0=

�

1+ 4
p
2PexeV0=E r!rt

�

,

where Pexe isthe probability ofm aking an excitation to

higher bands and !r = E r=~. For Pexe = 4 � 10�4 ,

we � nd the interaction param eter to be �(thold) =

0:0146 + 0:0228!rthold, with the tunneling param eter:

� (t)= (4=
p
�)E

1=4
r V 3=4 (t)exp

�

� 2
p
V (t)=E r

�

.

Two physical quantities that can be m ea-

sured in experim ents are the single atom oc-

cupation probability D j(�) = h’ja
+

j ajj’i =
P

l6= �
J2l�j (�) at the site j, and the density-

density correlator G jj0 (�) = h’ja
+

j aja
+

j0
aj0 j’i =

P

l6= �;
6= �

J2
l�j (�)J2
�j 0 (�) �

P

l6= �

(J2
l�j (�)J2

l�j 0 (�) +

Jl�j (�)J��j (�)J��j 0 (�)Jl�j 0 (�)) between sites j

and j0, where ’ is the initial wavefunction with

one rem oved atom at site �. The form er is re-

lated to the local transverse m agnetization through

h’jszj (�)j’i = D j(�) � 1=2, and the latter is re-
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lated to the spin-spin correlator via G jj0 (�) =

h’jszj (�)s
z
j0 (�)j’i + (D j(�)+ D j0 (�))=2 + 1=4. In

Fig. 3,we plotD j(�) and G jj0 (�) with respectto the

interaction param eters � (which scales linearly with

holding tim e). W e see di� erent oscillation behavior at

di� erentsites,indicating the propagation ofa spin wave

along the one dim ensionalopticallattice.

To probethesinglesiteoccupation probability D j(�),

weusea focused laserand a m icrowavepulseto transfer

theatom atsitej to j1i.A laserresonantwith thetran-

sition j1i! j3iisagain applied to detecttheprobability

to have an atom atj1i,which isexactly the occupation

probability D j(�).TodetectG jj0 (�),wetransferatom s

atboth sitesjand j0tothestatej1iand usethesam eres-

onantlasertodetectthejointprobabilityforatom satj1i.

The
 uorescencesignalhasthreelevels,which correspond

to both atom sG jj0 (�),oneatom D j(t)+ D j0 (t),and no

atom satstatej1i.A com bination ofthesem easurem ent

resultsgivesthespin-spin correlatorh’jszj (�)s
z
j0 (�)j’i.

W e � nd that a relation between generalspin correla-

tion functionsand observablestateoccupation probabil-

ities in opticallattices allows for quantitative m easure-

m ents ofa variety ofspin correlators with the help of

localprobes, speci� cally focused lasers and m icrowave

pulsing. Applications to a broad class ofspin physics

including topologicalphasesofm atter[6,10]realized in

spin-opticallatticesare also possible with ourproposed

technique.

Thiswork issupported by ARO -DTO ,ARO -LPS,and

LPS-NSA.

[1]P.S.Jessen etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.69,49 (1992).

[2]D .Jaksch etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.81,3108 (1998).

[3]M .G reineretal.,Nature (London)415,39 (2002).

[4]B.Paredesetal.,Nature (London)429,277 (2004).

[5]M .Lewenstein,etal.,arXiv:cond-m at/0606771.

[6]A.K itaev,Ann.Phys.321,2 (2006).

[7]A.O sterloh,etal.,Nature 416,608 (2002).

[8]T.Poscilde,etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.93,167203 (2004);

ibid.94,147208 (2005).

[9]X.G .W en,etal.,Phys.Rev.B 39,11413 (1989).

[10]C.Zhang,etal.,arXiv:quant-ph/0609101.

[11]A.W idera,etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.95,190405 (2005);F.

G erbier,etal.,Phys.Rev.A 73,041602(R)(2006).

[12]W .K etterle,etal.,arXiv:cond-m at/9904034.

[13]E.Altm an,etal.,Phys.Rev.A 70,013603 (2004).

[14]M .G reiner,etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.92,150405 (2004).

[15]S.Foelling,etal.,Nature 434,481 (2005).

[16]I.B.Spielm an,etal.,arXiv:cond-m at/0606216.

[17]L.-M .D uan,Phys.Rev.Lett.96,103201 (2006).

[18]Q .Niu etal.,Phys.Rev.A 73,053604 (2006).

[19]L.-M .D uan,etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.91,090402 (2003).

[20]J.B.Altepeter,etal.,in Q uantum State Estim ation,Ed.

by M .G .A.Parisand J.Rehacek,SpringerBerlin (2004).

[21]T.P.M eyrath,etal.,Phys.Rev.A 71,041604(R)(2005).

[22]C.Zhang,etal.,Phys.Rev.A 74,042316 (2006).

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0606771
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0609101
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9904034
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0606216

