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Abstract

The Bose-Hubbard m odelexhibits a rich phase diagram consisting both of

insulating regim eswhere diagonallong range (solid)orderdom inatesaswell

as conducting regim es where o� diagonallong range order (superuidity)is

present. In thispaperwe describe the resultsofQ uantum M onte Carlo cal-

culationsofthephase diagram ,both forthehard and softcore cases,with a

particularfocuson thepossibility ofsim ultaneoussuperuid and solid order.

W e also discussthe appearance ofphase separation in the m odel. The sim -

ulations are com pared with analytic calculations ofthe phase diagram and

spin wave dispersion.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

A lot ofattention has been focussed on the interacting electron problem in the last

severaldecades,whereasthe interacting boson problem hasbeen considered m ore often in

the fram ework ofspeci�c applications only. However, there are a num ber ofim portant

situationswhere the elem entary excitationsare eitherintrinsically bosonic in characteror

else can usefully be viewed in term s ofbosonic m odels. 4H e isan exam ple ofthe form er

situation,[1]while quantum spin system s,[2]granularsuperconductors,[3]and ux lines

in type{II superconductors [4]are exam ples ofthe latter. Therefore it is im portant to

understand in detailthe featuresofm odelboson system s,in m uch the sam e way thatone

studiestheHubbard,Anderson,and t-J Ham iltoniansforcorrelated ferm ions.In thispaper

weconsidera latticem odelofinteracting bosons,theBoseHubbard (BH)Ham iltonian:

H = �t
X

hiji

(a
y

iaj + a
y

jai)� �
X

i

ni+ V0
X

i

n
2

i + V1
X

hiji

ninj + V2
X

hhikii

nink : (1)

Hereai isa boson annihilation operatoratsitei,and ni= a
y

iai.Thetransferintegralt= 1

sets the scale ofthe energy,and � is the chem icalpotential. V 0;V1,and V2 are on{site,

near{neighbor,and next{near{neighborboson{boson repulsions.

TheinteractionsV0;V1,and V2 prom otetheform ation of\solid" order,wheretheboson

occupations fallinto regular patterns,at specialdensities com m ensurate with the lattice.

Thehopping m atrix elem enttfavorsm obilebosons,and consequently a superuid phaseat

T = 0.In whatfollowsthenatureofthecorrelation functionswillbestudied aswechange

theHam iltonian param etersand thedensity �= 1

N

P

ihnii.

W hen V0 = 1 ,theBH m odelm apsonto thequantum spin{1/2 Ham iltonian

H = �t
X

hiji

(S+

i S
�
j + S

+

j S
�
i )+ V1

X

hiji

S
z
iS

z
j + V2

X

hhikii

S
z
iS

z
k � H z

X

i

S
z
i: (2)

The �eld H z = �� 2V 1 � 2V2. Since ni $ Sz
i +

1

2
,ordering ofthe density corresponds

to �nite wave vector Ising type order. Sim ilarly,ai $ S
�
i so that superuidity m aps to

ferrom agneticordering in theXY plane.Oneofthethingsweshallbeinterested in in this
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work isthepossibility thatdensity and superuid orderarenotm utually exclusive.Indeed,

atV2 = H z = 0,thespecialpointV1 = 2tcorrespondsto theHeisenberg Ham iltonian where

Ising and XY ordercoexist.Ithasbeen suggested by variousauthors[5,6]thattheaddition

offurtherterm slikeV2 orH z could stabilizethis\supersolid"from aspecialsym m etry point

to a broaderarea ofthephasediagram .Precisely attheHeisenberg antiferrom agnet(AF),

thee�ectofa �eld H z isknown:Itbreaksthefullrotationalsym m etry and selectsordering

in the XY plane since the spins can m ore easily take advantage ofthe �eld energy. This

argum enthasbeen used to suggestwhy doping favorsthe superconducting overthe CDW

statein thenegative{U Hubbard m odel[7]wherean analogous\supersolid"sym m etry exists

athalf{�lling.

W hiletherehavebeen m anym ean �eld (M F)studiesofthespin Ham iltonian Eq.2,there

have been to date only a few num ericalstudies[8{10]. M onte Carlo studiesofinteracting

quantum boson and spin m odels provide a useful,exact m ethod to study the nature of

the correlationson �nite lattices. Com bined with �nite size scaling m ethods,they can be

used to extract inform ation concerning the therm odynam ic lim it. Boson sim ulations are

som ewhateasierthan related path integralm ethodsforinteracting electron system s,since

they can utilizealgorithm swhich scalelinearly with thelatticesizeand can reach essentially

arbitrarily low tem peratures.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows:In Section IIand IIIwedeterm ineanalyticallytheM F

phase diagram ,extending pastwork by considering additionaltypesoforder,and describe

spin wave calculations of the dispersion relations in the various phases. In Section IV

we provide num ericalresults for the soft core m odel,extending our earlier studies [10].

In Section V we describe new results for the hard{core phase diagram . Conclusions are

presented in Section VI.
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II.M EA N FIELD P H A SE D IA G R A M

Previous work established the M F phase diagram ofthe spin Ham iltonian considering

only thepossibility ofsuperuidity and N�eel{type ordering ofthedensity.[5,6,11]Athalf{

�lling,or equivalently at zero m agnetization M z = 0,for V1 > 2 and 0 < V2 < V1 � 2

the spins form a N�eelstate,corresponding to a checkerboard Bose solid with an ordering

vectork� = (�;�). ForV 2 > m ax (V1 � 2;0)a ferrom agnetic phase isform ed,with a net

m om entM xy 6= 0 and M z 6= 0. Thisphase correspondsto a superuid,and isalso stable

forarbitrary V1 and V2 away from half{�lling.A fully polarized m agneticphasein a strong

m agnetic �eld H z,where only M z 6= 0,correspondsto a M ott{insulatorwith precisely one

boson persite.Asthesolid and thesuperuid phasespossessdi�erentbroken sym m etries,

onecould expectthatthetransition between them is�rstorder.However,aratherdi�erent

scenario hasalsobeen putforward,suggesting thatthe{presum ably {�rstordertransition

issplitup into two distinctsecond ordertransitions,wherethetwo orderparam etersvanish

atseparatepoints[11,14,15]In theregim ebetween thetwotransitionsbothorderparam eters

are non{zero,hence ithasbeen term ed a supersolid.[5,6,11]This intriguing possibility is

thesubjectoftheinvestigationsreported in thispaper.

The m ean �eld analysis indeed �nds such a supersolid phase [5,6,11],although in the

hard core lim itlonger range forces (V2 > 0)are needed to stabilize it. However,recently

it was claim ed that this conclusion changes in the soft core case,and a supersolid phase

exists with nearest neighbor interaction alone [16]. Finally,recent studies on the related

Heisenberg m odelwith com peting �rstand second neighborcouplingsJ1 and J2 established

thepossibility ofadditionalphases:a collinearphase,with alternating linesofup and down

spins,atlargeJ2=J1 [17{19],and a disordered phaseatinterm ediatevaluesofJ2=J1.[20,21]

Thesedi�ering resultsclearly callfora reinvestigation oftheproblem .

The M F phase diagram ofthe spin Ham iltonian Eq.2 worked out by M atsuda and

Tsuneto [6],and described above,allowed only for a two{sublattice m agnetic ordering of

thespinscorresponding toaN�eelsolid.Representing thespinsby classicalvectorsoflength
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S we extend earlierM F analyses[6,12]forthe case ofa square lattice to include also the

possibility ofa collinear phase which is expected to form for interm ediate to large next{

near{neighbor repulsion V2 (see Fig.1). Assum ing that the spins are ordered in the XZ

plane,the M F energiesperspin,eN and eC ,ofthe N�eeland collinearspin con�gurations

aregiven by

eN = �4S2sin�A sin�B + 2S2
V1cos�A cos�B + V2S

2
�

cos2�A + cos2�B

�

�

�
H z

2
S
�

cos�A + cos�B

�

(3)

eC = �S2(sin�R 1 + sin�R 2)
2
+
V1S

2

2
(cos�R 1 + cos�R 2)

2
+ 2V2S

2cos�R 1cos�R 2 �

�
H z

2
S (cos�R 1 + cos�R 2): (4)

�A and �B aretheanglesbetween thespin direction and thez{axison sublatticeA and B ,

respectively. �R 1 and �R 2 are the corresponding anglesin the collinearphase on even and

odd rows.Thedi�erentphasesareidenti�ed asfollows:

cos�A = cos�B < 1 or cos�R 1 = cos�R 2 < 1 Superuid

cos�A = � cos�B = 1 Neel Solid

cos�R 1 = � cos�R 2 = 1 Collinear Solid

sin�A 6= sin�B and � 1< cos�A 6= � cos�B < 1 Neel Supersolid

sin�R 1 6= sin�R 2 and � 1< cos�R 1 6= � cos�R 2 < 1 Collinear Supersolid

cos�A = cos�B = 1 or cos�R 1 = cos�R 2 = 1 M ott phase (5)

W e perform ed the M F analysisin the sam e spiritasin Refs.[5,6,11].One proceedsby

m inim izingeN and eC separately with respecttotheangles�A;�B and �R 1;�R 2,respectively.

Then theresultsfor�xed m agnetic�eld H z aretranslated to�xed m agnetisation,i.e.boson

density. Finally,we com pare the energies ofthe di�erent phases to obtain the com plete

M F phase diagram ofthe spin Ham iltonian Eq.2. Explicitly,fortwo{sublattice N�eeltype

ordering we�nd thefollowing phasesforV1 > 2 and 0< V2 < V1 � 2:

m = 0 Solid
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0< m <
1

2

s

V1 � V2 � 2

V1 � V2 + 2
Neel Supersolid

1

2

s

V1 � V2 � 2

V1 � V2 + 2
< m <

1

2
Superuid

m =
1

2
M ott Insulator (6)

wherem = j�� 1

2
jisthem agnetisation ofthesystem .For0< V1 < 2 thereisno N�eelorder

and form 6= 0 theM F ground stateisalwayssuperuid.

Sim ilarly we analyze the phase diagram following from m inim izing eC for the ordered

collinear spin structures corresponding to an ordering wave vector k� = (0;�) or (�;0).

At half{�lling the collinear solid (see Fig.1) is realized for arbitrary values ofthe near{

neighbor repulsion V1. The reason is thatathalf{�lling the energy forthe collinear solid

is eC = �V2=2,i.e. independent ofV1 due to the cancellation ofSz
iS

z
j energies fornear{

neighborsiteson thesam eand neighboring rows.Away from half{�lling only thesuperuid

m inim izes eC forV2 < 2. ForV2 > 2 a collinearsupersolid appearsin the phase diagram

and theboundary between thesuperuid and thecollinearsupersolid isdeterm ined by

0< m <
1

2

s

V2 � 2

V2
CollinearSupersolid

1

2

s

V2 � 2

V2
< m <

1

2
Superuid (7)

which is again independent ofV1. For V2 > 2 the collinear supersolid phase occurs in a

density strip ofwidth
q

(V2 � 2)=V2 around half{�lling.

Given the M F solution foreN and eC separately,a com parison forthe energies ofthe

di�erentphasesallowstom ap outthecom pletem ean{�eld phasediagram ofthespin Ham il-

tonian Eq.2.E.g.athalf{�lling,m = 0,wehaveto com pare

eC = �
1

2
V2 CollinearSolid

eN = eC = �1 Superuid

eN =
1

2
(V2 � V1) NeelSolid (8)

The resulting phase diagram isshown in Fig.2.Interestingly,for2 < V1 < 4 increasing V2

drivestwo transitions:�rstincreasing V2 frustratestheN�eelsolid and leadsto a transition
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toasuperuid.Increasing V2 furtherstabilizescollinearorderand leadstoatransition from

a superuid to a collinearsolid.[31]

Away from half{�lling, 0 < m < 1=2,no solids, neither N�eelnor collinear are M F

solutions. Instead,transitions occur between the superuid,and the N�eeland collinear

supersolid phases.Theboundariesbetween thedi�erentphasesaregiven by

V2 = V1 � 2
1+ 4m 2

1� 4m 2
Superuid to NeelSupersolid

V2 =
2

1� 4m 2
Superuid to CollinearSupersolid

V2 =
1

2
V1 �

4m 2

1� 4m 2
Neelto CollinearSupersolid (9)

Finitedoping leadsto a rigid shiftofthephaseboundary linesobtained athalf{�lling with

thesolid replaced by supersolid phases.For

2
1+ 4m 2

1� 4m 2
< V1 < 4

1+ 2m 2

1� 4m 2
(10)

thisstillallowsfortwo transitionswith increasing V2,from a N�eelsupersolid to a superuid

to a collinear supersolid. The V1{V2 phase diagram fora �xed m agnetisation m = 0:2 is

shown in Fig.3. In addition,Figs.4 and 5 show the phase boundariesin the V2,m plane

fora �xed valueofV1 and in theV1,m planefora �xed valueofV2,respectively.

Recently itwas claim ed thata �nite core repulsion V0 < 1 qualitatively changes this

picture.[16]Supersolidswere found to existeven athalf{�lling,m oreoverwithoutthe next

nearestneighborrepulsion V2.Tostudy theseclaim sweextend theM F analysisbyintroduc-

ing an approxim ate softcore representation allowing the spin length S to be a variational

param eter and adding a term H constraint = V0
P

i(S
2
i � 1)2 to the Ham iltonian. The m in-

im ization ofthe ground state energy is now done separately with respect to SA
x ;S

B
x and

SA
z ;S

B
z .

W eexpand theground stateenergy around thesuperuid phase,and considertheeigen-

values corresponding to sm allspatialm odulations ofthe density and superuid orderpa-

ram eter,in e�ectgenerating a Ginzburg{Landau type expression.Thesuperuid{collinear

supersolid transition isstudied by writing
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S
A
z = m � � S

B
z = m + �

S
A
x = s� � S

B
x = s+ � (11)

and expanding to second orderin the(sm all)uctuations�and �.Theexpectation valuee

oftheground stateenergy persitetakestheform

e= eSF � 4V2�
2 + V0

h

(12s2 + 4m 2 � 1)�2 + (12m 2 + 4s2 � 1)�2 + 16sm ��
i

;

eSF = �8s2 + 4(V1 + V2)m
2 +

1

8
V0(4s

2 + 4m 2 � 1)2: (12)

The ground state energy isthe sum ofeigenvaluesofa m atrix in the (�;�)space. Firstwe

solve fors at �xed num ber ofparticles,i.e. �xed m ,in the superconducting state where

�= �= 0,and obtain

s
2 =

1

4
� m

2 +
2

V0
: (13)

A zero eigenvalue ofthe energy m atrix signalsthe phase transition. The condition forthe

vanishing ofthedeterm inantcan besolved forV2 forarbitrary m

V2 = 2+
8m 2

1� 4m 2 + 12=V0
; (14)

which givesthe phase boundary between the superuid and the collinearsupersolid. W ith

thesam eprocedurethephaseboundary between thesuperuid and theN�eelsupersolid isat

V2 = V1� 2� 16m 2=[1� 4m 2 + 16=V0].Asin thehard corecasethephasediagram displays

N�eel{ and collinearsupersolid,and superuid phases. Athalf{�lling the supersolid phases

vanish,and two insulating solidsaredirectneighborsto thesuperuid,in contrastwith the

resultofRef.[9].ThisresultisindependentofV0,i.e. itistrue both in the softand hard

corelim its,in agreem entwith theabovehard coreM F calculation.

III.SP IN W AV E A N A LY SIS

The analysesofthe spin wave uctuationswhich existin the literature [5,11,13]are in

disagreem ent. The spectrum hasbeen found to be eitherlinear[5]orquadratic [11,13]at
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thesolid{supersolid phaseboundary.Thisdependenceiscrucialfornum ericalstudies,asit

determ inesthedynam icalcriticalexponentz and thereby theappropriate�nitesizescaling

ofthelattice.

To settle the issue,we redo the linearspin wave theory analysis forthe spin m odelof

Eq.2 and determ inethespectrum in thesuperuid,theN�eelsolid and theN�eelsupersolid.

Again we assum e that the spins are ordered in the XZ plane with an angle �A (B ) to the

z{direction.On each sublatticethespin quantisation axisisrotated to align thespinsalong

thelocaldirection ofthem agnetisation by

Si2A (j2B ) =

2

6
6
6
6
4

cos�A (B ) 0 � sin�A (B )

0 1 0

sin�A (B ) 0 cos�A (B )

3

7
7
7
7
5
Ŝi2A (j2B ): (15)

To diagonalizethespin Ham iltonian Eq.2 in term softherotated spinsŜ weintroducespin

raising and lowering operators â+ and â on sublatticeA by

Ŝ
+

i2A = Ŝ
x
i2A + îS

y

i2A = â
+

i

Ŝ
�
i2A = Ŝ

x
i2A � îS

y

i2A = âi

Ŝ
z
i2A =

1

2
� â

+

i âi (16)

which obeytheusualbosoniccom m utation relationsinthelargeS lim it.Sim ilarly,operators

b̂+ and b̂ are introduced on sublattice B . AfterFouriertransform ation thisleads,up to a

constantenergy shift,to thelinearspin waveHam iltonian

H SW =
X

k

0
h

H 11

�

â
+

k âk + â
+

� kâ� k

�

+ H 33

�

b̂
+

k b̂k + b̂
+

� kb̂� k

�

+ H 21

�

â
+

k â
+

� k + âkâ� k

�

+

+H 34

�

b̂
+

k b̂
+

� k + b̂kb̂� k

�

+ H 31

�

â
+

k b̂k + â
+

� kb̂� k + âkb̂
+

k + â� kb̂
+

� k

�

+

+H 41

�

â
+

k b̂
+

� k + â
+

� kb̂
+

k + âkb̂� k + â� kb̂k

�i

(17)

neglecting higherorderterm sin â and b̂.Dueto thetwo{sublatticestructurethek{sum is

restricted to halfofthe Brillouin zone,i.e.to m om enta with cos(kx)+ cos(ky)� 0.In the

superuid and thesupersolid phasethek{dependentcoe�cientsin Eq.17 aregiven by:
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H 11 = 2
sin�B

sin�A
+ H 21 ; H 33 = 2

sin�A

sin�B
+ H 34

H 21 =
1

2
V2sin

2
�A 

(2)

k ; H 34 =
1

2
V2sin

2
�B 

(2)

k

H 31 = 
(1)

k

�

�1� cos�A cos�B +
1

2
V1sin�A sin�B

�

; H 41 = H 31 + 2
(1)

k (18)

where 
(1)

k = 1

2
(cos(kx)+ cos(ky)) and 

(2)

k = cos(kx)cos(ky). The coe�cients ofthe �rst

orderterm sarerequired to vanish [22]which leadsto theconditions

H z

2
sin�A = 2cos�A sin�B + V1cos�B sin�A + V2cos�A sin�A

H z

2
sin�B = 2cos�B sin�A + V1cos�A sin�B + V2cos�B sin�B : (19)

Thesetwo equationsdeterm inetheangles�A and �B fora given valueofthem agnetic�eld

H z. The solutionsofEqs.19 determ ine the phase diagram ofthe m odel. These equations

fully coincidewith theonesobtained by m inim izing thefreeenergy in theprevioussection.

W e have already used Eq.19 to elim inate the m agnetic �eld in the expressions for the

coe�cientsH 11 and H 33 in Eq.18ofthespin waveHam iltonian.However,fortheN�eelsolid

and the M ottinsulatorphase where both sin�A = 0 and sin�B = 0 the elim ination isnot

possibleand instead H 11 and H 33 aregiven by

H 11 = V1 � V2 �
1

2
H z H 33 = V1 � V2 +

1

2
H z NeelSolid

H 11 = H 33 = �V1 � V2 +
1

2
H z M ottInsulator (20)

Eq.17 is diagonalized by a generalized Bogoliubov transform ation using the equation

ofm otion i@t̂ak = [̂ak;H SW ]� with âk / e� i!kt. In the boson language the Bogoliubov

transform ation involves coupled density and phase m odes. Asa resultwe obtain the spin

wavedispersion in theform

!
2

� (k)=
1

2

�

H
2

11
� H

2

21
+ 2H 2

31
� 2H 2

41
+ H

2

33
� H

2

34
�

8
:
�

H
2

11
� H

2

21
� H

2

33
+ H

2

34

�2
+

+4
�

[H 11 � H 21][H 31 + H 41]+ [H 33 + H 34][H 31 � H 21]
�

�

�
�

[H 33 � H 34][H 31 + H 41]+ [H 11 + H 21][H 31 � H 21]
�9
;
1=2

�

(21)
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Typicaldispersionsareshown in Fig.6 in thedi�erentphasesand on thephasebound-

aries.W enow overview thedispersion relationsin thefourphases.

i)In the N�eelsolid which isrealized forV2 � V1 � 2 and H z < 2
q

(V1 � V2)
2 � 4 the spin

wavedispersion isgiven by

!� (k)=

r

(V1 � V2)
2 �

�

2
(1)

k

�2
�
1

2
H z: (22)

Thus,therearetwo excitation branchesin a halved m agneticBrillouin zone.Both branches

aregapped.

ii) In the superuid there is a Goldstone m ode oflinear k dependence at sm allk,and a

welldeveloped m inim um around k� = (�;�).Takingthecontinuum lim itcarefully identi�es

thiswith the roton partofthe helium dispersion. Explicitly,with s = sin�A = sin�B ,the

dispersion in theextended zoneisgiven by

!
2(k)= 2

�

1� 
(1)

k

� �

2(1� 
(1)

k )+ s
2
h

V2
(2)

k + (2+ V1)
(1)

k

i�

: (23)

iii)In theM ottinsulatorphasefor�eldsH z > 2(2+ V1+ V2)allspinsarealigned along the

m agnetic �eld direction. There isa single gapped m ode in the extended 1st Brillouin zone

with thedispersion given by

!(k)=
H z

2
� V1 � V2 � 2

(1)

k : (24)

iv)Finally,in thesupersolid phaseonehasa gaplesslinearm ode,and a gapped one,again

in thehalved m agneticzone.

To clarify the physicsofthe transitionswe concentrate on the dispersion atk � 0 and

k � (�;�)atthephaseboundaries.Atthesupersolid{N�eelsolid transition thecriticalm ode

isthe Goldstone m ode atsm allk. Atthe criticalm agnetic �eld,H c
z = 2

q

(V1 � V2)
2 � 4,

which determ inesthe N�eelsolid to supersolid boundary by the vanishing ofthe gap ofthe

lowerexcitation branch ofthesolid,weperform thesm allk expansion for!� (k)from Eq.22.

ForV1 > V2 + 2 wherethesolid existsathalf{�lling weobtain

!� (k)�
1

2

1
q

(V1 � V2)
2 � 4

k
2
: (25)
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This m eans that the linear m ode of the supersolid softens into a quadratic one at the

boundary {signallingthedestruction ofsuperuidity {beforeliftingo�intoagapped m ode

insidethesolid phase.Thisyieldsaquantum criticalexponentz= 2.Thisvalueofz agrees

with thatofChester[11]and Cheng [13],butdi�ersfrom thatofLiu and Fisher[5],who

obtain z = 1. W e feel,however,thatthe softening ofthe Goldstone m ode isa physically

realisticpicture,supporting ourresult.

At the generic superuid{to{N�eelsupersolid transition the criticalm ode is at k� =

(�;�). Inside the superuid phase the roton m inim um is atthis wavevector. However in

thesolid,because ofthezone{halving,thisroton m inim um isfolded back to k = 0.In the

superuid where sin�A = sin�B = s we study the sm allk expansion ofthe single m ode

in the neighborhood ofk = (0;0)and k = (�;�). (Note thatthe N�eelsupersolid is only

realised forV2 < V1 � 2.)

!
2(k)�

s2

2
(2+ V2 + V1) k

2

!
2((�;�)� k)� 8� 2 +

�

2� 3� 2 � V2s
2
�

(26)

where� 2 = 2+ (s2=2)[V2 � 2� V1].AttheboundarytotheN�eelsupersolid which isreached

atam agnetic�eld H z = 2
q

(V1 � V2)
2 � 4(V1+ V2+ 2)=(V1� V2+ 2)them ean �eld conditions

in Eq.19 tellthatexactly atthetransition theroton gap � disappears:the solidi�cation is

signalled by the softening{outofthe roton m ode ofthe superuid. The dispersion relation

oftherotonsalso changesfrom a quadraticto a linearm inim um ,hencez= 1.

Two rem arks are in order here. First,recalling the originalLandau argum ent about

superuidity itisclearthata vanishing roton energy leadsto a vanishing criticalvelocity.

So,while the superuid order param eter rem ains �nite through the supersolid transition,

the criticalvelocity collapsesto zero. Inside the supersolid phase itagain assum esa �nite

value,asthesecond excitation branch becom esgapped.

Second,one can raise the question ofhow this picture is going to be m odi�ed in the

absence ofan underlying lattice. In this continuum lim it the m odes which go soft are

located at a �nite m agnitude ofk,i.e. on a ring in m om entum space. This m eans that
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the phase space for these excitations is m uch larger than forthe usualGoldstone m odes,

which arecentered around k � 0.Itthen ispossiblethattheseexcitationsm ay giveriseto

a uctuation{induced �rstordertransition instead ofthesecond orderonetaking placeon

thelattice[32].

Sim ilar expansions can be used to study the case ofhalf{�lling. In this particle{hole

sym m etriccase,notsurprisingly both transitionshavez= 1.In arecentM onteCarlostudy

[9]the sam e z value was used in choosing the lattice size to study both the superuid{

supersolid and supersolid{solid transitions,whereaswe �nd z = 1 and z = 2,respectively

o�half{�lling.Itappearsthatourresultscallfortherepetition ofthenum ericalsim ulations

with di�erentz factorswhen �6= 1=2.

Finally athigh �elds,atthesuperuid{to{M ottinsulatortransition theGoldstonem ode

softensoutagain,leading toz = 2,in agreem entwith earlier�eld theoreticalpredictions[1]

and num ericalsim ulations[23].

W e have repeated the spin wave calculation for the collinear ordering for an ordering

wave vectork� = (0;�).In thiscase thecoe�cientsoftheHam iltonian Eq.17 outside the

collinearsolid and theM ottinsulating phasesaregiven by

H 11 =

 

1+
sin�R 2

sin�R 1

!

+
1

4

�

V1sin
2
�R 1 � 2� 2cos2�R 1

�

cos(kx)

H 33 =

 

1+
sin�R 1

sin�R 2

!

+
1

4

�

V1sin
2
�R 2 � 2� 2cos2�R 2

�

cos(kx)

H 21 =
1

4
sin2�R 1(2+ V1)cos(kx) ; H 34 =

1

4
sin2�R 2(2+ V1)cos(kx);

H 31 =
1

4
[�2� 2cos�R 1cos�R 2 + V1sin�R 1sin�R 2]cos(ky)+

V2

2
sin�R 1 sin�R 2

(2)

k

H 41 = H 31 + cos(ky) : (27)

The M F conditions are read o� from the vanishing ofthe term s linear in the spin wave

operatorsasbefore

H zsin�R 1 = 2cos�R 1(sin�R 1 + sin�R 2)+ V1sin�R 1(cos�R 1 + cos�R 2)+ 2V2cos�R 2sin�R 1

H zsin�R 2 = 2cos�R 2(sin�R 1 + sin�R 2)+ V1sin�R 2(cos�R 1 + cos�R 2)+ 2V2cos�R 1sin�R 2:(28)
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For the superuid and the M ott insulating phase the spin wave dispersions are obtained

identicaltotheonesderived abovein Eq.23and Eq.24.In thecollinearsolid with sin�R 1 =

sin�R 2 = 0 thecoe�cientsH 11 and H 33 arereplaced by

H 11 = V2 �
1

2
H z � cos(kx) H 33 = V2 +

1

2
H z � cos(kx): (29)

The two gapped m odesin the collinearsolid form agnetic �eldsH z � 2
q

(V2 � 1)2 � 1

and V2 � 2 follow as

!� (k)=

q

(V2 � cos(kx))
2
� cos2(ky)�

1

2
H z: (30)

As for the N�eelsupersolid,the collinear supersolid has one gapless linear m ode at sm all

k and a gapped one in the halved m agnetic Brillouin zone which in the case ofcollinear

ordering with wavevectork� = (0;�)isdeterm ined by jkyj� �=2.Thetransition from the

superuid to the collinearsupersolid isnow driven by the softening ofthe roton m ode at

k� = (0;�).Thedynam icalexponentisagain z = 1.Alsotheexponentsatthesuperuid to

collinearsolid and atthesolid to supersolid transition areidenticalto theexponentsfound

fortheN�eelordering transitions.

IV .SIM U LAT IO N S O F T H E SO FT C O R E M O D EL

R esults at half{�lling

In thissection wedescribetheresultsofnum ericalsim ulations,and com parethem with

the picture gained from the analyticalconsiderations. Our M onte Carlo calculations are

perform ed using a path integralrepresentation on theBH partition function by discretizing

the inverse tem perature � into L � intervals,� = L ���. A description ofthe technical

detailsiscontained in [24].In ordertocharacterizethephasediagram ,wem easuretheboson

windingnum bertodeterm inethesuperuid density�s.W ealsom easurethedensity{density

correlationsc(l)and theirFouriertransform ,thestructurefactorS(k).

c(l)= hn(j;�)n(j+ l;�)i
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S(k)=
1

N

X

jl

e
ik� lhc(l)i: (31)

Ournorm alization ofthestructurefactorissuch thatifc(l)exhibitslongrangeorder,S(k�)

willbeproportionaltothelatticevolum eN = L2
x,whereLx isthelinearextentin thespatial

dim ension. Ifc(l) exhibits only short range order,S(k�)willbe lattice size independent.

Herek� = (�;�);(0;�);(�;0)arethepossibleordering wavevectorsofthesolid phase.

Atweak coupling orhigh tem peratures,c(l)exhibitsonly shortrangeorder.Forlsm all,

c(l) is enhanced but very rapidly decays to its uncorrelated value �2. However, at low

tem peratures forsu�ciently large interactions,the density{density correlationsshow long

rangeoscillations.Theassociated structurefactorS(k)evolvesfrom beingratherfeatureless

to exhibiting a sharp peak atk� = (�;�)asV 1 increases,and a peak atk� = (0;�)or(�;0)

asV2 increases. Forour2D system ,forsu�ciently large V 1,we expecta transition in the

Ising universality class. Thatis,Tc is�nite. In fact,ift= 0 we have Tc = 0:567 V1. But

even fora zero tem peraturephasetransition such aswould occurattheHeisenberg pointof

thehard corem odel,onewillstillobserve\long rangeorder" at�niteT when thediverging

correlation length exceedsthespatiallatticesizeasT islowered.In such instances,ofcourse,

a carefulstudy of�nitesizee�ectsisrequired to draw conclusionsconcerning theexistence

oflongrangeorder.Herewealwaysreportresultsfortem peraturessuch that�> Lx sothat

observableshave taken on theirground statevalues.W ehave checked thescaling behavior

to besurethattheground stateisgenuinely ordered,when so claim ed.

Fig.7showsthesuperuid density �s and structurefactorS(�;�)asafunction ofV 1 for

V0 = 7 and V2 = 0.W eseethatatV1 � 2:5 thereisa phasetransition from a superuid to

a solid phase. The transition on the 8� 8 lattice shown isalready rathersharp;�nite size

rounding in theraw data forthestructurefactorand superuid density nearthetransition

pointisfurtherreduced asonegoesto10� 10lattices.Thatonehastruediagonallongrange

orderin thesolid phaseiscon�rm ed by thefactthatthestructurefactorscaleslinearly with

the lattice volum e. Indeed,atV1 = 8,S(�;�)isalm ostprecisely 100=64 tim esaslarge on

the10� 10 latticethan the8� 8.Theredoesnotappearto beany window ofcoexistence
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between the superuid and solid phases athalf{�lling. To within lim its set by rounding,

the transition pointsforS and �s coincide alm ostprecisely. W e can m ake thisstatem ent

m orequantitativeby perform ing theappropriatescaling analysison thedata.Forexam ple,

we have plotted La
xS(�;�) and L b

x�s versus V1 for di�erent values ofthe exponent ratios

a;b. Curves fordi�erent lattice sizes should cross atthe sam e criticalvalue ofV1 forthe

appropriate choicesofa;b. A com plication isthatthe im aginary tim e lattice size m ustbe

scaled as the appropriate power ofthe spatialextent,and the dynam ic exponent z could

be di�erent for the two transitions. M aking the sim plest assum ption that z is the sam e,

however,aswasalready suggested by the raw data,thisscaling procedure showsthatthe

transition pointsforthetwo observablesarewithin 0:5% ofeach other.W hilethestructure

factorsdo indeed crossnicely,thesuperuid density curvescom etogetherratherthan pass

through each other. This seem s to be a rather generic feature ofsim ulations ofthe Bose

Hubbard m odel[25]asopposed to related conserved currentm odels[26,9].

AsV2 isincreased,c(l)showsa sim ilartransition from featurelessuncorrelated behavior

to long range order,although in thiscase V2 favorsthe form ation ofa \striped" collinear

phasewith alternatinglinesofoccupied and em pty sites.ThestructurefactorS(k)develops

a peak atk� = (�;0)or(0;�).

In order to determ ine whether V2 can drive a supersolid phase athalf{�lling,we turn

on V2 closeto thepointwherethetransition between superuid and solid occursin Fig.7.

The density � = 0:5. W e show in Fig.8 a plot of�s and S(k) for k = (0;�);(�;0)and

(�;�).W esee thatV 2 drivestheN�eelsolid into a superuid,and then atyetlargervalues

causes the form ation ofa striped solid phase. Again,the plots suggest that there is no

supersolid phase at � = 0:5. Scaling plots sim ilar to those constructed at V2 = 0 do not

revealany evidence fordistinctcriticalpointsforsuperuid and solid transitionsto within

ournum ericalaccuracy.

W ecan putdata from Figs.7 and 8 togetherwith sim ilarrunsfordi�erentsweepsofV1

and V2 to obtain theground statephase diagram ofthe softcoreBH m odelatV0 = 7 and

�= 0:5. Thisisshown in Fig.9. Atweak couplingswe have a superuid phase,while at
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strong couplingstherearetwo possiblesolids:checkerboard and striped.A strong coupling

analysis predicts a phase boundary between the solid phases at V2 =
1

2
V1 The superuid

phase extends outalong thisline in a very robustm anner,asopposed to the situation in

1D,wherethesuperuid window wasrathernarrow.[31]Thisisaconsequenceofthehighly

degenerate nature ofthe strong coupling (t = 0) ground state along the line V1 = 2V2.

Ascan easily beseen,notonly do the N�eeland checkerboard solidshave the sam e energy,

butan in�nite num berofdefectstatesare degenerate aswellforV1 = V2. Forexam ple in

a horizontally aligned collinearsolid a whole colum n can be shifted up and down without

energy cost.[27,28]This large degeneracy stabilizes superuidity,even at large coupling.

W ewillcom m entfurtheron thispointwhen discussing thehard-corephasediagram .

R esults o� half{�lling

Although itdoesnotappearthattheBH m odelexhibitsa supersolid phase at�= 0:5,

we can see the coexistence ofdiagonaland o�{diagonallong range order when the �lling

isshifted away from � = 0:5. In Fig.10 we show �s and S(�;�)forthe sam e param eters

as Fig.7 except now � = 0:53. W e see that although �s declines signi�cantly when the

solid form s,the excess boson density � = �� 0:5 (the m agnetization m isspin language)

rem ainsm obilein thesolid background.Indeed,sim ulationsatdi�erentdensities(wefound

supersolidsoutto dopingsof0.675)show thatthe tailin �s isprecisely proportionalto �.

Fig.11showstheanalogousplotforastriped supersolid.Notethatwehavehereseparately

displayed �sx and �sy. As expected, the superuid density in the x and y direction is

correlated with thedirection in which thestriped solid channelsrun,asdeterm ined by the

ordering wavevector k� = (�;0) or (0;�). Ifwe had separately m easured � sa and �sb on

thetwo sublatticesofthecheckerboard solid,wewould havefound an analogoussym m etry

breaking.Thenonzero valueof�sa� �sb isclosely related to theappearance[5]ofa nonzero

orderparam eterm xa � m xb in thelanguageofthespin Ham iltonian Eq.2.

Ifwewereto use�nitesizescaling techniquesto locatetheprecisephaseboundaries,it

would be necessary to scale the im aginary tim e length L� asa powerofthe spatiallength

Lz
x
,where z isthedynam ic criticalexponent.Aswe have earlierdescribed,itm ay bethat
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di�erentvaluesofz areassociated with thetwo transitionso� half{�lling,in which casethe

�nitesizescaling analysisism uch m oredelicate.[9,10]W edo notsee thenecessity ofsuch

a study here,sincethesupersolid phaseoccupiesan extended portion ofthephasediagram ,

and itsexistence isnotpredicated on proving thedistinctnessoftwo transition points.

Figures 10 and 11 provide com pelling evidence for the existence ofa supersolid phase.

Our physicalpicture ofthis supersolid is one in which � = 0:5 ofthe bosons freeze into a

rigid solid structure,whiletherem aining�rem ain m obile.Aswehaveseen,a signaloflong

range orderthen ispresentin both the diagonalhninjiand o�{diagonalhaia
y

jichannels.

W e have conducted oursim ulations ofthe BH Ham iltonian in the canonicalensem ble,

and havepresented ourresultsby specifyingthedensity �ratherthan thechem icalpotential

�. In describing the nature ofthe phase diagram itisim portant to note thatdue to the

existence ofa gap in thesolid phases,the�{�relation isnon{trivial.Ifthegap isnonzero,

when we dope our system even slightly away from half{�lling,the chem icalpotentialis

shifted by aconsiderableam ount.In thelanguageofthespin Ham iltonian,Eq.2,asizeable

�eld H z isrequired to change the m agnetization ofthe gapped Ising phase. In Fig.12 we

illustratethispointby drawingthe�=V 1{1=V1 phasediagram .A sweep atconstantchem ical

potentialreveals a supersolid window. A sweep at �xed density skirts the pure solid and

rem ainsin the supersolid phase. Thisiswhy we see in Figs.10 and 11 a supersolid foran

extended region V > Vcrit ratherthan in som e narrow region between phasesexhibiting a

singletypeoforder.

Ifwe now exam ine densities � < 0:5,we �nd qualitatively sim ilarresults: a superuid

phase gives way to a striped supersolid phase as V1 increases. By these m easures,hole

or particle doping appears qualitatively sim ilar. The sam e is true of the checkerboard

supersolid,where resultsforhole doping are entirely rem iniscentofthe analogousparticle

doped case.

In fact,however,som ething ratherdi�erent doesgo on with particle and hole doping.

In Fig.13 weshow theground stateenergy asa function ofdoping forV0 = 7,V1 = 3,and

V2 = 3.Forthese param eters,aswe have seen,we have a striped supersolid o� half{�lling
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and a striped solid at � = 1=2. The change in slope ofE 0 at � = 1=2 reects a jum p

in the chem icalpotentialwhich is,in fact,just the gap in the solid phase.[24]. There is

nothing particularly unusualhere. The strange feature occurs for the checkerboard case.

In Fig.14 we show the ground state energy as a function ofdoping for V0 = 7,V1 = 3,

and V2 = 0. The fact that E 0(�) is concave down for � < 0:5 indicates an instability to

phaseseparation.Previousstudies[29]havesuggested thepossibility ofphaseseparation in

system swith attractive boson interactions. However,we do nothave these Lennard{Jones

typepotentialshere,only purely repulsiveones.Itisnotim m ediately apparentwhy m obile

holes(orparticles)in a rigid solid background should segregatethem selves.

A possible explanation,however,is as follows: Consider an isolated doped hole in a

checkerboard solid. In orderto m ove to anothersite ofthe sam e sublattice,itm ust pass

throughaninterm ediatesiteontheoppositesublattice,astateofenergy2V1.Thusthehole’s

e�ective hybridization iste� = t2=2V1. (Thissortofargum enthaspreviously been used to

predicttheshapeofthephaseboundary in theonedim ensionalextended BH Ham iltonian,

in good agreem entwith sim ulations.[31])Iftwo holesareneareach other,theinterm ediate

stateislowerin energy,so thee�ective hybridization isincreased.Thissuggestsa possible

m echanism forphaseseparation:increased m obility ofholeswhich propagatecoherently.Of

course,theincreasein te� ispartiallyo�setby theentropy costofcon�ningoneholenearthe

other. Unfortunately,there appearsto be an analogousincrease in te� fordoped particles

which areproxim ate,so thisreasoning doesnotexplain thefactthatE (�)isconcavedown

for � < 0:5 only. Nevertheless,the sim ulations provide com pelling evidence for a lack of

particle-holesym m etry.

Inprinciple,onecanalsoexam inetheissueofphaseseparation throughanom aliesinS(k)

forsm allk. However,ouruse ofthe canonicalensem ble m akes thisapproach non-trivial.

Furtherwork on thequestion ofphaseseparation isneeded.
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V .SIM U LAT IO N S O F T H E H A R D C O R E M O D EL

W e now exam ine the phase diagram in the hard core case. This is im portant to do

fora num berofreasons. First,itallowsusto m ake a connection to the spin m odellim it,

Eq.2. Second,aswe have seen atV0 = 7,som e ofthe interesting transitionsoccuratV1

and V2 values which are getting ratherlarge,while we expect in m ost physicalsituations

thattheon{siteV0 should besubstantially greaterthan thenearneighborinteractions.One

consequenceofthis,isthatthedoped bosonsin thesupersolid phaseforoursoft{corem odel

could m ove on the occupied sublattice,since the costofV0 waslessthan the coordination

num berztim esthenearneighborinteractionstrengths.Inthehardcorem odelsuch m ultiple

occupanciesareforbidden,and we wantto m ake surethatourconclusionsarenota�ected

by thischange.

Fig.15 showsresultsforthe superuid density and structure factorsforthe half{�lled

case. W e sweep V2 at�xed V1 = 3. A N�eelphase appearsatsm allV2. ForlargerV2 the

superuid phase appearsbeforem aking a transition into a collinearsolid foryetlargerV2.

IfV1 issu�ciently sm all,the N�eelphase atweak V 2 iselim inated,and thesystem rem ains

superuid down to V2 = 0.Data forthisand othersweepsissum m arized in Fig.16 where

the resulting ground state phase diagram isshown. Note thatwe �nd the superuid{N�eel

solid transition atV2 = 0 occursata valueV1 closeto 2t,which istheresultexpected based

on them apping to thespin m odel,Eq.2.

Asin the softcore case the weak coupling superuid extendsoutalong the V2 = V1=2

strong coupling boundary between the two solid phases. Unlike analogous studies [31]in

1D,thissuperuid wedge isdi�cultto close,a phenom enon which we earlierexplained by

the large degeneracy ofcom peting solid phases along the strong coupling line. W e have

conducted sim ulationsalongthelineV2 = V1=2and �nd thatthesuperuid density vanishes

atV1 � 7. Interestingly,there isno insetofsolid orderatthispoint. This needs further

study,forexam pleto understand ifsom edisordered dim erphasem ightexistin thisregim e,

in analogy with related spin system s.
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Fig.17 isa plotfora doped lattice with � = �� 1=2 = 0:0625. The m ain di�erence is

that,asin thesoft{corecase,thereisa superuid tailafterthestructurefactorexhibitsthe

transition into the solid phase.Thatis,there isa supersolid in the hard{corecase aswell.

Asexpected,doping inhibitssom ewhatthe form ation ofcrystalline order,so thatstronger

couplings are required to induce the crystalline order as is seen by com paring the doped

phasediagram ,Fig.18,with Fig.16,thephasediagram athalf{�lling.Despiteconsiderable

rounding ofthe transitions,scaling analysesconclude thatthe regionswhere S islargeare

indeed ordered.

Finally,Figs.19a,b show theground stateenergy asafunction of�llingforthehard{core

m odelatV1 = 8;V2 = 0 (N�eelsolid),and V1 = 8;V2 = 4 (collinearsolid),respectively.The

dataarequalitatively sim ilarto thesoft{corem odel.In thecollinearsolid E 0 isconcaveup,

with a changein slope at�= 1=2 which isthegap.In theN�eelsolid E 0 showsa tendency

forphaseseparation.

V I.R ELAT ED ISSU ES

Up to now wehavefocussed on theground statephasediagram oftheBH Ham iltonian.

Itisinteresting to consideralso thebehaviorofthesystem at�nitetem peratures.Herethe

m otion ofdoped bosonsin theBH m odelwhich wehavestudied with oursim ulationshasa

closeconnection with theideaof\defectons"in asolid [14]wherequantum tunnelingcaused

by the �niteness ofthe de Boer param eter delocalizes lattice defects at low tem perature.

Itisalso ofinterestto study the behaviorofthe di�usion constantD forthe fullrange of

tem perature. Here we expect that defects are localized at high T,and D �rst decreases

exponentially asT islowered in thisclassicalregim e. D should then exhibita plateau as

quantum di�usion takesover,and ultim ately increaseagain asdelocalization occurs.W hile

they focuslargely on the behavior ofsingle defectons,Andreev and Lifshitz also consider

the possibility of long range Coulom b interactions causing localization into a \defecton

superlattice".Ourinsulating checkerboard solid isin factan illustration ofthis.TheBose{
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Hubbard m odelwith only on{siteV0,hasno solid phase at�= 0:5,butwhen V1 isturned

on,an ordered latticedoesform .

W ehavefocussed hereon zero tem perature,the�nitetem peraturephasediagram ofthe

2D BH m odelwould be interesting to study aswell. The solid transitionsare in the Ising

universality class,and hence have a �nite Tc. Sim ilarly one expectsa Kosterlitz{Thouless

type�nitecriticaltem peratureforthesuperuid transition.Asforthetopologyofthephase

diagram ,severalpossibilitieshavebeen explored byLiu and Fisher[5].Oneintriguingcaseis

theappearenceofatetracriticalpoint;wherethethreeordered phases(superuid,supersolid

and solid)com e together,giving way to the disordered phase with furtherincrease ofthe

tem perature. This happens within a lim ited,but �nite range ofparam eters on the m ean

�eld level.Thecorrespondingscalingtheorywasdeveloped byNelson and Fisher[33].Other

alternatives include a supersolid phase which exists only at�nite tem peratures,and that

thetetracriticalpointissplitintobicriticalpoints.[5]W ehopetotakeup som eoftheissues

in a furtherpublication.

In thepath integralrepresentation oftheBH partition function used in oursim ulations,

theparticlenum berconservation leadsto boson \world lines" propagating in theoriginal2

spatialdim ensionsplusan additionalim aginary tim edirection which runsfrom 0to�.This

picture hasbeen used to suggestclose analogiesbetween the physicsofvorticesin Type II

superconductors [34]and the phase diagram ofthe 2D Bose{Hubbard Ham iltonian. Frey,

Nelson,and Fisher,[35]have recently discussed both therm ally driven and quantum phase

transitions,for exam ple as caused by the introduction ofdefects or interstitials into the

Abrikosov lattice,in these vortex system s.Thisalso hasclose connectionswith theresults

wehavediscussed here.

V II.C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaperwehaveconsidered quantum phasetransitionsin theBose{Hubbard ham il-

tonian. W e identi�ed severalphases: solid and supersolid phases with N�eeland collinear
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patterns,furtherm ore a superuid and a M otttype insulating phase. The phase diagram

hasbeen determ ined analytically and thespin{wavespectrum hasbeen calculated.Thedy-

nam icalcriticalexponentsateach transitionswerecalculated and preexisting controversies

were settled. Our num ericalwork { utilizing Quantum M onte Carlo m ethods { provided

a detailed study ofthe di�erent phases. Concerning the phase diagram the existence of

supersolid phaseshasbeen forcefully con�rm ed. These phasesexistonly o� half{�lling,in

accordance with the m ean �eld results,butin disagreem entwith som e recentclaim s. The

possibility ofphase separation in the m odelhas been investigated as well,and provides

evidence fora violation ofthepreviously assum ed particle{holesym m etry ofthem odel.
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Figure C aptions

Fig.1:M ean �eld phasesM F oftheXXZ spin Ham iltonian Eq.2 on a 2D squarelattice.

Fig.2:Hard corem ean �eld phasediagram athalf{�lling�= 1

2
from com paringtheenergies

ofsuperuid,N�eeland collinearsolid.

Fig. 3: Hard core m ean �eld phase diagram (bold lines) away from half{�lling for m =

j�� 1

2
j= 0:2 from com paring theenergiesofsuperuid,N�eeland collinearsupersolid.Thin

linesindicatethephaseboundariesathalf{�lling m = 0 (seeFig.2).

Fig.4: Hard core m ean �eld phase diagram ,m agnetisation m versusV2,for�xed V1 = 3.

SS denotesthesupersolid phases.

Fig.5:Hard corem ean �eld phasediagram ,m agnetisation m versusV1,for�xed V2 = 1.

Fig.6: Spin wave dispersions in the (a)N�eelsolid,(b)atthe N�eelsolid{N�eelsupersolid

boundary,(c)in the N�eelsupersolid,(d)atthe N�eelsupersolid{superuid boundary,and

(e)in thesuperuid.In allplotsV2 and V1 are�xed to V2 = 1:5,V1 = 4:and them agnetic

�eld h (H z in thetext)isvaried.

Fig.7: The superuid density �s and S(�;�)asa function ofV 1 forV0 = 7 and V2 = 0.

Thedensity �= 0:5and �= 4.Thetransitionsin �s and S(�;�)appeartooccuratroughly

thesam evalueofV1.

Fig.8:Thesuperuid density and structurefactorasafunction ofV2 atV0 = 7,V1 = 2:75,

and �= 0:5.

Fig.9: The ground state phase diagram ofthe BH m odelat�= 0:5 and with a softcore

on{siterepulsion V0 = 7.

Fig.10:The superuid density and structure factorforthesam e param etersasin Fig.7,

exceptnow thesystem isdoped to�= 0:53.A superuid tailrem ainsin the(checkerboard)

solid phase.

Fig.11:The superuid density and structure factorforthesam e param etersasin Fig.8,

exceptnow thesystem isdoped to �= 0:56.A superuid tailrem ainsin the(striped)solid

phase.
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Fig.12: The qualitative T = 0 phase diagram ofthe Bose{Hubbard m odelisillustrated.

A sweep atconstant�(fullarrow)could cutacrossthephaseboundariesasshown,reveal-

ing a supersolid window,while a sweep ofconstantdensity (dashed arrow)rem ainsin the

supersolid phase atstrong coupling.The M ottinsulating phase atlarge �hasdensity one

boson persite.

Fig.13:Theground stateenergy asa function ofdensity forV0 = 7,V1 = 3,V2 = 3.

Fig.14:Theground stateenergy asa function ofdensity forV0 = 7,V1 = 3,V2 = 0.

Fig.15: Superuid density and structure factorsversus V2 forV1 = 3. The density � =

0:500:

Fig.16: The phase diagram ofthe half{�lled hard{core m odel. The dashed linesare the

resultsoftheM ean Field analysispresented earlierin thepaper.

Fig.17: Superuid density and structure factorsversus V2 forV1 = 3. The density � =

0:563:

Fig.18:Thephasediagram ofthedoped hard{corem odel.

Fig.19: Ground state energy versus density forthe hardcore m odel. (a)V1 = 4;V2 = 0

and (b)V1 = 4;V2 = 4.
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