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Several models of a strongly interacting Bose gas in an alpkidtice are studied within the functional-
integral approach. The one-dimensional Bose gas is briefbudsed. Then the Bose-Einstein condensate
and the Mott insulator of a three-dimensional Bose gas aseriteed in mean-field approximation, and the
corresponding phase diagrams are evaluated. Other chiaséictquantities, like the spectrum of quasiparti-
cle excitations and the static structure factor, are obthfrom Gaussian fluctuations around the mean-field
solutions. We discuss the role of quantum and thermal flticls and determine the behavior of physi-
cal quantities in terms of density and temperature of theeRgs. In particular, we study the dilute limit,
where the mean-field equation becomes the Gross-Pita@ggkdition. This allows us to extend the Gross-
Pitaevskii equation to the dense regime by introducingmeatized parameters in the latter.
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1 Introduction

The quantum statistics of non-interacting particles waaldished by S. N. Bose in 1924|[1]. Bose was
able to deduce Planck’s radiation law on the assumptionghelt quantum state can be occupied by an
arbitrary number of indistinguishable photons. By appiythis idea to the quantum statistics of an ideal
gas of Ny, atoms enclosed in a volunié, A. Einstein predicted the occurrence of a phase trang#ipn
Below a critical temperaturg,, a certain fraction of atoms would “condense” in the groutadesof the
system. This phenomenon is called Bose-Einstein condeng&EC).

In a homogeneous ideal Bose-gas (i.e., in the absence otamakpotential), the critical temperature
of the ideal Bose gas is given as([3/ 4, 5,6, 7]

27TFL2 Ntot %
kpT, = 1% : 1
B m (C (%)) 1)

wherekg is Boltzmann’s constant; is the reduced Planck’s constant,; = N/V is the particle density,
m is the mass of the particles, atflr) is Riemann’s Zeta-Function. The condensate fraction isrgas

0 if T >1T,.

no _ 3
Ttot 1—(%)2 it T < T,

: (@)

whereny is the condensate density.

Historically, the first candidate for a possible realizataf Bose-Einstein condensation was superfluid
“He, discovered by P. L. Kapitza in 1934 beldy = 2.2K. Although superfluid Helium is far away
from the ideal Bose gas considered by Einstein becausearfgsinteractions between the Helium atoms,
the phenomena of superfluidity and BEC are related. Supditffuivas first explained by L. D. Landau
in 1941 by an argument which is based on the idea that thesitganf a fluid depends on the existence
of quasiparticle excitations. Those excitations are egkaly friction between the fluid and a wall of the
container. When the fluid has a velociyrelative to the wall, these excitations are relevant ontdir
creation at momenturk is energetically profitable, i. e. if the excitation energyegative [4]:

Ex+hk-v<O.

Here Ey is the quasiparticle spectrum. In other words, the supdrfludestroyed by excitations if the
velocity |v| exceeds a critical value. with
. Ex

Ve = MiNgk Wk
where the minimum is calculated over all the valuekotf the spectrum is linear for small momenta, a
non-zero value of. is found. It is important to notice that superfluidity and BEf@ not identical. For
instance, an ideal Bose gas can condense, but it is not suigattle to Landau’s principle, because the
excitation spectrum is quadratic inand therefores. is zero. On the other hand, a weakly-interacting
two-dimensional Bose gas satisfies Landau’s criteriondpesfluidity, but long-range order cannot appear
due to the Mermin-Wagner theoreim [8/ 9] 10], therefore tieen® BEC.

In an interacting Bose gas of uncharged atoms, the mainibatitm to the interparticle interaction
comes froms-wave scattering between two particles. The charactefestigth scale here is the scattering
lengthas. We assume to be positive, although it can also be negative in trappeseByases (without
trapping potential a Bose gas with negatiyes instablel[4]). For theoretical description, usually timody
interaction is assumed. Approximately, the two-body iat&ion potential can be written in the form of a
o-potential:

Vin (r —1') & g 6(r — ') . 3
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Here, g is the strength of the repulsive interaction between twmhss It is connected to thewave
scattering length by the relationl [4]

_ dra h?

g= : (4)

m

This approximation is justified if the, is small compared to the thermal de Broglie wavelength,riter-
particle spacing, and the characteristic length scaleefripping potential [5]. It is possible to tune the
scattering length over a large range of values (positiveedkas negative) to reach the strongly interacting
regime, where Bogoliubov theory is not applicable anymdrélfl [12]. These magnetic Feshbach reso-
nances became possible after the development of optigglitrgas an alternative to magnetic trapping.

After the introduction of an external potentidl,, the full Hamiltonian of the Bose system in terms of
bosonic field operators is

= [ | 0) (5o 4 Vo)) 900) + S0 @ @) ©

The ground state of this interacting many-body system i&notn, therefore the condensate density can-
not be defined by the population density of the ground st&eeiti the ideal Bose gas. An appropriate
definition for a homogeneous system is the concept of “cdfydnal long-range order” which was devel-
opedinthe 1950'$]4,/5, 13]. The condensate density is diyehe long-range behavior of the one-particle
correlation function

o= lim ($*(0)d(x)) . (6)
If the one-particle correlation function decays exporadhytor algebraically, the condensate density is zero.
An algebraic decay is found in a two-dimensional Bose gasvatémperature and in a one-dimensional
Bose gas at zero temperaturel[14].

1.1 Dilute Bose gas

When the mean distance between atoms is large comparedirtedhttering length, which is the case when
notas < 1, the system is said to be in the dilute regime. In this cageetfect of interaction is small. A
consistent mean-field theory of a dilute Bose gas which iglvat low temperature¥’ < T, was given by

N. N. Bogoliubovin 19473, '4]. The condensed phase is deediby replacing the bosonic field-operators
by the sum of a complex condensate order parandgi@nd fluctuations out of the condensate as

'JJ(rv t) =g (I‘, t) + ’L/NJ(I‘, t) ) (7)

where the field operators of the fluctuations fulfill bosonic commutation relationshid theory gives
elementary excitations out of the condensate which havenbggy spectrum

h2k2 h2k2
Eyx = 2gno + (8)
2m 2m

wherek is the wave vector. It is linear for small momenta (“phonoecpum”) and therefore satisfies
Landau’s criterion for superfluidity, in contrast to Eiriste non-interacting Bose gas with a quadratic
energy spectrum. An important feature of an interactingeBgases is the ground state depletion, which
means that even & = 0 the condensate fraction is smaller thenThis is also found in Bogoliubov
theory. In a dilute Bose gas, the condensate depletion if.sma

The condensate order parame®gris connected to the breaking of the gloB&|1) symmetry, which
reflects the fact that the replacement

By (r,t) — “Py(r, 1), 9)



wherec is a global phase, does not change the physics of the systesphase: can be chosen arbitrarily,
but once it has been chosen, the symmetry is broken. Thigisabe in the BEC phase. This phasis
responsible for the fact that the quasiparticle spectrufadn (8) vanishes fok = 0: The Goldstone-
theorem states that the existence of a brakéh) phase symmetry leads to a gapless excitation spectrum
[15].

The order parameter is interpreted as a macroscopic waeidarand can be split into its modulus and
phase:

Dy (r,t) = |Po(r, 1)| /T . (10)
The local condensate density is related to the modulus eduxrthe order parameter
no(r,t) = |@o(r, t)* (11)

and the gradient of its phas€f(r, ¢), is associated with the velocity field of the condensed atdbness
and Pitaevskii have independently derived an equation sordee the dynamics of the order parameter,
which is known as the Gross-Pitaevskii (GP) equation|[4]6, 5

2m ot

The third order term inby, which is proportional to the interaction constgntcan be interpreted as the
coupling of the order parameter to the local particle dgresitgiven in Eq.[(1]1). For stationary solutions
of the GP equation we use the ans@t{r,t) = Py (r) exp(—iut/h), whereu is the chemical potential.
The GP equation then reduces to the stationary form

R s 2 0
(——V + Vext (r) + g|Po(r, )] ) D (r,t) = ih—Py(r,1) . (12)

h2
(——v2 Vo) — u+9|‘1>o(r)|2> Bo(r) = 0. (13)

2m

1.2 Trapped Bose gas

The experimental realisation of a weakly interacting BE@ inagnetic trap achieved in 1995 by E. Cornell
and C. Wiemann at Boulder and W. Ketterle at MIT in vapor§@b (@, = 5.77nm) and**Na (as =
2.75nm). This became possible by a combination of evaporatieérocpand laser cooling. These systems
are well described by Bogoliubov theory and the GP equation.

For models of the trapped condensates as those realizegéniments, usually a harmonic trap poten-
tial of the general form

Vet (r) = Via (1) = 3 (w22” + iy + w22?) (14)
is assumed. For an ideal Bose gas, the critical temperatgjieen as/[4]
1
Ntot 3 1
kT = hwno (—) , Who = (Wawywy)3 (15)
@ .

in contrast to the critical temperature of a homogeneous BEEZ). (1). Instead of Eq[{2), the condensate
fraction in a trapped condensate is

no 0 if T >1T,.
:{ 1—(%)3 if 7 < T,

(16)

Ttot

In rotating BECs, quantized vortices and vortex latticegehiaeen observed, a phenomenon which is
also known in type-Il superconductors and superfftkig [16,/17]. Vortices are observed by absorption
imaging [18].
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If the condensate is in rotational equilibrium at anguldoeity 2 around thez-axis, the critical angular
velocity 2., at which the creation of a vortex occurs, as well as the ldtalsind dynamics of vortex
cores and vortex lattices have, can be calculated by mimgithe free energy within the GP approach
[19,[20,[21 2P, 23].

1.3 Light scattering and structure factor

Light scattering experiments on BECs allow the study of dgfisictuations. In so-called Bragg scattering
experiments, light scattering is studied as a stimulatedgss, induced by two laser beams which illumi-
nate the atomic sample [24]. In scattering events elemgmetatitations are created, and the momentum
and energy transfer is pre-determined by the angle anddrexyudifference between the incident beams.

The most important quantity here is the dynamic structucefes(q, w), which is proportional to the
excitation rate per particle. Herq,= q: — q;, andq; is the wave vector of the incoming; is the wave
vector of the reflected light beam, ands the frequency difference between the two laser beams.

The dynamic structure factor describes a correlation batveedensity fluctuation at timtg = 0 and at
timet; = ¢ and is defined as the expectation valu€ [25]

S(aw) = 5 [ (a0 0)) ¢t a7

with the density operator in momentum space, which is gigen a
o = [ el = S g (18)
k
in Schrodinger representation and
[)q(t) — 67i(1217,u]\7)t/h/3q 6i(1217,u]\7)t/h ) (19)

in Heisenberg representation, where anddfg fulfil bosonic commutation relations. Integrating over all
frequenciess one obtains the static structure factor

S(a) = /S(q,w) dw , (20)

which is equivalent to the line strength of the Bragg resaeaithe static structure factor is then given by

Eqg. (20) as

1

S =
(a) N
In the ground state of a non-interacting condensate, thie steucture factor is unity, and in the Bogoliubov

ground state, it is given as

(Pa(0)pg (0)) - (21)

h2q2
- 22
Sta) = 5, (22)

whereEj is the quasiparticle spectrum given[in (8). This result feentoriginally derived by R. Feynman
for the static structure factor of superfliitie [26], and will be reproduced in chaplér 4. In the regime of
long wave lengths this becomes

_ hld|
2me

S(q) +0(¢) , (23)

wherec is the sound velocity.
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Fig. 1 Zero temperature phase diagram of the Bose-Hubbard moldelatd in mean-field theory.

1.4 Optical lattices

Recently, ultracold gases were superimposed by optidaddat which are created by standing waves of
laser fields[[2]7]. There are one-, two- and three-dimensioptcal lattices. The lattice potential of a
three-dimensional cubic optical lattice created of thregpndicular laser beams parallel to the coordinate
axes, is of the general form

Viatt (r) =V, sin2(q0x) +V, sin® (qoy) + Vs sin® (q02) , (24)

where the amplitude¥;, V,,, V. are proportional to the intensity of the laser field. Togetiih the
harmonic trap potential given in Eq.{14) the external ptédnf the atoms i9/.¢(r) = Vir () + Viags (v).

A one-dimensional Bose gas, where the movement of atomsyipoasible in one direction (e.g. the
direction), can be created by tightly confining the partiolation in two directions (the- andy-direction)
to zero point oscillations. This can be done by increasiegthplitudel,, andV,, until tunneling of atoms
through the lattice wells is prohibited. W, = 0, the Bose gas is trapped in one-dimensional tubes, and if
V. # 0 but small compared t¥,, andV},, a one-dimensional lattice is created where atoms can onhel
between neighboring lattice-sites in thalirection [28].

The conventional model for a single-component system obi®s$n an optical lattice is the Bose-
Hubbard model. Assuming @&dimensional simple-cubic lattice potential wigh = ¢, = ¢. = ¢ and
Ve =V, =V, =V,/3, it has the form[[28, 30, 31]

A J e o U AdAd A A
HBH:_ﬁ Za;“ar/—i—ZV}(zjar—i—E afal apay (25)

(r_’r/> r r

wherer, r’ denote the discrete positions of the lattice sitesnda™ are bosonic annihilation and creation
operators and the sum of the kinetic term runs over nearégtingr sites only. The positiory of sitei is
at a minimum of the lattice potential, i.&.¢ (r;) = 0.

The Bose-Hubbard model can describe a new phase, the Muoitabor (MI). It is characterized by a
complete loss of phase coherence between different laties and an integer number of bosons at each
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0.0 0.1 0.2
J/U

Fig. 2 A projection of the phase diagram of the Bose-Hubbard madtieé vicinity of the point, where the two Mott
lobes meety andJ are in arbitrary energy units after the projection.

lattice site (“lobes” in the phase diagram in Figl 1). Thesla$ phase coherence has been shown in
experiments [27]. The Ml is favored if the on-site interaotl/ dominates the hopping.

In the hard-core boson model, which will be discussed intiiewing sections, each lattice site cannot
be occupied by more than one boson. Contrary, the Bose-Hdbi@del which allows multiple occupation
to the price of the interaction enerd@y. The existence of BEC phase in the three-dimensional harel-c
boson model has been proven rigoroushy [32].

The Hamiltonian of the hard-core boson model can be writteteims of creation and annihilation
operatorsi;” anda, with the usual bosonic commutation relatidas, ;] = 0 for different sitesr # 1’
They have the additional hard-core property

a2 = (d+)2 =0, (26)

which limits the occupation number at lattice sitéo 0 and1. With those operators, the Hamiltonian is
[33,[34]

~ J
o JRNEPN A
Hhc——ﬁ<gl>arar/—|— Er ‘/rarar- (27)
r,r

The hard-core boson model can be understood as a projettiommore general Bose-Hubbard model
in the vicinity of those points of the phase diagram, where adjacent Mott lobes meet (Figl 2). This is
similar to the picture which was applied to the tips of the Males in a recent paper by Huber et al.1[35].

It is based on the following idea. The number of bosons perisifixed in the Mott state. For adjacent
Mott lobes this means that the corresponding Mott statdsrdifkactly by one boson per site. Now we
consider two adjacent lobes withandn + 1 (n > 0 bosons per site), respectively and assume that the
chemical potential is fixed such that the ground state is th Mate withn particles per site. Low-energy
excitations of this state for a grand-canonical system &es where one or a few sites (eg.> 1
sites) haven + 1 bosons, all other sites hawebosons. Thé& excessive bosons are relatively free to move
from site to site on top of the Mott state. Therefore, the physics of these excitationsbheadescribed
approximately by the tunneling of ttkeexcessive bosons alone. Due to the repulsion of dideissumed

to be not too small, it is unlikely that a site with+ 2 bosons is created. Consequently, these excessive
bosons form a hard-core Bose gas.



1.5 Outline of the following sections

In sectio 2 the functional integral representation isadtrced in the form as it is applied to the models
which are reviewed. It is shown that all physical quantitiea be derived from of the functional integral
representation of the grand canonical partition function.

In section B, exactly solvable models are presented, nathelideal Bose gas and a one dimensional
hard-core Bose gas an optical lattice. Sedfion 4 presentsimary of the results of the weakly interacting
Bose gas on the level of Gaussian fluctuations around thefieddrsolutions. It leads to the well-known
results of Bogoliubov theory. Two approaches to the dengene of strongly interacting bosons are
provided in sectioh]5.The first one will be called the paifednion model, and the second is based on the
slave-boson approach.

2 Functional integral method

2.1 Grand canonical partition function as functional imstg

The grand canonical partition functiogh of a many-body system contains all information about the-the
modynamic equilibrium properties of that system [3]. Faregi Hamiltonian/ it is given as the trace of
the density operatar.

[) — efﬁ(lilf,ul\?mt) , 7 =Tr (ﬁ) (28)

Here,5 = 1/(kBT) is the inverse temperaturejs the chemical potential and the particle number operator
iS Niot = Y, atae. Itis possible to write a grand canonical partition funatio terms of a functional
integral [36/ 1 1]

2.1.1 Bosonic functional integral

Consider a bosonic many-body system given by the Hamilmﬁai;f, G«), where the creation and anni-
hilation operatorg? anda,, fulfil bosonic commutation relations:

[aa? aﬁ] - 6(¥B ’ [a(!7 a,@] [a’l_a a;] =0. (29)
The indexa denotes the statea) of an arbitrary single-particle basis, eqgcan denote a lattice site or a
wave vector. The grand canonical partition function is gias a functional integral over the complex field

o:

Z— tim [ e-A@ 9 HHd¢ d%" (30)

M—o0
n=1 o

with the action

M Z {Z ¢a n+1 |: Qba n+1 = (ba,n) Hhan +H(¢a n+1a¢a n)} . (31)

We require for bosons the periodic boundary conditions = da,ar+1 andey, | = @7, 5, ;- The function

H(#}, 141, Pa,n) IS Obtained from the HamiltoniaH (i, a,, ) by making the replacemenig — ¢ et
anda, — $a,n- After performing the limitd/ — oo, n plays the role of a continuous imaginary time
variable. Usingr := nhf/M we can write

M—o0
n=1 o

Z= [ 49D (otr) . D" (1o(r) = Jim [[]2exdler
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and

hB
Ao = [ ar {Z¢ ) (e = ) énr) + HOGL ), ¢>z<r>>} . (33

In the following we keep\! finite during the calculations and the limif — oo is performed in the end.

2.1.2 Fermionic functional integral

In the case of a fermionic many-body Hamiltoniéméj;, ¢a ), the creation and annihilation operators fulfil
the anti-commutation relations

G fls = 0 s [eanéals = 6. 64] = 0. (34)

A functional integral of a fermionic system is given as amegral of conjugate Grassmann variables. The
definition of a Grassmann algebra can be found in refs.[[3637} Here it shall only be mentioned that
the variables of conjugate Grassmann fieldg are anti-commuting, i. e.

wa,n'l/)ﬁ,m = _¢[5,mwa,n 5 &a,n"[’ﬁ,m = _&ﬁ,md_}a,n P lza,fﬂﬁﬁ,m = _¢[5,m7/_)a.,n P

and a Grassmann integral gives unity only if it is performedraa full product of all variables, and zero
otherwise:

/&a,nwa,n dwa,ndﬂza,n =1, (35)

[ Wendiian = [ Gondbondinn = [ Yondbondinn =0, (36)

Using these rules, the functional integral of the fermiogiiand canonical partition function can be
constructed by analogy with Ed._(30) as

M
oy ~A(D9) ;

In the action[(3L), the complex variableg, ,,, ¢... have to be replaced by the Grassmann variables
Ya.ns Ya.n, and the periodic boundary conditions have to be replaceantiyperiodic boundary condi-
tionsya,1 = —Ya, M1 andd?a_yl = —1/_)%1\”1. The same replacements can be done in the imaginary time
functional integral defined by Eq$. (32) ahdl(33), then thegration measure i (B2) is replaced by

D((r)¢(r)) == lim_ H [T d%andtpan (38)
n=1 «

for the Grassmann fields. (For the construction of the famnet integral for bosons and fermions with
coherent states see Appen(dix B)

2.2 Correlation functions

Physical quantities can be written in terms of expectatialnes. The expectation value of an arbitrary
operatorX is given by the relation

(X) = % T (X 5) (39)
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with the density operatdr (28). The general statjgarticle correlation function (CF) is defined as a product
of n creation andr annihilation operators:

Crl1, s By B1) = (0t ---ab ag, - ag,) . (40)

In the functional integral representation of a bosonic easystan expectation value of some function
f(o*, #), which depends on the complex field variables, is defined as

(@ 0) = 5 [ 167,00 ID( (n)o(r)) (41)

Note that in a fermionic system, the complex fields have todpdaced by Grassmann fields, otherwise
there is no difference in the formalism. To translate théest@F (40) to an expectation value in terms of a
functional integral, it is necessary to introduce a dynamjgarticle CF, which depends on the imaginary
time variabler. Therefore we introduce the imaginary time Heisenbergaesgmtation of the bosonic
creation and annihilation operatdr$ anda,,:

d;r(T) — e"’(ﬁ*#Ntot)/hd;re*T(ﬁ*#Nmt)/h (42)

da(T) _ eT(H_MNmt)/hflae_T(H_NNwt)/h ) (43)
The dynamia:-particle CF can now be defined as

Cn(Q171, oy QT BuTrtls - - -5 P1Ton) = <d:1 GIEE ~€LG (Tn)ag, (Tat1) - - - G, (T2n)) . (44)

An expectation value of the complex field variables is giveraa expectation value of a time ordered
product of the creation and annihilation operators in thiséteéberg representation [36]. The time ordering
in the imaginary time variable is indicated by the time oigioperatorl’. The ordering begins with the
largest imaginary time and ends with the smallest. The milaftranslation of an expectation value of
a time ordered product of operators into an expectationevafta product of complex field variables is
simply

(G2 (1) = B, () b0,a (Tt1) = B, (Tan)) =

<Td;r1 (7'1) T d;rn (Tn)dan+1 (TnJrl) © Ay, (7'271» . (45)

Introducing a time-slice > 0, the staticn-particle CF[(40) can thus be constructed by
Cn(alv" .,O[n;ﬂn,.. '751) =

lim (af (7+ (2n—1)e)---af (7 +ne)ag, (T4 (n—1)e)---ag, (1)) =

e—0

lim (47, (7 + (2n = 1)) - &g, (T + ne)dp, (T + (n—1)e) -~ dp, (7)) (46)

e—0

Note that this expression is independent oBecause the imaginary time is periodic with periodicif
it does not matter which pointis regarded as the beginning of a period, thus in particuéacan assume
7 = 0. In general, it is not possible to replace the limit— 0 simply by puttinge = 0, because the
limits for ¢ > 0 ande < 0 are not necessarily the same. This feature reflects thelfaictie creation and
annihilation operators do not commute in the operator ftisma

Some relevant physical quantities which can be calculated €orrelation functions shall be mentioned
here:
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2.2.1 Total particle number

The total particle number is derived from the grand candmiagtition function by [[3]

10

— —logZ. 47
3 o508 (47)
Applying Eq. [4T) toZ as it is given in Eqs[(32) anf (B3), we get

Ntot =

hp
Niot = Eh_%% % / [za: /0 oo (T + €)¢Q(T)dT] e~ A D(* (1) p(7))
Because of the independence of the CFs,afle have
Nior = lim > (#7,()¢a(0)) - (48)

The particle occupation number in statés
ne = lim (¢7,()¢a (0)) - (49)
e—0

If o denotes a position in space or a lattice sitg,is a local particle density, if is a momentum index,
ng 1S the momentum distribution of particles.

As has been mentioned before, it is not allowed to put the-8hee s = 0 in general, because in the
discrete-time definition of the action (31), thedependent term is given by

ﬂ M—1
—1f 2 D Hbhnt1fan (50)

n=0 o«

and therefore occupies the off-diagonal matrix elementhénimaginary time index. It should be noted
here, that it is also possible to construct the functiongdgral with theu-dependent term being on the
diagonal matrix elements, i. e.

M—1

/3 *
_M Z Z'u¢a,n¢0t7n . (51)

n=0 o

In this case the occupation number wouldihe= (¢ (0)¢,(0)), which means that the expressions for
the physical quantities significantly depend on the definitif the functional integral, which in some cases
might be more convenient. However, in this chapter we wik¢éhe off-diagonal representation given in

©0).

2.2.2 Condensate density

The condensate density of a BEC is a measure for the off-deldang range order of the one-particle CF.
It has to do with the spacial range of the one-particle CF Andd should denote a position vector (in a
continuous system) or a lattice site (in an optical latti¢e)terms of complex variables, the definitign (6)
of the condensate density in a system without confining piatea

no = lim lim/{¢}(e)dy (0)) . (52)

r—r’—oo e—0
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2.2.3 Density-density correlation function

The density-density CF is a two-particle CF. It describes ghacial behaviour of density correlations,
which means that here denotes a position index as well. In terms of field operatdssdefined as

D(r — ') = {frier) = (Y5 et o) (53)
and in terms of complex field variables it is given as
D(r —x') = lim (67 (2)0r(0)65 (2)6w (0)) &9

A good physical quantity, which describes correlations efiglty fluctuations is the truncated density-
density CF

Dtrunc(r - I‘/) = <'fLr'fLr’> - <ﬁr><ﬁr’> . (55)
The Fourier transform of the density-density CF is callezigtatic structure factor

1
Ntot ;

S(q) = D(r —r')e* (=) (56)

3 Exactly solvable models

3.1 Ideal Bose gas
3.1.1 Hamiltonian and partition function

In this chapter we will survey the basic results of the praslg mentioned quantities for an ideal Bose gas.
This seems to be reasonable, because it allows us to inedldeenethods we will apply for an interacting
hard-core Bose gas as well. Contrary to the interactingesyséxact analytic results can be found for the
non-interacting case of the ideal Bose gas.

A non-interacting Bose gas in @&dimensional cubic lattice with nearest-neighbour hogpihand
lattice constant is given by the Hamiltonian

J——Zaar—i—JZa (57)

(r,x’)

with the dispersion relation

d
ex=J — chos(ak,,) , (58)

wherek, is the v-th component of thel-dimensional wave vectdt. Note that the sum over nearest
neighbors(r;, r;) means, that the indexruns over the entire lattice and the indgxuns over all sites,
which are nearest neighbours af This means, that each bond appears twice in the sum, onheawit
hopping process from sitgto sitej and vice versa. For small wave vectéighe lattice dispersion can be
approximated by the translation invariant counterpart

. dn?

h2k?
2m*

€k —

wherem* is the band mass.
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We apply the discrete time action given in Eq.l(31) and penftire limit A/ — oo at the very end. It is
possible to write the functional integr&l {31) in the form

M
Z = lim_ exp[ > Z AL Prem E[Hdcbiz_,ndm,n, (60)

k n,m=1 n=1

where the relation between the complex fields in real spagéramomentum space is

1 .
d’r,n = = elk.r(bk,n 3 (61)
gD
and the matrix elements of®) represent the structure of the discrete imaginary timeabéei
1 0 N
b 1 0
N 0 —bk 1 . . B
A% = ;obk=1——(ex—p). (62)
0 —bk K 0 M
: 0 1 0
L 0 |

The entry in the upper right corner is necessary to realigg@#riodic boundary conditions. The Gaussian
integral can be integrated out and we get

Z = lim [[det A% = 1im []|1- L Blac—m\"
M—o0 . M—o0 h M

If we now, as a final step, perform the limif — oo, we get the correct form of the grand canonical
partition function of an ideal Bose gas [36]:

z=1] [1 - e—ﬁ<6k—u>] o (63)
k

-1

3.1.2 One-particle correlation function

As already discussed in sectionl2.2, the momentum distoibaind the condensate density in a Bose gas
can both be described by the one-particle correlation fancef. Egs. [4B) and(52). Thus we should at
first calculate the one-particle CF for an ideal Bose gasirega to determine those quantities. To achieve
this we again start with the discrete time functional intégind take the limit\/ — oo at the end of the
calculations. In this sense, we define the imaginary timedédent one-particle CF in momentum space as

C(ky, T3 ko, T2) = (Biey iy Phona) =

M M
* 1(k *
Jim — / Gy sy Doz ma XD [ g 21¢k,nA;%¢k,m 1;[ H dje ndbicn - (64)
where the indices, ny are defined such that
M(nl,z —1)<ma2< %711,2 . (65)
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The Gaussian integrdl {b4) picks out a matrix element ofrikierse matrixA—!:

C(kla T1; k27 7-2) = hm (A(kl )ng ny 5k1 ko - (66)

— 00

Therefore it is necessary to determine the matrix eleméndsé. By means of the unitary transformation
matrices

1

U, — — 621\7 nm UyJer _ — 677 nn (67)
we can diagonalize the matrix to get
. B Oin
(UAR) ) j = — s
1—bgenm™

=3 i

M

(AW = [UHU(AW) Ut

This sum is given in the Appendix. The result is

" 1 b it j>n
Ak = — k . - 68
(AR50 = 1—byx{bﬁf+"—ﬂ if j<n (%8)
Performing the limit\/ — oo in (€3) we get
k1 k e(m2—71)(ex—p)/h if >
C(k1,71; ko, 7o) = T o Blen—n) 6715(:1‘7#) { e(n—re=hB) e/l i 1 < 1 (69)

Using this result and the definition (46), the one-partidrei@momentum space for an ideal Bose gas is

. Ok K/
. I\ __ * _ 5 _ ,
Ci(k;k ) = g% (Pr(€)dw (0)) = Blac—n) —1 O,k Nk (70)
whereny is the usual momentum distribution of an ideal Bose gas.

In the condensed phase, where the chemical potential takeslue, = 0, the momentum distribution
function diverges ak = 0. In this case, the lowest momentum stkte- 0 is macroscopically occupied
and builds the condensate. The condensate density in ges<given by

Ny
=, 71
no N ( )
The normaliation with the number of lattice sit4§is necessary, because in the BEC phase the ground
state is the only macroscopically occupied state, wherkadheer occupation numbers are of the order
of unity. The total particle density in the condensed phashé sum of the condensate density and the
particle density of all excited states. In the thermodyrdimiit, the sum becomes an integral:

d3k
(2m)3
It should be noted here, that in one and two dimensions a ceatie cannot exist. The reason is, that the
integral [72) is divergent in these caseg if- 0, because, behaves liké:—2 for small momenta.

This definition of the condensate density in an ideal Boségjalso compatible with the more general
definition via off-diagonal long range order given in Eg. )52

Niot = No + /Nk (72)

3 . ,
lim  lim(¢k(€)pp (0)) = lim C(r;r') = lim d°k Ny elkE=r")

r—r’—oo e—=0 r—r’—oo r—r’—oo (271')3
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3.1.3 Structure factor

From Egs. [(54) and (56) the static structure factor can baided. The fourth-order correlation function
can be calculated using Wick’s theorem (Apperidix C):

;ig% <¢1*< (€)Pk1+q(0)PrtaqlE) i (0)> =

lim [(ic (€) dac+a(€)) (P +q(0) P (0)) + (D1 (€)1 (0))(Phcr 4.4 (0) Preta(€))] =
Nk k+qNw Ok +q,k + Nk (Nirq + 1) Ok q k+q -
Forq # 0, the first term vanishes. Thus we find the result

1

S =
(a) N

Z Nie(Nieyq +1) (73)
k
In the BEC by separating the ground state and excited stateget

1
S(q) =1 =+ 2n0Nq + N— E NkaJrq . (74)
tot k;é{O . }
,—4a

Instead of Eq.[(54) one can use the more convenient definititerms of expectation values without time
slices

S(@=14—> ($1(0)$ 1 4(0)d1csq(0)d1 (0)) , (75)

N,
tot kK’

which leads to Eq[{74) as well. Graphs for different tempemregimes are shown in Figl. 3.

3.1.4 Random walk expansion and world-lines

In this section a very intuitive method of diagrammaticailyualizing a grand canonical partition function
shall be introduced for an ideal Bose gas in an optical mtii@amely the random walk expansion|[38, 39].
We will perform the same expansion in the following chapfersa system of hard-core bosons, in order
to demonstrate the effect of the hard-core condition.

The grand canonical partition function of an ideal Bose gasd-dimensional cubic lattice is given by
the functional integral Eq[{60). But here we use the reakspepresentation. The time structure of the
matrix A is the same as in EJ_{62), but instead of the dispersiorioalat we use the hopping matrix

Jow = { aJ/2d icl:tag;;vr?se:rest neighboursv (76)
which establishes the spacial structuredofand make use of

érer = Jew + J Oer (77
Thus we can write

Avwrinm = Sumbent — G + Sn10mar) | — - (Exns — )| (78)

M

where the termd,,; 4,,, s accounts for the upper right matrix elementfin](62) whiclsesifrom the period-
icity in imaginary time.
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the relationimg— S(g) = 1.

Fig. 3 Static structure factor of an ideal Bose gas of free pagichd T' = 0, S is constantly unity and hasdapeak
atg = 0. At0 < T < T. itdiverges, and al" > T. it reaches a constant negr= 0. All cases are characterised by

The idea of the random walk expansion is to expand the ofjatial part of the exponential in the
functional integral expression in terms of the field varésbl

M
exp _Z Z Qb:,n/irr/;nm(br/,m =

r,r’ n,m=1

lrr/,n
M 1
exp [—zz(bm,n] >

B .
. 5rr’ - 77 \brr’ — 6rr’ r’,n—
lrr’ n' H (br,n < M (E H ) (b s 1
r n=1 {ln/,nZO} ’ r,r’,n

= ﬁrr’
The abbreviatiori,,. has been introduced for convenience. The functional iategn be solved by using
the identities

| e | [ [CHE RS

(79)
wherem,, ,, 1= err/m andm,, ,, := erlmﬂ
r’ r’
and
/ « dop*d
/(¢*)m¢m e_(b ¢ M = m'émm’ .
1

(80)
This results in the following form of the grand canonicaltfimm function as a sum over all indicés. .

z= ¥ H(mr,n!fsmr,n-,m;,n) 11 {M] .
{

Lo )
e/, n 20} T1

; rr/,n-:
r,r’',n

(81)
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[
38/M 1
28/M 1
BIM  +
0=0) 1

Fig. 4 Random walk expansion of an ideal Bose gas; world-line dizgr

Note that it is necessary to defif@.)° = 1 here, even for the vanishing matrix elementsiof

One possible interpretation of this expression is as fatoach term of the sum can be represented
by a diagram, where a particle propagation from sitg imaginary timer to siter’ at timer + h3/M is
indicated by an arrow. So each patrticle is characterised“iodd-line” showing its movement through
the lattice in imaginary time. The contribution of a certdiagram is defined by the following properties:

e The number of particles (arrows) propagated from sitat time (n — 1)i5/M to siter at time
nhf/M is given byl .. In the case of nearest neighbour hopping, particle prajmaga one time
steph3/M is only possible between neighbouring sites, or the partitdys at the same site.

e The number of particles (arrows) which are propagated &orsitt timenh3/M from the previous
time step isn, .

e The number of particles (arrows) propagating from site timen/,3/M to the nexttime step is;. ,,.

e Particle conservation is assured by thunction in Eq. [81), such that,. , = m;, ,, is equal to the
number of particles at siteand timen#s/M.

e There is a periodicity in imaginary time: Time= /f is equivalent to time- = 0, so the diagrams
have to be periodic in time.

Note thatin the ideal Bose gas, ,, > 1is possible, i.e. more than one particle can occupy the sattiee!
site at the same time. This will be excluded to establish #rd4tore interaction in a Bose gas.

3.2 Hard-core bosons in/1
3.2.1 General remarks

The main feature of the one-dimensional hard-core Bosesg#sat the particles cannot interchange their
position. An interesting consequence of this property ésetjuivalence to an ideal non-interacting one-
dimensional Fermi gas. However, it is important to mentibiat this equivalence does not hold for all
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physical quantities in momentum space, namely for thosehvhare given by one-particle correlation
functions like the momentum distribution [40,141,| 42| 43].44 is possible to calculate the momentum
distribution by means of a Jordan-Wigner transformatiee . g. refs/[36, 45]). This approach has been
used in a couple of works [2B, 46,147]. However, this probleithiwot be addressed here. On the other
hand, quantities given by two-particle correlation fuans like the density-density correlation function
and the dynamic structure factor are the same for hard-amerts and for ideal fermions.

The zero temperature phase diagram of a hard-core Bose gasmerdimensional optical lattice shows
three phases [48]: An empty phase (EP), an incommensurasegfCP) with a particle number per lattice
site of 0 < nyoy < 1, and a Mott insulator (MI) withny,y = 1. Here we will especially be interested
in the phase transition between the ICP and the MI phase forazed non-zero temperatures. Again, the
guantity we chose for investigating this transition is ttadis structure factor. It has also been consideredin
other works about one-dimensional Bose gases, in the wa#khacting regime as well as in the strongly
interacting regime [49, 50, 51, 52].

As has been demonstrated for the ideal Bose gas, a randonexyadksion leads to a world-line picture.
To make the mapping to a system of ideal fermions possiblgstto be assured that world lines cannot
intersect each other. So instead of constructing the fonatiintegral by starting from the Hamiltonian,
we choose a different way and construct it by starting oubftbe random-walk picture directly.

When the random walk expansion for a system of ideal spiritessions is performed, one obtains a
sum which is analogous to the sum in EQ.1(81) with two impdrthffierences: Because of the nilpotent
property of the Grassmann variables, the fermionic analdgnt [80) reads

/ PP e Apdap = Sy (60 + Omt) - (82)

This means that all terms, where the particle numbey, or m; ,, is larger thanl at lattice siter, do

not contribute. This reflects the Pauli principle or in theeaf hard-core bosons, the hard-core property.
The second is that the Grassmann variable analog to EJ. €t9)am additional sign because of the
anti-commutation property. To avoid this problem it is pbksto construct a world-line model where
world-lines do not intersect. For this purpose we adopt gr@grh to the statistics of directed polymers
in two dimensions [53].

3.2.2 Particle density and phase diagram
It has been shown that the grand canonical partition funésigiven by the functional integral [48]

Z = lim exp Z Z Z wk n,] n _)]ljj z/]k n,j’ H dz/]k,n,j dz/;k,n,j (83)

M—o0
n=1 j,j'=1 M k,n,j

with the2 x 2 matrix

27y 1 27y 1 i
Gty = ¢ O o1 G e D et (84)
! —ary(L+e) —e % (n3) 41— £y
This integral can be performed and it yields
—2MN
o BN e
Z = N}gnoo (1 — detG™" (85)

whereN is the number of lattice sites. The one-particle correfefimction of the fermions at equal times
can be calculated as

C(k) = A}TOOM ZIGH (86)
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1.0

Ntot

0.5

0.0
-2

Fig. 5 Total particle density of a hard-core Bose gas in a one-daeal optical lattice calculated from E§.{89), for
both zero temperature (solid line) and finite temperatuasitéd line).

Fig. 6 Phase diagram of the one-dimensional hard-core Bose gasatemperature with an empty phase (EP), an
incommensurate phase (ICP), and a Mott insulator (MI).
This sum is performed in Appendix A.4. After performing tiveit M/ — oo, the result is

1 1 1
( ) 2 (1+85(Jcos§#) 1+e,5(,‘]cos§7‘u) ( )

As was mentioned before, the one-particle correlationtfianadoes not lead to the momentum distri-
bution. However, the total particle density of the bosongii®n by taking the fermionic one-particle
correlation function in real space

27
Clr,r') = C(k) ekr=") dk

i - (88)
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atr = r’. This can be shown by applying the expression (47) of thé patdicle number to the partition
function [83). We need an additional factoriof2 because of our special construction:

0 . 1 0

Nioy = log Z = N}lgloo % 3_H

25 o [—2MNlog (1 - %,u) — log det CAJ}

1
7N_2B—Zl\fﬁoo]\/[7dz wrtjdjrtg

So, because oy 1%rn1) = (Vrn2trn2) = C(r,r), we find the result

n — Ntot
tot N
for the total particle density. Note that the time slicavhich was necessary for the definition of the total

particle density for weakly interacting bosons (see Eq))(48 absent here, because of the construction of
the Green’s matrix. The zero temperature result is

=1-C(r,7) (89)

0 if p<—J
lim nge =4 1—21 arccos( )If —J<pu<d . (90)
Aroo 1 if u<J

Graphs for zero temperature and finite temperature areeglottFig [5. Both graphs are symmetric to the
pointu/J = 0, nyot = 1/2. This reflects the particle hole symmetry of the system: Beeaf the Pauli
principle a given configuration of the system is symmetritht® configuration, in which each occupied
site is empty and vice versa. Further one can see that thensystempty {.; = 0) if u/J < —1, and it

is a Mott-insulator .. = 1) if 4/J > 1. The phase transitions between the EP and the incommeasurat
phase with) < n¢.t < 1, and between the ICP and the M, are characterised by a diepstppe of the
curve at the transition points. At non-zero temperaturesttarp phase transition is smeared out. The zero
temperature phase diagram is depicted schematically ifg-ig

3.2.3 Density correlations and static structure factor
We define the truncated density-density CF of the hard-coezBjas as

D(T - T/) - <1Lr,n.,1wr,n,1’¢_)r’,n,1wr/,n,1> - <’[Z)r,n,1wr,n,1> <’[Z)r’,n,1wr/,n,1> . (91)

_ 2
= Mot

Using Wick’s theorem for Grassmann variables as given inelgix G, we find
(rin1Urn U 1 1) = iy — Cr,7)CO(r' 1)
leading to the result
D(r—1")=-C(r,7")C(',r) . (92)

The static structure factor is related to the density-dgi@#F by means of a Fourier transformation which
is shifted by unity, and a normalisation. We use the definif#g, 50]

Zr,r/ D(’I’ _ ,,J)eiQ(T*r’)
Zrﬂ‘/ D(T - T/)

It is the analog to the definition of the static structure dactf an ideal Bose gab (I75), where the tefrm
appears when the time slice is canceled in the expectatiae wAthe complex fields. Expressed in terms

S(g) =1+ (93)
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of the one-particle CF in momentum spacék) by applying the Fourier transformation in E.{88), the
above expression reads

T CR)CU + q) dk |

JZTC(k)? dk

S(g) =1 (94)

We want to investigate the static structure factor at zerptrature in the ICP near the phase transitions
to the EP and the MI. Because of the particle-hole symmesgudised in the previous section, both tran-
sitions should be symmetric with respect to the physicsgiftlscattering. Let us first discuss the region
u > 0. Defining the characteristic wave vectgr we find the result

s g <2k
S(g) =1 1 if 2k* < ¢ <2m—2k* . (95)

24 if g > 2 — 2k

In order to keep the particle hole symmetry for the statincdtrre factor, in the regiop < 0 we make

the substitutiorC' (k) — 1 — C(k) in the expressiori (94), and find the same result as in [Ed. (B&9.
expression for the density-density TKr — r’) near both phase transitions we get from the Hgd. (88) and
(©2). At zero temperature it is

D(r—1') = <%—T_;7;))>2 . (96)

The characteristic wave vector can be written in terms ofdbed particle density((89):

* 2T N0t if Niot < 1/2
k= { 27T(1 - ntot) if Niot > 1/2 ’ (97)

Near the phase transitions whefe= | — p.|/J < 1, we havey = (1 — §)J at the ICP-MI phase
transition, and: = —(1 — §)J at the ICP-EP transition. Here, we can approximate

E* ~ V85 . (98)

For a homogeneous impenetrable Bose gas the rdté fplayed by the Fermi wave vectby = mnyo;
[50]. In our result[(9F7)k* depends linearly on the density as well as in the regign < 1/2, but the
discontinuous slope of the functidri(n.) at the pointi,s = 1/2is a consequence of the optical lattice
potential. The relatiod(23) allows us to identify the eatitn spectrum
hk*
e(q) =heg+0(¢%), c=—. (99)

m

which is linear for small values af, wherec is the sound velocity. The density-density CF and the static
structure factor near the ICP-MI phase transition are @tbith Fig.[T.

The density-density CF shows characteristic oscillatiaite length A = 7/k*. This length scale
diverges at the ICP-EP and ICP-MI phase transition Wjth;,; and1/(1 — ny.), respectively. Thus it
can be used as a measure for the distance of the system to threeta phase transitions. In the EP and
the MI phase, the density-density CF vanishes because abthence of particle number fluctuations, and
the static structure factor saturatesst@) = 1.

3.2.4 External trap potential

In the previous sections a system in a translational inmal#tice was considered. Calculations have also
been made for a one-dimensional Bose gas in a harmonic ttaptjd (48]
m

Vir)= Ewﬁo(ar)z , (100)
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4
—— 114/3=0.9985
11,11=0.9991 1
S(q)
—— 114/3=0.9985
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Fig. 7 Truncated density-density correlation functibf{r — r’) and static structure factd#(q) in the vicinity of
the ICP-MI phase transition. The transition point isi@t = J. For the ICP-EP phase transition, the situation is
symmetrical.

Fig. 8 Local particle density for system in harmonic trap potdrtia= 0.7, ma’wi,/2 = 3 x 10~°) with varying
tunneling rateJ. A Mott plateau appears in the center of the trapQ) as.J is decreased below a critical value
Jp ~ 0.70. (Fig. taken from ref.[[48].)

where agaim is the lattice constant, ang,, is the harmonic oscillator frequency of the trap. The nuoari
result for the local particle density at zero temperatumgasted in Fig.[8, where the formation of a Mott
plateau can be seen below a critical valle A similar behavior was found for the one-dimensional
Bose-Hubbard model with a harmonic trapping potential [54]

The properties of the density-density CF and the staticttra factor are qualitatively the same as in
the translational invariant case)(r) vanishes wherp is reached, owing to the fact that there are no
density fluctuations within the plateau. The characteristigth scales become larger as the Mott plateau
is reached.
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4 Weakly interacting bosons. Bogoliubov theory

Before discussing an interacting Bose gas in an opticatéative begin with the derivation of the Bo-
goliubov approximation for a dilute homogeneous Bose géthofigh the Bogoliubov theory can also be
applied for bosons in a lattice potential, a Mott-insulgtphase is not found within this approximation
[55]. Many aspects of the physics discussed in this chaptax sip in the hard-core Bose gases in optical
lattices as well.

4.1 Derivation from saddle point approximation

It might be interesting to derive the results of Bogoliubbedry from the functional integral point of
view. The method which will be used here and in the followihgjaters is the saddle point approximation
(or: stationary phase approximation, Gaussian approiamgj36,[56,/57]. It allows to find a mean-
field solution plus fluctuations around the mean-field restite mean-field solution is connected to the
condensate order parameter, while the fluctuations cottiairinformation about the quasiparticles and
their spectrum. The saddle-point approximation is gooeag bs these fluctuations are small.

The main idea of a saddle point approximation is to expanddkien of the system around its minimum
up to second order in the field variables. This leads to a Gaugstegral which can be performed. The
action of a bosonic system is given in Eq.](33), where in thisecthe indexv shall denote the position
vectorr. Together with the Hamiltoniafl(5) of the interacting Boses gve have

Ao =1 [ dT/d3r{¢*<r,T> (12 1) = g9+ Veal)] 0.7

+2 16,7’ } . (101)

By minimising A with respect to the complex fields we get a mean-field equébiotne condensate order
paramete®d(r, 7):

0

2
(_;_mv2 + Vet (r) + g |<I>o(r,7)|2) Do(r,7) = — (E - ) Do (r, 7). (102)

After performing the analytic continuatioﬁ; — —ih% and omitting the chemical potential term, this
is identical to the time-dependent Gross-Pitaevskii éqnafl2). We recall that the invariance of the
mean-field solution under a gauge transformatfion (9) witthgl phasev reflects the broken global(1)
symmetry of the BEC phase.

To find the results from the previous sections in this chapterassume a homogeneous system, i.e.
Vext(r) = 0 in the action[(T01). Further we assume that the mean-fieldisalis constant in space and
imaginary time:®q(r, 7) = ®¢. In this case, the solution of Eq.(102) is

o2 = np = g . (103)

We now write the complex field as the sum of the mean-field soiyilus fluctuations
d(r,7) =Py + 0¢(r,7), ¢"(r,7) =P+ Ip"(x,7) , (104)

where the complex field of fluctuation® is considered to be small, such that those terms in the action
which are of higher than second order in the fluctuationspeaneglected. We split the quasiparticle field
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into its real and imaginary part and wride(r, 7) = 6¢' + 16¢”, d¢*(r,7) = d¢' — id¢”. The expansion

yields
1 (" 5¢/ S v —ing ¢/
A=~ Ag+ = dr [ d3 . 2m 105
O+h\/é 7'/ T<§¢//) lﬁ% V2+2M <6¢//)7 ( )
where we have already eliminated the condensate order pggaby Eq.[(103), and the zeroth-order part
of the action is

4 2
Ao =BV (=ulof? + o) = 51 (106)

Becaused, does not depend on the field fluctuations, and the second $eofsiecond order id¢ and
d¢*, the functional integral for the grand canonical partitianction

2= [ A0 5D (00" 1, 7) (107)

can be performed because it is Gaussian. We Fourier transher field of fluctuations with respect to the
spacial coordinate like

o¢ (r,7) = \/W Z Sy (1) cos(k - r) (108)
6¢//(r, T) = \/W Z 6¢ Jcos(k - r), (109)
with the constraint§¢;, = d¢’ , andd¢;, = d¢” , and thus get
N 1" Sl (7) a  —ihZ ¢4 (7)
A=dots | dg( b ) (a ol ) (5ob)) (10

with the free-particle dispersion relatiep = 42k?/2m. It is further possible to perform a Fourier trans-
formation with respect to the imaginary time coordinate afi, mamely

Sf(r) = LZ(SO;;{M cos(wnT) (111)

S () Za¢ cos(wnT) (112)

with the Matsubara frequencies for bosans = 27n/hj and the constraintés, , = d¢y _,, and
0y o, =00y _, - This leads to the form

00
A=Ag+ ( kwn) kw,,( kWn) 113
0 Z kwn ( ) 5¢k o ( )
and allows to identify the quasiparticle Green’s functiag (x 2 matrix in this case)
—1 . o €k lh{/.)n
G (k,ihw,) = ( iy e+ 2 > . (114)

The excitation energies of the quasiparticles are giverhbypbles of the quasiparticle Green’s function
[36], which are found by solving the equation

det G (k,ihw,) =0 . (115)
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After performing the analytic continuatidhw, — FE) we get
Ek = €k (2,LL + Ek) ) (116)

which is identical to the Bogoliubov spectrum, if the redathy = 1/g is inserted.

4.2 Partition function and condensate depletion

To find the correct expression for the grand canonical pamtifunction as well as for the correlation
functions, we have to perform the same steps as in sdcfiofi, idmely to start with the discrete-time
functional integral and sending the number of time st&pgo infinity at the end. By analogy with Eq.
(&0), the discrete-time version of E. (110) is

. 56"
Adlscrete = AO+Z Z ( 5 ﬁ ) Agzl:r)z ( 5¢}(7m ) ) (117)

k n,m=1 k,m

whereA¥) has thel x M structure

B b 0 0 —bx
~b B by 0
o 0 —i)k : .
A0 — o ) (118)
0 —bk ' —bl*{ 0
0 B b
—bi b B |

in the imaginary time variables andm, and each matrix entry is by itself2ax 2 matrix:

.1/ B 1 i A (1+%&p 0
bk_2(1 M(Gk-i-,u))(_i 1) , B_< 0 1--# . (119)
The matrix can be diagonalized by using the same unitargtoamation [[6F), which was applied for the

ideal Bose gas. This yields
(UARUT ), =

g 0\ (B cos (25n)  sin (2n)
Okn [( 0 1‘%# > (1 M(ﬁk‘i'ﬂ) —sm( T ) cos(g ) - (120)
Using the product given in Appendix A.6, the determinanthef inatrix can be found as

det A®) = (1 - % (ex + u)) -2+

9 M 2 M
<1+%\/W+O(%)> +<1—%\/€k(6k+2ﬂ)+0<%)> ]-(121)

Thus we obtain the grand canonical partition function of Bogoliubov Hamiltonian (after omitting a
constant factor):

S]] 3 BV u? 8 1
Z =e " lim [det A(k)] = exp (2—> H ez (1) [cosh(BEy) — 1] 2 . (122)

M —o0
k#0 k#0
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The distribution function of the particles outside of thadensate is given as

N .1 A (k)7 — (k)7 —
(1) = (061 (0)061c(0)) = (364 (0)%) + (365(0)) = lim 5 (([A%]5 ) + (A%)g3)un)
(123)
with the 11- and the22-component of the matrix with respect to the 2 structure. After inversion of the

matrix (I20) and the back transformation, the matrix eleimean be found and after performing the limit
M — oo we get

_ 1 atp B
(nk) = 5 + 2 Ex coth (2Ek) . (124)
The quantity
A3k
Ntot — Mo = /<nk> W (125)

is called condensate depletion. Contrary to the ideal Basatgs non-zero at zero temperature.

4.3 Static structure factor

The static structure factor is given by the fourth-orderastption value[{45), which we used for the ideal
gas before. We replac®, by the order parametdr, and for non-zero momenta we replage — .
After splitting the fluctuations into real and imaginaryfpand applying Wick’s theorem for real variables,
we get a similar result as in Eq._(74). The difference to tleaidose gas is, that the anomalous expectation
values(¢y.¢* ) and (¢px¢_x) also give a contribution here (for simplicity we have droppke time
variable). The contribution of the anomalous expectatines after splitting it into its real and imaginary
partis

(60500 ) + (60q0d—q) = 2 ({(5¢1)%) — ((361)%))

such that the static structure factor is given as

N N * *
S(q) =1+ 2—O<nq> + — (<§¢q§¢7q> + <6¢q5¢—q>) + Z (ni) (nk+q) =
Ntot Ntot k¢{0.7q}
N,
L (0007 + D (na)(mra) - (126)
o kA{0,~a}
After performing the limitA/ — oo we find
N2\ g LAt Ll B
((66)%) = lim S[AW] = itig ot (3Fa) - (127)

If we neglect the last term in Eq[_(1126) which is quadratichia momentum distribution, this expression
reduces to

S(q) = 2 coth (gEq) . (128)
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To determine the type of the decay of the density-densitsetations for large distances (i.e. exponen-
tially or algebraically) at zero temperaturedndimensions in the BEC phase, we Fourier transform the
static structure factor for small wave vectors, becausgdhe relevant for large distances

eiq'rddq ~ 7|q| eiq'rddq . (129)

~ eiq-r d. q2
r) /S(q) & /\/2(M+J)q2+q4 V2(p+J)

This expression shows an algebraic decayl ka 1 the decay is proportional to/r? (in agreement with
the result[[3b) of the one-dimensional system){ is 2 it decays likel /r3, and ind = 3 like 1/7* (see
AppendiXD). In the empty phase, all CFs vanish completeiead temperature. Thus, the static structure
factor is constantly unity.

5 Strongly interacting bosonsin the dense regime

5.1 Paired-fermion model
5.1.1 Bosonic molecules of spin-2 fermions

We now introduce a model of hard-core bosons which are aactsl by molecules consisting of pairs of
spin-1/2 fermions, as an alternative to the hard-core boson modekder to distinguish it from the latter
this model will be referred to as “paired-fermion model”.

A general model which was introduced to study the dissamatif bosonic molecules into pairs of
fermionic atoms in an optical lattice was proposed in e8] [%t is given by the Hamiltonian

H— iNyot = —— Z Z & ylro — 24 Z ¢ Tcr/¢c ¢Cr’J, —uz Z & ero . (130)

o=t v o=tl

The indexo =1, | denotes the spin. The first term describes tunneling of iddal fermions with raté
and the second term tunneling of local fermion pairs. Sim#amiltonians were proposed in a couple of
works for homogeneous systems, in order to study the BEC-8GSsover([59, 60, 61]. In contrast to the
lattice-Hamiltonian[(1300) they do not exhibit a Mott instilg phase.

Because the main interest here shall be the model of haslbomons, we consider the cdse 0 in the
following, i.e. we exclude the existence of dissociatednienic atoms. Further we will write the index
o = 1,2 as superscript instead of the spin indide$. We write the grand canonical partition function
of the system in terms of a fermionic functional integral diedd of conjugate Grassmann variables as
defined in Eq.[(37) with the action

Afcrm(w 7/) Z { Zwr 77,+l r n+1 = n - 1 @ Zw n+1w;‘7,71

+% Z Jrr/wi,n-ﬁ-lwi/,n f,n+17/)12",n} ) (131)
r,r’

with anti-periodic boundary conditions in time. Here, wesdaeplaced: — /2 due to the fact that

the chemical potential is associated with the numbepaifed fermions (i.e. to the bosonic molecules),

hence the factot/2 in front of the term which containg, while in Eq. [I30), N, is the particle number

operator of single fermions.

In the world-line picture, the paired-fermion model given 8., is represented by pairs of fermions
with opposite spinl and2 whose world-lines always stay together while they tunnedulgh the lattice.
Tunneling of unpaired fermions does not exist. The wonta4i of two fermions of species 1 and 2 always
stick together while tunneling through the lattice.
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5.1.2 Hubbard-Stratonovich decoupling

The idea of a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation is taodete a quartic term of a many-body system
by writing it in terms of a Gaussian integral [62]. The origifield variables are then only of second order
and can be integrated out such that the system is represemiiedy the field variables of the Gaussian
integral.

We perform a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation on ttetesy of paired fermions [58] given by Eq.
(@I313). Only the term which describes hopping of fermion p@muartic, so we will decouple it. Contrary
to the case of the hard-core boson model, it is not necessaeytd decouple the entire off-diagonal term,
because the term describing the discrete-time derivatidetze term containing the chemical potential are
already of second order. For the matrix with fermionic boanyctonditions we write

~ferm

%wmmzzwmm+1—5mamM)ﬂ Jerr 4 5 6nm (132)

M
and insert the identity

const. X exp ——Z Z Jrr ¢rn+17/’r/ wrn+1w

r,r’ n,m=1

1
A~ f *
= /exp{ E E sprn ri{H;Lm 901‘/,771_ g E Xr,nXr,n
r,n

rr’nm

H d@:,nd@r,ndX:,ner,n
2m)? :

+ Z r,nrrmn lcpr ,n + Xr n) + &i,n#»l&in#»l(i@r,n + Xr,n)} }

r,n

(133)

The parametes cares for the convergence of the integral of the complex {welﬂorvf,crr,”,’m we have the
eigenvalues

vltfﬁlm = e_i%("_%)%ék + s, (134)

therefore one has to chooséarge enough such that all eigenvalues are non-negativbglsides this con-
dition the choice of is free. We integrate out the Grassmann field in the funclioimegral representation
of the partition function, like we did in the previous seatio

7 . Ay nderndxy ndxen
Zferm = /eXP [_Aferm(sp y Py X aX)] H - (1‘27_{_1)2 : : (135)

r,n

with the action

Arerm (970X X) = DY @ (0l) ™ e+ = Zxrnxrn Zlogdet G, (136)

I‘[‘ n,m r,n

where we have introduced the matrix

A — i r.n + Xr.n 1
G b= (Snm 1, ' c % * )
) ( 1 _(1901',71 + Xr,n)
0 1+2
_(6n,m+1 _6n15mM) ( 1— By 021\'{ > . (137)
2M



30 Ch. Moseldy, O. Fialkd, and K. Zieglet: Interacting bosons in an optical lattice

5.1.3 Saddle-point expansion
Under the assumption

Prn =P0 Pran=P0 Xen =Xo Xrn = X0 (138)

that the mean-field solution is constant in space and timeand-ourier transform the matr(?k;; =G;!
in Eq. (I3T) with respect to the discrete-time index:

G-l = ipo + X0 1— e 37 (n—3) (1 + 2/%)
— o oou
3 (1 N 26_#) —(ivg + x0)

n _i2m ( (139)
By the use of the identity_, (o5 )~! = (s — 8J/M)~! we have:

1—e ™
rr’;nm

Afprm _ oo
NM s+ ﬁ—MJ

+ L
SXOXO

M 2
1 : P * _gi2m (. 1 ﬁ,u 2w, 1
_M;bg l_(lsl’O‘f'XO)(l(Po‘f'Xo)—l—e 2187 ( 2) (1— (m> ) +2e i7 ( 2)‘| .

(140)
From the saddle point conditions
aAferm aAferm aAferm aAferm
= =0 = =0 141
8‘:0:,71 Opr.n ’ 8X?,n OXr,n ( )
we find the mean-field equations
X0 _ i, _‘POW -G, (142)
S S + 57
wheredG is calculated in Appendix’Al5 and the result is
2
G——Jels o |22y <J|9‘70|) . (143)
S

N2+(J|soo|)2 2

S

We find a trivial solution withpy = ¢ = xo = x§ = 0 and a non-trivial solution with broketi (1)
symmetry. For the mean-field action we find (after integga€iwith respect tdpg + xo):

2
A B = 2 g cost [ 2+ (M) , (144)
s S

The complex fieldg andy are expected to fluctuate about the SP solution due to themadaduantum
effects. If we keep our expressions only to the first order of 3/M, making use of the notation
0r = (0p,m+1 — On,m)/7 and denoting\ = i¢ + x andA = i¢* + x*, then

W1, [(SA 0
G l=Gy +< o _sA ) (145)
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where
A—-1 A0 T(a‘r - N)
& ( )
Applying the Taylor expansiom(1 + z) = » — 22/2 + ... we get

logdet G =trinG~! =trln [Ggl + ( a0 ﬂ ~

0 —6A

~trln Gl (G [ 02 O i (146)

FEmEe TR 0 —6A )]
Calculating the trace ip = {¢,w} representation we get

7~ / Dlsg)exp [-5A™™] (147)
wheregd Aferm s given by

~ N —1
6Aferm = Z Z 5()01*{771 (gk;nm) 6901(,771 . (148)
k nm

Here,G represents the Green’s function of quasiparticle fluctuat{AppendiXE).

5.1.4 Results for the paired-fermion model

It turns out that even on the mean-field level, the pairedifen model shows some interesting physical
results. The condensate density we get via the definitiopdba@ the mean-field approximation that the
CF factorizes for large distances:

no = lim <1511-,n+11512',n+1w12'/,nw11'/,n> = <_1%.,n+1’[z)3,n+1>< E’,nwi/,n> : (149)

r—r’—oo

Further, the CFs which are of second order in the Grassmddndie given by the diagonal elements of
the matrixG whose inverse is given in EqC{137). These diagonal elenametequal taG/2 from Eq.
(143):

GQ

_ - G
<w11',n+1w12‘,n+1> = < 3’,nw11‘/,n> = 5 = ng = T . (150)

Thus, from the Eqs.[[(143) and (150), together with tie— oo limit of Eq. (142), one finds a self-
consistent equation for the condensate density:

J =/ p?+ 4J2ng coth {gx/uz +4J? no] . (151)

The total particle density we get from the mean-field aclibf) is

1 gAferm 1 1 L 8
of = ——— = - tanh |Z\/p? +4J2
Ttot ﬂ./\/' aﬂ 2 + 2 ,LLQ + 4J2 ng an |:2 " + 1o

(152)
1 I .
3 (1 + j) in the condensed phasey(> 0)
_ (153)
% {1 + tanh (B—;)] in the non-condensed phase (= 0).
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Fig.9 (a) Phase diagram with phase boundaries between the BEC andrifeondensed phase for different temper-
atures. FokpT # 0 there is only one phase boundary between a BEC and a non+sediphase. The energy unit is
arbitrary because of a simple scaling behavid)y Critical temperature of BEC formation.
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Fig. 10 Total particle density and condensate density for zero ézatpre (thick lines, given by Eq$. (154) ahd (155))

and for non-zero temperature (thin lines) plotted agaihstrical potential.

It might be interesting to mention that all these mean-fiekuits do not depend on the paramatethich
was introduced in the Hubbard-Stratonovich transfornmefiio the convergence of the Gaussian integral.
The phase boundary between the BEC and the non-condenssel peaget from Eq.[(1%1). The
resulting phase diagram is depicted in Hig. 9. We see in @¢a) that forT > 0 the phase diagram is
separated into two parts, a BEC phase and a non-condenssal jgha afl” = 0 there are three phases: A
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BEC, an empty phasey(,; = 0) for u < —.J, and a Mott-insulator{,.. = 1) for i > J. A density profile
of ntot @andnyg is plotted in Fig.[ID for different temperatures. At zero parature the sharp transitions
between the empty phase and the BEC, and the BEC and the Migcsaen in the plot of the total particle
density. The zero temperature result is

L(p_e2) i —
o — Li-t) if J<p<d (154)
0 else
0 if p<—J
1 if J<up

If the temperature increases, the sharp transitions ararstheut.

Calculations for the quasiparticle spectrum by finding tbkep of the Green’s matrig of the Gaussian
fluctuations have been made for the zero temperature phagedi[63]. The zero temperature result in
the empty phase and in the Ml phase is

Bi=cctlul—J (156)

with the gapA = |u| — J, and in the BEC phase it is

B = \/ek {J <1 - (%)2) + (%)261{] . (157)

In the dilute regime, i.e. if. = —J + Ap, with Ay < J, this can be approximated by

B = Ve2(p+J) + ) - (158)

Using the Green'’s function of quasiparticle fluctuatioree(®\ppendixE), we can calculate the effect of
quantum fluctuations on the condensate density:

1 w2

where the correction to the mean-field result is

5n __(JQ—,LLQ);LQ/ ddk Bﬁgk+(J2—M2)/ ddk BkEk_(JQ_:uQ)Q/ ddk B_]2(+
0 J? (2m) Ey 473 (2m)d 473 (2m)4 By
3(J2 = p?)*u? [ d'k Bigx
160
T / Cmi Ey (160)

1 . . . . .
whereBy = p ijl cos kj, g = 1 — By. It should be notices that this correction vanishes at thieak

point.
It might be interesting to mention that in the zero tempeamatimit near the phase transition to the
empty phase where = —J + Ap with Ay < J, i.e. in the dilute regime, it is possible to approximate

A
mo = T+ O(AR2) = e + O(AW) . (161)

This agrees with the Gross-Pitaevskii resuli {103), if #vent of orderA 2 is neglected, and the identifi-
cationg = 2J has been made.
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Fig. 11 Condensate density. The solid, dotted and dashed linestbieomean-field result & = 0, the influence of
guantum fluctuations & = 0 to the mean-field result and the mean-field resulf at 0.2, respectively.

The main correction due to the thermal fluctuations are diré@ecluded in our mean-field theory, where
the condensed density is given by

_ |po|?
4J2 "

and|y|? can be determined from Eq§.(142-143).

The effect of quantum fluctuations and thermal fluctuatisrdapicted in Figl_11. We see that both of
them lead to a depletion of the condensate, but the quantplataa alone does not change the transition
points.

The static structure factor for small wave veatpand for small temperatufg in the BEC phase reads

(J* = 1?) Jgq BEq
T By coth 5 (163)

S(q) ~
wheren is a total density of particles.
In the dilute regime, i.e. close to the empty phase, when(J + p)/J andJ — u ~ 2.J we obtain

Jgq BEq
S(q) ~ Fo coth 5 (164)
which is in agreement with the well-known result for the wigakteracting Bose gas (cf. sectibh 4. In the
dense regime, i.e. close to the Mott phase when 1, the static structure factor vanishes.
In conclusion, we can say that the paired-fermion modellm&etphases at zero temperature, an empty
phase, a MI, and a BEC, even on the mean-field level. Howev@oQrazero temperatures a new phase
emerges from the MI phase and the empty phase, that is cledtin} thermal fluctuations.
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5.2 Slave-boson model
5.2.1 Hamiltonian and functional integral

In this chapter it shall be shown that a slave-boson approacibe applied to describe a system of hard-
core bosons. The slave-boson representation was origish@leloped for fermion systems, e.g. the Hub-
bard model([64], 65]. It allows to account for many aspectgmiig correlations even on the mean-field
level. The slave-boson approach to hard-core bosons thiabevpresented here, has been developed in
refs. [66/ 67| 68, 69]. Itis an alternative to the paired¥fian model which was discussed in the previous
chapter.

Again, the starting point is the Hamiltonianh {27). We intnoé bosonic creation and annihilation op-
erators of emptyd, é,) and occupied&:f, by) sites which act on a fictitious “vacuum”. To transfer the
Hamiltonian to the extended Fock space, we replace the ¢@elboson operators by

al — blé, ar — by . (165)

)

Then the Hamiltoniar (27) is replaced by the slave-bosonitdaman as

Hye = Hay = = D bfecetby + Y Vbl . (166)
( r

r,r’)

A hopping process can be understood as a swapping of an edcsifg and an empty site. The occupation
number operator of siteis B;*Br. It should be noticed that the external potential acts onlyhe particles
but not on the empty sites. To assure that a latticersgesither empty or occupied by a boson, we impose
the constraint

bibe + &fér = 1. (167)

A similar theory for the Bose-Hubbard model has been esfadd in refs. [[70, 71]. In this case, an
infinite number of operator®?) ™, b for each occupation numberhas to be introduced at each lattice
site, because multiple occupation is possible. In thisgetsphe slave-boson approach for hard-core bosons
is much simpler. However, the hard-core boson model dessr@bprojection of the full Bose-Hubbard
model ton andn + 1 bosons per site, as discussed in the Introdugtian 1.4.

The grand canonical partition function of the system candpeessed as a functional integral with two
complex fields,(7) ande, (). For the following mean-field calculation, we use the clealshpproxima-
tion here, which only takes into account thermal fluctuagibat not quantum fluctuations. This means that
for the fields in Matsubara representation

1 . 1
br(T) = ﬁ Z br.n et er(T) = ﬁ Z €rn € "

with bosonic Matsubara frequencies, only the terms withw, = 0 are taken into account, if one assumes
that

Erw, R erw, 0, ifn#0. (168)

In other words, the time dependence of the fields is neglectdts is justified if we can assume that
quantum fluctuations (which are neglected in the classjgalaimation) are small.
The constraintb.|? + |e.|? = 1 is enforced by @-function in the integration measure:

2 = / =AY eI Dlb bt e *] (169)
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with

Db, b*,e,e*] = [ (1b]? + lex|* — 1) dbpdb}de,de; (170)

r

and the action

Alb,b* e, e*] = ﬁ{ — > pebibe — 2—‘2 > b:ere:,br/} . (171)
r

(r,r’)

Here, we consider a space-dependent chemical potentialy — V.

5.2.2 Two-fluid theory in classical approximation

The hopping term of the action is of fourth order in the fieldiables. Therefore it is not possible to
perform the integration directly. However, it is possilidedecouple the hopping term by introducing two
new fields, a complex fiel@ and a real fieldp, and perform a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation. The
fieldsb ande can be integrated out then, and a mean-field approximatiobeapplied to the field® and
¢ [69].

The idea of the Hubbard-Stratonovich decoupling is sintdathe one used in the previous chapter to
decouple the fourth order terms of the Grassmann fields. ¥éatithe identity

~7—1
> oo SS_QJ] Opt5Y @
— r

r,r’ r

const. x e~ AP e — /exp{ - B

F et (P ) (5 )] }D[@*,MJ , ar2)

with the integration measure

. d®*dd,de,
D[®*, D, o] = H RO (173)
r

Here, ] is the hopping matriX{26). The constant factor is of no ptaisielevance. Like for the paired-
fermion model which was discussed before, the paramsdtdes care of the convergence of the Gaussian
integral. It has the unit of an energy and should not be todlsmmpared to/. Although the exact identity
does not depend o) we will see subsequently that the mean-field equation wWedeiive, does. This is
a difference to the previously discussed model, where thdtrerhich was derived on the mean-field level
and on the level of Gaussian fluctuations, did not depend®frée parametex.

After substituting the identity [ (IT2) into the functionakegral [I711), the fieldé ande are only of
second order and can be integrated out exactly togethethégtbonstraint. This is shown in AppendixF.1.
The result for the partition function is

Zup = / A ) [ do,do; (174)

with the new action

h B — S log [z; e%] , (175)

rr/ r
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and the function

sinh {ﬂ\/(@rs_;_ %r)? + 82|, |2

Zy = /OO dey
el ﬁ\/(cprs—i— %)z—i-82|(1>r|2

Note that the actiomi(tb*, ®) does not depend on the real fieddexplicitly, because it appears inside the
functionZ’ only as an integration variable.

The form [I74) of the grand canonical partition function t&nunderstood as a two-fluid theory. It is
shown in Appendices H.2 ahd F.3 that the condensate dessijaited to the field and is given by the
relation

ePser (176)

82

no~ gy, lim (D,.D%) 177)

and that the total particle density at sités related to the fielp by means of the expectation value
1
ne = {pp) + 3 (178)

5.2.3 Mean-field theory

A mean-field solution is found by minimising the action via trariational principlé A = 0, which leads
to a saddle-point approximation, as it was done for the paieemion model. Since the field can be
integrated out (e.g. numerically) inside the functighgiven in Eqg. [I7B), minimization has to be done
with respect to the complex field only:

dA  9A
00, 00: (179)
This yields the mean-field equation
il 1 d
S — I / _
; l = /@r, 3 {6(|<I>r|2) long} . =0. (180)

In the case of a spatially constant field without externgdpirag potential, i.e. if we assume thaf = @
andu, = u, the mean-field equation is

52 B l 0
s+J  BO(Po|?)

If the field ® is varying only very slowly between neighbouring latticeesj we can approximate

Z[SS—QJ

r’

logZ' =0. (181)
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2
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o et Z (Jérr/ n J) o, . (182)
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In Fig.[12 the phase boundary between the BEC and the noreased phase is plotted for different values
of s. The phase boundary solves Hg. (181)®gr= 0, and has been calculated numerically.

One can see that the BEC phase forms a “bubble” in the phageadiaif s/J > 1. This behaviour
is unexpected because the BEC phase should become narifawerperature is increased. This means
that for too large values of/J the mean-field theory seems to be incorrect. However, istotr that the
absolute minimum of the action with respectstat constant/, . andj occurs at values of/J < 1.
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Fig. 12 Phase boundary between the BEC and the non-condensed phagd = 3 (long dashes)s/J = 1 (short
dashes)s/J = 0.2 (solid line). Compare these graphs with the graph on the hghd side of Fig[19, where the
critical temperature of the mean-field result for the paifierinion model is plotted.
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Fig. 13 Total particle density and condensate density for zero &atpre (thick lines) and for non-zero temperature
(thin lines,s/J = 1/5.5) against chemical potential [63]. Compare this graph withresult for the paired-fermion
model plotted in Figl_T0.

Itis possible to find an exact solution for zero temperatwteéch doesiotdepend om. This calculation
is shown in AppendikFl4. Two phase boundaries are found: Unbdary between the BEC and an empty
phase withi. = —J and a phase boundary between the BEC and the Mott insulatiogiwi= J. Itis
identical to the zero temperature mean-field result in EfS4) and[(155) that was found for the paired-
fermion model, and agrees with it qualitatively at finite famatures (see Fid._113). When temperature
increases, results strongly dependson
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5.2.4 Quasiparticle spectrum

We get the quasiparticle spectrum from the Gaussian fluongtthe same way as it was done for the
paired-fermion model. We write

D, = By + 6P, , DF =Df+5DF

and assume that the fluctuatiof®, 6®* about the mean-field solutioh, are small. Substituting this
expression into the actioh (1I75), and expanding it up torsg¢coder in the fluctuations, one finds

~ 5¢*/
. /
A=p —log Z' (|20]?) Z (6@, 00}) G < 5 ) , (183)
with the matrix
G-1— % + (a2 + |Po|*a@4)drr (®5)? @adrre (184)
rr D2 G40y Lo lest | (Giy 4 |0 |2ig) S

Here, we have introduced the abbreviations

1 s2
G = — = log 7’ . 185
as 5003 0g . + s+ J (185)
1 82
iy = ———2 g7 , 186
‘ Bagere 87, . (186)

and used the approximation in E4._{182). The ma¢tikas no time-structure because of the classical
approximation. To find the Green'’s function of quasipaeti;hweartificially introduce the imaginary time
by writing

Jé WAWEN} ~
g < % +ag + |(I)0| Q40rr/ ((1)0) Q4 Opr/
rr’ T

J5 /+J/ h2

) , (187)
22 4 g + |Pg|2aaOrr

cI)Q a40py StJ

in analogy with the Bogoliubov theory. After a Fourier tréorsnation it leads to the Green’s function

Gl (k, wy) = RN S ihon (188)
T (s ) ihwy, e+ CEI (g + 2a4|Bof2) )

which is equivalent to the matrik{1l14), aaglis the lattice dispersiofi (b8). The quasiparticle spectisim
given by the poles of, and can be found by performing the analytic continuatian, — E\ and solving
the equationlet G—! = 0. We find solutions for both the BEC phase and the non-condsastsase:

In the BEC phase, wheri@,|?> > 0, the coefficienti, vanishes, because, solves the mean-field
equation[(I811), which is equivalent&@ = 0. The solution is

2
Ek g \/Ek <2%&4|q}0|2+6k> . (189)

Itis gapless and agrees with the Bogoliubov specttuml (1&¢n we identify the condensate density with
no = s2|®o|?/(s + J)2, and the interaction constant wigh= (s + J)*a4/s*. The coefficienti, depends
on both temperature and chemical potential. Its zero-teatpee result is given in Eq_(247) of Appendix
[E4. In the dilute gas (i.e. near the phase transition to thptg phase) wherey < 1, we find at zero
temperature for the interaction constant the reguait2.J.
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In the non-condensed phase, whebg|?> = 0 anda, # 0, the quasiparticle spectrum is gapped, in
agreement with the findings of the paired-fermion model:

Ey=e+ A, (190)

with the gapA = (s + J)%aa/s2. At zero temperature and near the phase transitions, weHetesult
A = |pu—pe| +O((pn— pe)?) which is identical to the zero-temperature redult {156}Hierpaired-fermion
model.

5.2.5 Renormalized Gross-Pitaevskii equation

In this section we will derive a mean-field equation whichppmpriate to describe the BEC as well as the
Mott insulator in a strongly interacting Bose gas, and whghimilar to the stationary Gross-Pitaevskii
equation. The mean-field equation for a hard-core Bose gaa ioptical lattice within the slave-boson
approach is given by

LZ(MS + )@ A S N 7 (191)
(s J)2 & \7 0 e ) BT T T B [age. ) R T T

This we get by applying the approximatidn (182) in EQ._(18Hpwever, it also possible to describe a
system of strongly interacting bosons without lattice ptigd within this approximation. Therefore we
perform a continuum approximation of the hopping term: & thttice constant is so small that the order
parameterd, varies only slowly over neighbouring lattice sites, we ceeat the3-dimensional lattice
approximately as a continuum:

. 23 Brie, — 20p + Py e, 2
Z (J Son + Jrr’) O, — _Ji r+ae; 2r + Pr_qe; ~ —JLVQ‘I% . (192)
= 6 o a 6

When working on the continuum, we rescale the order pararbgte

®(r) := a %/%®, (193)
such that the actio_(1I75) can be written as
- ﬂSQ Ja? 2 2
A", ®) = ——— - —" d P
@.0) = 5 [{ - G0 @ + s+ D)ew)
(s J)? PPRNTTCON ) (g
B2 log [Z (r)e ] d°r. (194)

The order parameter is normalied to the number of conderaidlps by

52
Ny = m/|@(r)|2d3r. (195)

The replacement(I93) has also to be made inside the funétjai course. The corresponding mean-field
equation for the continuum is

Ja% _, (s+J)? 0
v e - S e
The parameters can be identified with those of the convealt®R equation: The mass of the particles
is given by the hopping constasitand the original lattice constaatvia

K2 Ja?
om - 6 (190

log Z'(r)| ®(r) =0. (196)
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Fig. 14 Coefficientsur andgr of the renormalized GP theory plotted against the chemimtairgial.. All parameters
are normalised by the inverse temperatfreThe tunneling rate was chosen to B¢ = 5.5 and the free parameter
was chosen as = kpT'.

In the continuunw looses its identity as lattice constant, but describes eackeristic length scale that can
be interpreted as the spacial extension of a boson. Thimuld be of the same order of magnitude as the
s-wave scattering lengt,.

If the order parameted is small, we can expand the potential part of the action uptoth order:

3 2 (s+J)? 1y B
(s + J)a’|®(r)] B2 log [Z (r)e }
= a0 @@ + 2 e[ + 09 (198)
2 (s+J)? ’
where we have introduced the coefficients
(s+J)?
ag = — 552 log Z'(r)] g (199)
(s + J)? 0 ,
= —(s+J)+ log Z'(r 200
i = S e aaRep ), 20
B ad(s+ J)* 02 ,
mo= T aw@empr ), oo
They depend om, J, 3, and|®(r)|2. Further, we introduce the rescaled order parameter
Dr(r) = —— &(r) . (202)

s+J
With these coefficients, the full mean-field equation {1%6) be approximated by the equation

2
—JTQVQ — iR + gr|PR(r)|*| Pr(r) =0, (203)
This equation has the same form as the conventional stagidBB equation, whergg and ggr play
the role of a renormalised chemical potential and a rendsedinteraction constant, respectively. Their
dependence onis shown in Fig['Il4. Therefore we refer to this equation agadrmalised GP equation”
[72]. The zero temperature limits of the coefficients arewalted in Appendik Fl4, see Eq. (248). Near
the phase transition to the empty phase, i.e. in the dilgiene, whereu = —J + Apu, Ap < J, we find
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pur = Ap + O(Ap?). Thus, in the limiting case of a dilute BEC and zero tempeeatihe renormalised
GP equation goes over to the conventional GP equation witlintleraction parameter = ggr = 2a’J.
While gr is always positiveur can change sign. A BEC existsiiy > 0, otherwise the order parameter
vanishes. The phase transition between the BEC and the oratensate phase is given by the relation
pr = 0, which is equivalent to Eq.[(181) in a translational-ineati system. Inside the BEC phase,
ur increases linearly with increasing reaches a maximum and decreases again until the condénsate
destroyed totally due to strong interaction effects.

6 Discussion

6.1 Comparison of the results

The main results that we found for the one-dimensional mdbelpaired-fermion model, and the slave-
boson model, will be summarized and discussed in this sectitbthree models give more or less the same
physics at zero temperature, with an empty phase, a phdsepirticle number per lattice site between
0 and1, and a Mott insulator. Their common features and differsrst®ll be pointed out in detail.

6.1.1 Phase diagram, total density and condensate density

At zero temperature, the exact solution of the one-dimeradimodel exhibits three phases in the trans-
lational invariant case, as shown in Fig. 6 in the: plane: An empty phase which contains no particles
in equilibrium (physically speaking, it costs energy to pugarticle into the system), an incommensurate
phase with a particle number per lattice sitg, betweer) and1, and a Mott-insulator with;,, = 1. The
same zero-temperature phase diagram has been found faithd{ermion model (see pictufa) in Fig.

[9) and the slave-boson model on the mean-field level. Thedifigrence is that for the three-dimensional
models, the incommensurate phase is a BEC, whereas in thet#se one-dimensional model there is
no BEC but only a long range correlated phase. This is a coeseg of the Mermin-Wagner theorem
[8,[9]. At non-zero temperatures, the empty phase and thertbfiected by thermal fluctuations, and
they have no clear phase boundary any more. However, the-tlimeensional systems still have a single
phase boundary between a BEC with a non-zero order pargraatéa non-condensed phase where the
order parameter vanishes. The shape of this phase bounelaends on temperature (see picture on the
right hand side of Fid.]19 for the paired-fermion model).

For the one dimensional model, the total particle densit§ at 0 andT" > 0 is shown in Fig[b. At
T = 0, the derivativedn,./Op diverges at the phase transitions between the BEC and they giinase
and the BEC and the MI phase. The sharp transitions are “wash at finite temperatures.

The zero temperature mean-field results for the total pardiensity and the condensate density of the
paired-fermion model and the slave-boson model agree aith ether and are given in the Eds._(154) and
(@I55). We find a total particle density which increases lityeaith 1. In the dilute regime the condensate
density is given byiy = nor — O(n.,). If we neglect the terms of ordesZ,,, this is in agreement with
Gross-Pitaevskii theory which assumes that all partiadlessandensed in this regime. In the absence of a
trapping potential, a solution of the stationary GP equesagiven by

no="= . (204)

This describes a linearly increasing condensate dengityith respect to the chemical potential. Although

it takes the repulsion into account by a factgy which is decreasing with increasing interaction constant
g, the saturation ofiy cannot be seen in this solution. From the physical point efwin a realistic de-
scription for large densities, the particle density mustiisde because there is a finite scattering volume
around each particle. Furthermore, for increasing partieinsity, the condensate density should reach a
maximum and for even larger densities, decrease againitsritikal destruction, because of the increasing
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interparticle interaction. This is the behaviour that warfd for the slave-boson and the paired-fermion
model in mean-field approximation. A similar behaviour his® deen found by variational perturbation
theory [73], and diffusion Monte Carlo calculations|[74).drder to describe condensates at higher densi-
ties, the second order term in the low-density expansioh@g&nergy density has been taken into account
which leads to a modified GP theoty [4,]74] 75| 76].

At non-zero temperatures the phase boundaries of the erhpsemnd the Ml are not well defined any
more, like in the one-dimensional case. The region of BE@Gkhrand the condensate density decreases.
Non-zero temperature results of the paired-fermion modeélthe slave-boson model are very similar but
not identical (compare the figs. 110 dnd 13). This is a consezpief the different mean-field approaches.
The effect of quantum fluctuations on the zero-temperagselt has been studied for the paired-fermion
model. A condensate depletion was found, but the criticaltgavere not affected (see Flg.]11).

6.1.2 Excitation spectrum

The spectrum of quasiparticle excitations is found on tkellef Gaussian fluctuations. For the paired-
fermion model, and the slave-boson model, the expressioitisd quasiparticle spectfg, are summarised
in the subsequent table:

By in the BEC phase in the non-condensed phases

paired-fermion mode \/ek [J (1 — (%)2) + (%)2 ek} ex + | —J

slave-boson model \/ek (2 (S+;')2 ay |Po|? + ek) ex + (5 + J)3ay /s>

S

Here, ey is the free-particle dispersion relation in the opticaita, given by Eq.[(58). We find a spectrum
which is linear for small wave vectolsin the BEC phase, whereas the spectrum has a gap in the non-
condensed phases. The gapless spectrum in the BEC phassséxtiday a Goldstone mode due to a
broken global/ (1) symmetry [15]. The result given for the paired-fermion miadeonly valid at zero
temperature. The gapped spectrum is found both in the enfyatyegpand in the MI phase. The result for
the slave-boson model depends implicitly on temperatur¢he coefficientd, anda, given in Eqs.[(185)
and [188), and it also depends on the non-physical parameter

We have shown that the zero-temperature results of all thastels inside the BEC phase and near the
phase boundary to the empty phageH J < J), agree with the Bogoliubov result

Fy = \ex (2,LL + Ek) .

The only difference is that the chemical potential is shiffe — 1 + J), because the phase transition in
Bogoliubov theory is given by = 0 instead ofu = —J for the two three-dimensional models. The region
near the phase transition to the empty phase is the wealklsairttng regime, therefore Bogoliubov theory
is applicable there. The interaction constant was idedtdi®y = 2a3.J (where the lattice constantwas
set tol in the lattice models).

The gapped spectrum in the Ml that was found in the paireahifar and slave-boson models is of the
form

Ex=cc+A. (205)

We have shown that in the MI phase, near the phase transtitimetBEC phase, the gap is given by
A=p—J.

For the one-dimensional system, the excitation spectruthérincommensurate phase can be found
indirectly by means of the Feynman relation and is given in(@§). It is linear for small wave-vectoks
like in the BEC phase of the three-dimensional systems démmliabove.
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6.1.3 Static structure factor

The static structure factor is defined as the Fourier transfaf the equal-time density-density CF, as it
is defined in Eq. [(B4). At zero temperature it is related togbasiparticle excitation spectrum via the
Feynman relation
Ja2q2
S =
(@) = o5 By’

where the identificatioh? /2m = Ja?/2d can be considered for a lattice system (in this case- m*

is the band mass as defined in EQ.](59)). For the weakly irttegpBogoliubov gas the density-density
CF was calculated explicitly on the level of a Gaussian axipration. It shows an algebraic decay with
1/r4+1, whered is the dimension. The result for the static structure faeigmrees with the Feynman
relation. For the one-dimensional system the densityitle@$§, and therefore the static structure factor,
were calculated exactly in the incommensurate phase, aeé agth results from the literature. In the Ml
phase it vanishes.

6.2 Comparison with results from the Bose-Hubbard model

In previous calculations, performed on the Bose-Hubbardehceach phase requires its own specific
mean-field approach _[55, [77] or a single one close to the phasadary[[35]. Within a Bogoliubov
approximation to the Bose-Hubbard model the quasiparsipctrum in the BEC phase was found as
[55,[77]

€g = \/JQgg +2UnoJgq,

whereU is the interaction parameter ang is the condensate density. In contrast to this expressien, w
found for the spectrum the expressions in the table in selib.2. These expressions do not agree in the
limit U — oo. Thus our hard-core Bose gas cannot be described within digelBibov approximation

to the Bose-Hubbard model by simply sendirigo infinity. On the other hand, our results are in good
agreement with a variational Schwinger-boson mean-fiefdaach to the Bose-Hubbard model, which
describe the phases near the phase transition, by sefidiognfinity [35]. In the larget limit of the
Bose-Hubbard model, multiple occupation of lattice siepriohibited because it cost a large amount of
energy. Therefore one can assume that in this case, thedbebave like hard-core bosons.

The results for the excitation spectrum in the Mott-insaaphase from the paired-fermion model and
the slave-boson model are consistent with the spectrumathatfound for the Bose-Hubbard model in
the largeU limit. Inside the first Mott lobe, which is the equivalent teetMI with filling n¢, = 1 for
hard-core bosons, the latter is given by the expressidni/G535]

B/ — 4 (—u+ % _J 261‘) + %\/(J — )2 —6U(J —ex) + U2, (206)
which describes two branches: One-{"sign) is assigned to quasiparticles and one’(ign) to quasi-
holes. It depends on the interaction paraméterFor our hard-core bosons, only the quasihole branch
can exist, because the hard-core condition prohibits plalbccupation of lattice sites, in contrary to the
Bose-Hubbard model, where multiple occupation is possibteallows the creation of particle-hole pairs.
For large values of/ the square root term can be written as

%\/(J—ek)Q—GU(J—Ek)-i-UQ = g —g(J—Ek)+O(U71) ,
such that we find for the two branches the lafgeesults
EF = a+U—-(p+2))+0 (U "), (207)

EM = a+@p-J)+0UY). (208)
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The gap of the quasiparticle branch is of the ordef/gfand in theU — oo limit it goes to infinity,
because the energy to occupy a site with two particles isiiefjnlarge. On the other hand, the terms
which are proportional t&/ cancel for the quasihole branch, andlits— oo limit is identical to the result
given in Eq. [20b). Particle-hole excitations cannot betee for hard-core bosons, so the creation of an
elementary excitation is associated to removing a partigteof the Mott-insulator. This is possible in the
grand-canonical ensemble, where only the average numbgedsbut the number of particles fluctuates.
Inside the empty phase, the same quasiparticle spectrunfiowad as for the Mott-insulator, due to the
particle-hole symmetry. Here, the creation of an excitat®interpreted by putting an additional particle
into the system.

7 Conclusion

In this review, the many-particle problem of strongly irtetion bosons in a lattice potential was inves-
tigated. This is motivated by recent experiments on BosestEin condensates in optical lattices which
showed the phase transition from a BEC to a Mott-insulatbre@ different models are discussed, which
allow the calculation of the phase diagram, and experinigmiaservable physical quantities like the total
density, the condensate density, the quasiparticle spactind the static structure factor. All these models
have in common that they simulate a strong repulsive intenaby imposing a hard-core condition on the
bosons, which prohibits a multiple occupation of lattidesi They are defined by means of the functional
integral method.

The first model is a special construction which describesintaracting impenetrable fermions in a
one-dimensional lattice. We exploited the well-known feett such a fermionic system is equivalent to
impenetrable bosons in one dimension, and that the statictste factors of the fermionic and the bosonic
system are identical. As the fermions are non-interactimgmodel can be integrated out exactly. We cal-
culated the local particle density, the density-densityadation function and the static structure factor in a
translational invariant system as well as in a system withranlonic trap potential. In the translational in-
variant case, the static structure factor, which is expenitally accessible in Bragg scattering experiments,
increases linearly for small wave vectors, until it reactneisy and remains constant. The density-density
correlation function shows characteristic oscillationd decays like /2.

The other two models were applied on a Bose gas in a three diorei lattice. They were treated in
mean-field theory. The first one, which was called the paiezdhion model, was constructed by a field of
pairs of Grassmann variables. It can be seen as an intagdetmionic model. The second one was based
on a slave-boson approach. A Hubbard-Stratonovich tramsfiion allows to integrate out the original
fields in both models. This transformation leads to new fieldgch are connected to the condensate order
parameter. A saddle-point approximation provides both an¥feeld solution and Gaussian fluctuations.
The latter contain the information about quasiparticldtexions. For a three-dimensional lattice, the total
particle density and the condensate density can be cadclilatmean-field theory, and the quasiparticle
spectrum and the static structure factor was calculateth@metel of Gaussian fluctuations. The saddle
point approximations of the two models lead to qualitatitble same results.

Our results for the one-dimensional model, the paired-fenmmodel, and the slave-boson model, show
a particle hole symmetry. At zero temperature, they haveramon phase diagram, with one phase bound-
ary between the empty phase and the incommensurate phdsem@between the incommensurate phase
and the Mott-insulating phase. If the temperature is naw;z&ere is no clear phase transition between
the empty phase and the Mott-insulator due to thermal fltictus While there is no Bose-Einstein con-
densation in the one-dimensional system, the incommetesphase is a BEC in the paired-fermion and
slave-boson model in three dimensions. For the latter twdeisp the mean-field results for the total
density and the condensate density agree exactly at zepetatare, at higher temperature they agree
qualitatively. It was shown that they lead to the GrosseRis&ii result in the limit of low temperature, if
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the density is small compared to the lattice constant. Atéigemperatures, we have shown that the slave-
boson model leads to a renormalised Gross-Pitaevskii iquaith temperature dependent coefficients. A
similar theory could in principle be derived on the meandflelel from the paired-fermion model as well.

It could be compared to the renormalised Gross-Pitaewskdry which was derived from the slave-boson
model.

The quasiparticle spectra which were found for both thrieeedsional models, are gapless (Goldstone
mode) in the BEC phase. In the dilute regime, they agree Wwigthatell-known Bogoliubov result. In the
empty phase and the Mott-insulator, the quasiparticletsp@cis gapped. Our results agree with results
which were derived for the Bose-Hubbard model, if the oa-Biteraction constartf is very large. The
Goldstone mode in the BEC phase of the paired-fermion modsffaund as the quasiparticle pole of only
one eigenvalue of thé x 4 quasiparticle Green’s function. Additional massive moaey be found from
the remaining eigenvalues.

At zero temperature, the elementary excitations are caadée the static structure factor via the Feyn-
man relation. In the empty phase and the Mott-insulatorsthtc structure factor vanishes because of the
absence of density fluctuations.

A Finitesumsand products

A.1 Bosonic sum

For bosonic systems, which have a periodic structure inrtfaginary time variable, we have to perform
sums of the type

This sum is performed by finding the common denominator, Wwiscgiven byl — o™ . The numerator

then is
M ) .
numerator= Z e~ Frnm H (1 _ ae+%k)
n=1 k#n
where

) 1_aM . . .
| | (1 —aezfc/k) =——5—=1 tae®™ faZe 2 4 4 qMleFr (M-In
1
it 1l—aewm™

Therefore we find

M M M
27i 27i 27i
numerator= » e~ 1 "y "l tewr (P = N " gl lem A nm =)
n=1 =1

n,l=1
M oo
-1/ !
MZG §l,m+17 Whereél,]C = Z 6l,k+jM .
=1 j=—00

With the restrictionn = —(M — 1),..., M — 1 the “enhanced” Kronecker symbdl contributes for the

two cases
l=m+1 if m>0
l=M+m+1 if m<O0.

Finally, this leads to the components of the inverse matrix:

27i

M .
1 e~™mnm 1 a™ if m>0
Z;Ml_aezﬁin_l—aMx{ aMtm oif m <0 (209)
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A.2 Fermionic sum

For fermionic systems, which have an anti-periodic stectn the imaginary time variable, we have to
perform sums of the type

i 1 6_215?(7’_%)”I 1 {am if m>0

— . = X m . 210
n=1 M1 _ 45 (n—3) 1+ aM —aM+ if m<0 (210)

This sum differs from the sum given in E@._(209) only by thegtitbtiona — a e~™"/™ and a multipli-
cation by the factoe™ /M | so the result can be verified easily.

A.3 Sums with cosines
The following two sums require the conditi¢t} > 1:

M

711 1 -V v ) 2 o1
i Mcos(Fn)—b VEP-1 - vE-D)" - (p+vE-1)"
M o M—1 M—1

1 cos (32n) B 1 (b—Vb2—1) + (b+ Vb2 —1) +2b
nlMcos(%n)—b_ b2 -1

212
b-veE—D)" - p+vE—1)" (212)

To perform these two sums the following identities were used

1 2 [ 1 11
cos(z) — £ a2 —1 |el* —a

a ael® —1
2a

cos(z) ~a? 1 1 1 1 1 1
Cos(x)—% Ca*—1|aé® -1 aév—a ae®—a ae®-—1
All separate terms can be traced back to the sum given il 1B§) (2

A.4  Sum forC(k) in Eq. (86)
We perform the sum

Mo
= m 3

2mi; i 3 2 ari) mi 3 2 5 k . (213)
(eM —eM (1_M:“)) —eM'em (MJ) cos® &

Make the following substitutions:

With these definitions, the sum is given as

1 i i
Oy - 3" b1 (#)



48 Ch. Moseldy, O. Fialkd, and K. Zieglet: Interacting bosons in an optical lattice

The roots of the denominator ¢fz) are

b2 b
zi=5—a:|:§ b2 — 4a .

We perform an expansion into partial fraction and find

A B A+ B)z— (A2~ + Bzt
f(z):z—z++z—z_:( (z)—z+)((z—z_) :

with
1 b 1 b

b ; B=j -
2 2% —4da 2 2% —4da
To perform the sum, we use the following identity which carnlaeed back to Eq[{209):

A:

NS S U
SN E ()Y
:}-M_e;\r/[lf(ezz\ml) i 1 +£ 1 e%

Fe@T @

The limit M — oo can now be performed, by the help of the identities

M
lim (z5)M =¢e™ lim (1 + (:l:Jcosg - ,u) £ +0 (L)> = AT cos 5—u)

M— o0 M—o0 M M?
. + . 1

lim z2==1 ; Ilim A, B=-.
Moo M—o0 2

The result is given in Eq[(87).

A.5 SumforG in Eq. (143)
We perform the sum

G- LZ i(ivo + x0) 1
M=, o vy 9o (n-3) o (1 (81 o22F(n-)
+ (igo + x0)(ivs + x5) — 2e + oM e

We define

2
a:=1+(p+x)(¢" +x7), bi=1- (f—ﬂ> ’
1
f(z) = a—2z+0bz2"
The roots of the denominator ¢f 2) are
zi:%(li\/l—ab) .

An expansion into partial fraction leads to

1 1 1
1) <z—z+ z—z_> . where 2v/1 —ab



49

To perform the sum, we use the following identity which carttaeed back to Eq[{210):

1 1 1 1
SM R ()T
M
1 27i 1 1 1 1 1
2! () A S D

A.6 Product to calculate the determinant of Hg. (120)

We want to perform a product of the type
M
2w
b— — bl >1.
H( cos(Mn)>, |b| >

This can be verified to be equal to

M

1 .27 s 2w
_ 2 _ _ _ 2 _ 157N _ _ 2 _ —15r N

HL (b+\/b 1) (1 (b b 1)61\/1 )(1 (b b 1)e i )] ,
such that the identity

M o

H (1—(161\7") =1-a", (215)

n=1

can be applied. As a result we find

M

I1 (b—cos(%n)) — oM ((b+ \/ﬁ)MJr (b— b2—1)M—2) . (216)

n=1

B Coherent statesfor bosons and fermions

The functional integral representation for bosonic andhfenic systems is constructed of coherent states
[36]. We denote bosonic operators &Y, a,, and the fermionic operators I8y, ¢,. The commutation
relations are

[daa ;r/} _ = daa ) (217)
[Cas €] + = faar- (218)
The vacuum state, i.e. the state containing no particle,allé®. We define coherent states for

e bosons by means of complex field variabfés ¢,:
) = eZa®28a|0) , (| = (0] eZa Pate (219)

o fermions by means of conjugate Grassmann variablgs).., where we require, that the Grassmann
variables anticommute with the fermionic operators:

) = e™ Zavolajo) = [ (1 - wat) |0),

o

(W] = (0] €2 Pefe = (0] [T (1 + ¥aca) - (220)
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For the construction of the coherent state functional istieghe following properties are relevant. They
can be checked by using the previous definitions and theratieg properties of complex, Grassmannian
and nilpotent variables:

Coherent states are eigenvalues of annihilation operators

Eal) = &al€) . (€2 = (€léa, (221)

wherez = a, £ = ¢, £ = ¢* for bosons, and = ¢, £ = ¢, £ = ¢ for fermions.

Scalar product, where the operat®ris built of bosonic, fermionic, or hard-core operators pegs
tively:

(€ X (@F,2)|¢) = eXetefa X (€ar€l) (222)
wherez, &, £ have to be chosen as mentioned above.

e Closure relation (the unity operator is denotediby

_ — S e d¢adoa
v= feEaem el Ty (229
1= [ et ) ) [ ddadva (224)
e Trace of an operataX:
. o d¢% dda
T X(afa0) = [ o Setion (ol K] [ ot (225)
LX) = [ e Ze o (ol X[0) [ ddadvn (226)

Using these identities, the functional integral of the graanonical partition function
7 — Ty o BHGEL 2a)—pN (2] 20))

with the Hamiltonian# is constructed in the following manner: We apply the relafior the trace and
insert the closure relatioh/ — 1 times. Introducing the discrete-imaginary-time index 1,..., M we
have

M

R R LV | (I G | ezl

n=2 a,n

wheres = +1 for bosons and-1 for fermions, andV' = 2ri for bosons and for fermions. The minus
sign inside the scalar product in the fermionic trace givgs to the anti-periodicity of the fermionic field
variables. The different sign in the exponent of the handtmsonic trace is the reason that the diagonal
term in the action for hard-core bosons is different fromdmis and fermionic actions.

The operator in the exponeﬁt(:ﬁg, Ta)— /LN(fl—, %) can be replaced by its normal ordered from by
making an error of the ord€3/M)? which vanishes fol/ — oo. Applying the eigenvalue property and
the product property yields

M =
Z = lim e~ AL H H % (228)

M—o0
n=1 o
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with the action
- 3 M - M
A(ga 5) = M Z {Z Ulga,n-ﬁ-l |:F (ga,n-ﬁ-l - ga,n) - ,Ulga,n + H(§Z7n+17 ga,n)} (229)
n=1 @
and the boundary conditicf), 1 = 0aéa ar+1, Ea1 = T2€a M1

C Expectation valuesand Wick’stheorem

An expectation value of an expression in terms of real/cexifdrassmann variables is defined by means
of Eq. (41). Asecond order expectation valpeovides the matrix element of the (inverse) Green’s matrix

G:

Real variables: (Pjdk) = % Aj_kl
Complex conjugate variables: (¢%¢x) = G, (230)
Conjugate Grassmann variablegz;y,) = ij

Forth order expectation valuesan be calculated via the application of Wick’s theorém [38], It can
be split into products of second-order expectation valuelseasum has to be performed over all possible
pairings (including a sign for Grassmann variables):

Real var.: (0 OkPrdm) = (D Dk ) (Di1dm) + (D P1) (PrPm) + (DD ) (D)

C.conj. var.  (¢;drd1dm) = (0] dm) (Brdr) + (9] 1) (Prdm) (231)
Conj. Gr.var.: (Vjrhihm) = (0jthm) (ethr) — (V00) (VrtPm)
D Correations

The decay of the density-density CF given in EQ. {129) is stigated ind = 1,2, 3 dimensions. For
convenience we write := /2(x + J). We use a cut-off aig| = @ for the integrals.

e Onedimension:

@ lq| igr 2 er ’ NI 1
D(r) = —e?dg=— q'cos(q¢')dg" ~ —
Q¢ er? Jo T

The anti-symmetrical part which is sin(q’) does not contribute.

e Two dimensions with polar coordinategg, ¢):

Q 27 q . s 1 27 1 rQ P , , 1
D — d d 1 1gT COs _ d - d ~ —
(r) /O QQ/O ¢-e ; ¢Cosg¢/0 ¢ cos(q')dg’ ~ —

crs

e Three dimensionswith spherical coordinatey, 6, ¢):

Q 27 —1 q .
D(r) = / dg q2/ d¢/ d(cos §) = gl1mcos?
0 0 1 ¢

_ 2r -1

erd Jq

1 @ 3 ! / 1
d(cos@)cos—4¢ ; ¢ cos(q')dq ~ g
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E Calculationsto the paired-fermion model

In this Appendix we write out the expression for the Greeafsction in both caselg)| = 0 and|¢| # 0.

Case:|¢| =0
Deviation of the effective action due to fluctuations is
g1
' — D(w) iD(w) ) (
5 Ao = S e )|
f kZ;( ¢k, Xk, ) < 1D(w) % + D(w)
where
1 1
D =—— ypl=——
W= % TG
The determinant of the Green'’s function reads
detGt = Y _ ) (L — o
YTy TP e T )
Case:|¢| #0
Deviation of the effective action due to fluctuations is
0Pi s
* * 5— 6 x
6cit = D7 01curs MNiceos 071 Xy IO | 0
fow (Sx—k:—w
with the Green'’s function
v — D(w) iD(w) —a ia
G- = iD(w) 5 + D(w) ia a
- —a ia vt — D(w) iD(w)
ia a iD(w) 7 + D(w)
where
1 p?+ J? + 2ipw
D .2 < -7
@ =5 FEren
1 p?+ J? — 2w
D(—w)=>-.20—+ =/
(@) =5 FErer
_ L oP)9
2 J(J?+w?)

The determinant of the Green'’s function is

1

L
ety = BB + o2

w? (72 = e+ pnPe].

(232)

(233)

(234)

(235)

(236)
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F Calculationsto the slave-boson model

F.1 Integration of the constraint

We perform the integration of the complex fiellsande. The integral factorises such that it can be
performed for each lattice siteindependently. Therefore we will drop the indexere temporarily and
evaluate the expression

/exp{—ﬂsth —B(e,b)< QS;F’(I;:S i(i > < Z >}6(|b|2+ le|> — 1)de*de db*db . (237)

The eigenvalues of th x 2 matrix are

2
Ar = Bs <<p+%) —ﬁ%iﬂ\/{<<p+%)s+g] 4 s2(D2 .

A unitary transformation can be applied to the vedtan) such that the matrix has diagonal form. This
does not affect the constraint, because the expre§igion- |e|> = 1 remains unchanged after a unitary
transformation. Therefore the integral is equal to

/de*de db*dbexp [—Bsp® — Arle|* — Xa|b|*] 6(|b*> + [e|* — 1)

1 1
= (27T)25/ dppexp [—Bsp® — A1p® = A2 (1 = p?)]
0
2675&02 e M — g2
A1 — Ao
sinh {5\/[@ + L) s+ 4] 4 202
2
ayl(o+3) s+ 41" + 0P
After performing the shiftp + 1/2 — ¢ and using the index again, the integral{(237) gives the result

=27

= 42 exp |:—BS(,02 — fBs <<p + %) + ﬂ%}

R N s e
[ o
o By (s + 5)° + 52/, 2

F.2 Condensate density

e Psert B 238
(238)

In a Bose system in an optical lattice, which is describeddyraplex fields,. (7), the condensate density is
defined by the expressidn {52) via the concept of off-diatjong range order. In classical approximation,
the field does not depend on imaginary timeand in the slave-boson approach, we replace

(b: — b:er N e:br )
thus we use the definition

no= lim (biexel byx) . (239)

x—%'—00
for the condensate density. Here, the expectation valuges gy

(o) = leb /---exp[...] D[&*, ®, 5] Db, b, e, ¢"] . (240)
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We are interested in the connection between the correlftiwtion (9, ®Z,) and the condensate density.
For this purpose we integrate out the fidldo transform the correlation function of the fieldback to a
correlation function of the fieldsande. Therefore, we write

80rr — Jpr/

for simplicity and perform the integration

B2s* / Oy D% exp (B Dpi P+ Bs Y Bybier+ Bs Y Prepbe | [ [ dPrd®) =

r,r’ r

a 6 * A — * * %k *
Bles) Fw ) /exp B> Dri e +ﬁszr:<1>rbrer +ﬁszr:<1>rerbr Hd@rdtﬁr =

!
x’ Cx/
r,r’

0 0 0
det | = 2N e bppr el by | =
a(b;ex) 6(bx/e;‘(,) € <ﬁ> exp BS Z rCrUrr’ €,

r,r’

0 ~ * * S * oA *
682 det (E) VUxx! + ﬁ82 Z brerer,br/vrxvx/r/ exp ﬁSQ Z brervrr/er,br,

r,r’ r,r’

Since we are interested in the linit— x’ — oo, and the matrix/y, includes nearest-neighbour hopping
only, the termi,,, vanishes. This yields for far distant lattice sitesx’ the expression

(Prs) = 5° Y (Drererib) Drsclisrns -

r,r’

Further we can assume th@ate,e} by) = (blexel by ) for r,x andr’, x’ nearest neighbours. Using

N . s+ J
E Urx = § Ux'r! = —5
S
r r’

we get
(s+J)2

lim (Phdy) =
S

lim (biexex bx)
xX—x'—00

x—x/—00

and therefore

s2

0= G i (PP

F.3 Total particle density
The total particle density at siteis given as
ne=1- <|er|2> ) (241)

wheree is the field associated to empty sites. It is possible to esgatee expectation value of the complex
field e in terms of an expectation value of the real fieldTo achieve that, let us regard the integration over
the fieldsb, e, andy. After performing the substitutiop + 1/2 — ¢ and dropping the index, we have

Jave e [pprecelepen {-sen (28 %) (1))
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Partial integration leads to

25/61@{ 2ﬂs(w—%)] ~pele /Dbb e ¢” exp{.,.},

Therefore we find )
2 P — _—
ey = (- (¢-3) )

Together with Eq.[(241) we find for the local total particlendity the expression

F.4 Zero temperature limit

We want to integrate out the functidfi (we drop the index) given in Eq. [175) for zero temperature, i.e.
in the limit 3 — oco. For simplicity we writes := (s and perform the limit3 — oo instead. Further we
write a := p/2s, andz := |®|2. The functionZ’ we write as

1
7' = —(Z_—7Z4),

25
where
00 —,Bfi(w )
Zy =
oo v/ (@ —|— a)? + a:
and

fr(p,z) =* £/ (p+a)2+z.

In the limit 3 — oo we can calculate the-integral Z. exactly by means of a saddle-point integration.
This is done by expanding the functiofis in second order about their minimum with respecitoWwe
need partial derivatives

Ofeloz) o, _wHa
¢ (p+a)32+z
2
O ixlpw) fi(f’x) = 2+—
9 (o +a)? +a]7
We determine the extrema ¢f :
Uelen®) _ oy o flprarss =2t (243)
dp 2¢0
which is equivalent to
z = (po +a)® (L - 1) (244)
’ 4¢3 '

Thus the saddle point approximation for large values &f

B[ (o0 3 5 (0.0 (000’

e
Zi?b‘/ de
—o0 (o +a)* +a
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T e—Bfi(L/’o,ﬂC)

"N (pot+a)?tr (5o i(pom)
2 2

From Eq. [24B) we get

1 a  9fi(po) 82(0)¥y
= 2 —_ = — N = 2 - 0
,f:t(QOO) Yo 2 2900 p 6902 (SDO +(l)3 )

wherez itself depends o, independently via Eq[(244). For giverthere are two solutions fas, but
only the one which is the absolute minimum contribute&tdor large values of;. Therefore:

, 1 0? =
log 2" = log(yo) —log(wwo + a) — 5 log (%) — Bf+(po) + const.

The term that is proportional t6 dominates all the others, and in the lindit— co we find theexactresult

Jim %bg 7' = ~f1(p0)

B—o0
= lim 1 ﬂlog 7' =— [L&(%)} dvo .
fooo B O dipo dz
The derivative ofpy with respect tar we get from Eq.[(244) by means of the implicit function theore
deo _ —2¢4
dz (po +a)(4pf +a)’
Therefore: 18
lim = —logZ' = 0
B%oo ﬂ 14 ®o +a

Together with the mean-field equatidn (181), we find the zenoperature result in the condensed phase

(i.e. wherex > 0):
S %Yo _ 0 _ M
s+J @o+ta 2J°
For the order parameter we find from Eq.(P44) in the condepbade:

1/s+J\°
o o= (S0) (2o

Thus the condensate density by the definition in Eq.](177) is:

¥o

s? L-8) if-J<u<y
no = P2 = 4 J? K (245)
0 (S+J)2| | { 0 else,
and because dfp) = q the total particle density by the definitidn (178) is:
1 0 if p<—J
mow =0t 5= 5(1=5) f-J<p<J (246)
1 if J<u.
To determine the coefficieat, in Eq. [186), we need the second derivativéupf Z with respect tor:
1 07 d 1 d
lim Ta—zlogZ’ = |— lim TglogZ’ il ,
fooo B Ox dy G0 g Ox dx
_ 1 — 1}
s (po+a)*(4pf +a)
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With the above solution this yields

im L ez S [, (247)
o B 0z2 87 T (s+ J)* s+J 0]

With these results we also find the zero temperature expresir the renormalised coefficierits (200) and

(207):

(s+J)*

= —(s+J)+ : =237 . 248
pr = —(s+J) Sl gr = 2a (248)
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