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Quantum Fluctuations of Vortex Latticesin Ultracold Gases
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We discuss the effects of quantum fluctuations on the prigsest vortex lattices in rapidly rotating ultracold
atomic gases. We develop a variational method that goes\eie Bogoliubov theory by including the effects
of interactions between the quasiparticle excitationgsEtinteractions are found to have significant quantitative
effects on physical properties even at relatively largenjlfactors. We use our theory to predict the expected
experimental signatures of quantum fluctuations of vosti@nd to assess the competition of the triangular
vortex lattice phase with other phases in finite-sized syste
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I. INTRODUCTION ubov theory atv — oo but which incorporates the effects of
interactions between the Bogoliubov quasiparticles. Vdswsh
éhat the variational theory accurately reproduces thetediac
agonalization results for 2 5 in the small systems for which
ese results are available. We then apply the theory te larg
Systems, representative of the thermodynamic limit. We find
that the quasiparticle interactions lead to large quédivia

The achievement of Bose-Einstein condensation in dilut
atomic gases has allowed studies of the interesting colle
tive behaviour of these quantum fluids with unprecedente
detail and in previously inaccessible parameter regimgs [1

The interatomic interactions, although weak, cause thmiato ; - ;
Bose-Einstein condensates to exhibit superfluidity ancdhe corrections to the predlc.tlons of Bogohupov thgory even fo
large filling factors deep in the vortex lattice regime. Ws-di

sociated phenomena familiar from studies of superfluid he-

lium. Among the most striking of these features is the ap_cuss how effects of quantum fluctuations may be observed in

pearance of quantized vortices when the superfluid is forceaxIoerlments measuring the condensate fraction, pariie d
to rotate [2[B]. Experiments on rapidly rotating atomicems Sity at the vortex core or the shear modulus of the vortex lat-

have shown beautiful images of vortex lattides [4-6], ancha 1CE- Finally, we discuss the implications of our resultstfee
allowed detailed studies of their collective proper competition W'th othe_r phases on finite-sized systems.

i ) _ o _ The paper is organised as follows: In Jet. Il we review the
Theoretical studies have pointed to the possibility of gsin pasic model for our system and derive the form of the mi-

ultracold atomic gases to explore novel regimes of vortex de ¢o5copic Hamiltonian in the rapid-rotation limit. We then

sity where quantum fluctuations of the vortices become im'apply Bogoliubov theory in SeEJIl, obtaining the spectrum
portant [9]. The parameter controlling the degree of quantu ¢ low-energy excitations for the triangular lattice, arsing

fluctuations is the filling factor, = N/N,, whereN and Ny his o derive the effects of quantum fluctuations on various
denote the number of bosons and vortices respecu@ly [10bhysical observables. In SdclIV, we present a variational
Quantum fluctuations are small for— oo, butincrease with  55r04ch which allows studies beyond the Bogoliubov limit
decreasing. In particular, for a Iqrge un_lform system, it ha}s_ of very small condensate depletion. In $8c V, we compare
been shown that these fluctuations drive a phase transitiQe results of this variational theory with small systematxa
out of the triangular vortex lattice to a set of strongly €rT i gonalization results, and describe its predictions ot
lated bosonic quantum liquids (analogous to fractlonahque_1 (thermodynamically) large systems and for finite-sized sys

tum Hall states When_ the filling factor is reduced below &cri (o ms. SeE VI contains a summary of our results.
ical valuer, ]. Estimates of,. vary between,. ~ 2 — 6

from exact diagonalization resulfs [10-12] and~ 8 — 14

from a Lindemann criterion [10, 118, 114]. Il. THEORETICAL MODEL
While the prediction of the precise transition point is aywer
difficult theoretical task, the analytical theories of RﬁﬂE— A system ofN interacting bosons of magd in a parabolic

[16] do also provide important information concerning the ef trap that is rotating with frequendy about thez-axis can be

fects of quantum fluctuations within the vortex lattice phas described by the following rotating-frame Hamiltoniah:[9]
These results are based on the application of mean-field the-

ory, with quantum fluctuations described by the Bogoliubov - Z { (pi — MQz x r;)?
approximation. This is expected to be accurate in the lifhit o N 2M
large filling factorsy >> 1 [10]. However, for smaller values

i=1

of v, one expects corrections to the _results o_f Bogoliubov the- +% [(Qﬁ — 03 (22 +y2) + ngf] }

ory, arising from the effects of quartic terms in the fluctoat 2

expansion, or equivalently from effective interactionsieen N

the Bogoliubov quasiparticles. In this paper, we analyse th + Z V(v —r;), 1)
effects of these corrections to the Bogoliubov theory. We in i<j=1

troduce a variational wavefunction for the vortex lattidfeao  where(),. and (2, are the radial and axial trap frequencies
rapidly rotating atomic Bose gas, which recovers the Begolirespectively and/(r) = gspd(r) is a contact interaction
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of strengthgsp. The Hamiltonian is equivalent to a sys- corresponding translation operator![20]. From Eq. 3, it fol
tem of charger bosons in an effective magnetic fiel8l = lows that one quantum flux passes through the unit cell area
(2MQ/q)z. We will be working under the assumptions of |a; x as|, and therefore, the magnetic translation operators
weak interactions and quasi 2-dimensionality where the incommute with the Hamiltonian and each other, generating the
equalitiesng < K2 andng < hS), are satisfieds( is the  elements of the Magnetic Translation Grolipl [20]. Following
2D boson density ang = gsp /42 Ref. [19], we can now construct orthonormal Bloch functions

2o 1S the 2D contact in- out of linear combinations af,, (r)
. . r
teraction parameter) [17]. We s@t = ( so that any resid- m

ual radial confinement can be neglected. Treating the ictera 1 et

tion term as a perturbation, it follows that the energy eigen Vi (r) = \/ﬁ Zcm(r)e e (7)
states ofH are Landau levels [9], with eigenvalues given by v m

Ey, = 2h(n + 1/2), and that all the particles are confined where¢ (k) normalises the Bloch function to unity over the
to the lowest Landau level (LLL). We shall refer to the abovesystem area, and is given by

theoretical set-up as the 2D LLL regime. The LLL basis states

take the following form: (k) = D (—1)mmaemrm? /A g ilerm, 8)

m

() (et ige @)/
;(r) = \/m(x +iy)'e ’ @) The Bloch states are simultaneous eigenstates of the Kamilt
nian and the translation operators. In a finite system of area

wherel = /h/2M(Q is the effective magnetic length and A, there arelV, (Eq.[3) such states, labelled by momekta
j=0,1,2,...indexes the states. which belong to the first Brillouin zone (BZ) of the 2D Bravais

Within mean-field theory, the condensate wavefunctionjattice and satisfy periodic boundary conditions with esstp
U (r), is a superposition of these basis states and is determingd magnetic translations. We shall study a system of vastice
solely by the positions of its zerds [18]. These correspond t defined on a rectangular region with dimensidns L,,, and
coordinates of vortex centres. Under the requirement bieat t with periodic boundary conditions.
entire system mimics rigid body motion the number of vor-  In the magnetic Bloch basis the contact interaction takes th

tices in the system must be given by following form:
_ 2
Nv o A/(27Tl )’ (3) HI - Z M(k7 q, q/7 qll)6q+q’-,q”+GbL+qu+q/bk+q”bka
whereA is the condensate area. k,q,9".9",G
Studying the structure of the mean-field ground state will )

help us to choose an appropriate basis in which to treat quai!here all momenta belong to the first BZ aGdare the recip-
tum fluctuations. In the 2D LLL regime we are left to consider "0c@l lattice vectors. The Kronecker delta imposes comserv

only the interaction term in the Hamiltonian. In the meardfie tion of momentum modulo a reciprocal lattice vector and the

approximation the interaction term reduces to interaction matrix element, obtained in R[21], is ginmn

2 g * *

% / W (r)[* d2r, 4 Mkad.q) =3 / Prii ()W o (0) Ui qr (r) Wi (r)
4A

and assumes a minimum when the zero¥ @f) lie on a tri- = 9/( = ) =
angular lattice[[9]. Thus, the mean-field ground state is-a tr Vi +a)Ck+a)C(k+q”)C(k)
angular lattice of vortices with a unit cell areafl? (a con- X Z (—1)marmazFmaimaez Fmaimss
sequence of E] 3). m;,mz,mg

As our basis, we will use LLL magnetic Bloch states which
are related to the mean-field ground state by a translatien. W
review their construction, outlined in Ref. [19]. One start

Xe_# [r?nl +r?nz +(I‘m1 _rm3)2+(rm2 _rma)z]

Xeﬁz'[(rml +rm2)><rm3]_i(k+Q)'rm1

with the most localized symmetric LLL wavefunction w e~ i(k+a') rmy +i(k+q”)-rma7
1 _e2/42 (20)
co(r) = ®;o(r) = ——e " /4, 5
0( ) J O( ) \/m ( )

The mean-field ground state corresponds ta\aparticles
and translates it to the sites of a 2D Bravais lattice, toiobta condensed into thk = 0 Bloch state. It has energy =

N2M(0,0,0,0) = B2 4, whereBa ~ 1.1596.

m = Tm a Tm a . .
Cm(r) 11 lmlmz 2¢0(r) One can readily extend this approach to calculate the shear
— =1 e*(rfrm)2/4lz+(i/2lz)2-(rxrm>, modulus within mean-field theory. The energy change per unit
V2ml? area of a vortex lattice, sheared by an infinitesimal afigie

(6)  given byC,62, whereC, is its shear modulu$ [15]. The shear

. . modulus can be calculated in the mean-field approximation as
wherea; anda, are the Bravais lattice vectons,, = mia; +

moay is the translation vector from the origin to a given lat- N? ) )
tice site, andl},, = exp [~irm - (p+mQz xr)] is the Gy = —-0°M(0,0,0,0)/96% = 0.1191gn", (1)



where thed dependence o#/(0, 0,0, 0) enters through the where
sheared lattice vectors: .
|/\q|e“Zﬁq =2M(0,q,—q,0),

aL = GJA(L O) |/\q|6_i¢q = 2]\/‘[((11 —q, —q, _2q)a
an
a = —=(1+0V3,V3). (12) & =2[M(0,0,q,q) + M(0,q,0,q) — M(0,0,0,0)].
(16)
fln this approximation the Hamiltonian is quadratic and can b
diagonalized via a Bogoliubov transformation of the form:

B cosh 04 —e'%aginh Oy Qq
~ \ —e asinhf,  coshfy ol )

—-q
(17)

an = (%)%l is the lattice constant of the triangular vortex
lattice. The shear modulus is relevant for the distortion o
the lattice by thermal fluctuations, and ultimately the thakr
melting transition. (Though non-linearities from therrfiat- by
tuations will become important.) It also determines the fre ( pt
quencies of the long-wavelength sound modes in the hydro-* ¢
dynamic regime. This limit applies when the scattering rate
'k of Bogoliubov modes is large compared to their energyto give

ex. Matveenko et al.[[16] have shown that at zero temper- )
ature,iT'(e(k), 0)/e(k) ~ 0.065/v so the system is always Hy = N7M(0,0,0,0)

lightly damped at filling factors where the triangular ledtis 1 1
p?ediycted tg exist (i.eygz 7). However, at non-gero temper- +N Z [V - |)‘Q|2(O‘Laq + 5) B 55‘1} ’
ature, excitations witl(k) < e. = Z are overdamped (see a0
[1€]). Thus, for small non-zero temperatures, one can @xpec (18)
these modes to be in the hydrodynamic regime, and have fr
guencies set by the shear modulus.

It is useful to note that the zeros of the Bloch function

Wy (r) are located at [21] N-No = 3 (blpa) = 3 sinh? 6, (19)
q#0 q#0

which is assumed small compared¥dor self-consistency of
From this, we see that the zeros map out a triangular latticthe mean field approach. However, in the vicinitycpt= 0,
which is simply a translation of the mean-fidtd= 0 lattice.  one finds thatinh® 6, ~ 1/(ql)>. Using}_,, — lz% [ d?q,
Adding quantum fluctuations to the mean-field theory leads t@ne finds that the depleted fraction diverges with system
excitations of neighbourink-states, which correspondto vor- size [18] ag N — Ny)/N ~ In(N,)/v.
tex lattices that are offset with respect to the macrosedlyic The excitation spectrum of the triangular lattice, given by
occupied one. We can say that quantum fluctuations “smeaiq.[18, agrees with previous calculati [13, 16]. We akten
the original mean-field lattice. these works on the Bogoliubov approximation by evaluating
also the zero-point energy, the particle density at theewort
core, and the shear modulus. To do so, we calculate the matrix
1. BOGOLIUBOV APPROXIMATION elements¢, and|)\q|, by evaluating the sums in EQ.110 for
the triangular lattice. (See the appendix for an outlinehf t
At high filling factors, the condensate is weakly depleted,calculation.)
and we can approximate the Hamiltonian by a Bogoliubov ex- We find that including the zero-point fluctuations within
pansion, which keeps terms up to second ordéNin— Nj), Bogoliubov theory leads to the ground state energy
where N, is the macroscopic occupation number of the con- N2
densate. The condensate is a coherent state, i.e. an eigenst p=9" (ﬂA + V_A) , (20)
of by. Its creation and annihilation operators can be treated as 24 v
¢ numbers given by whereya ~ —0.5036. Zero-point fluctuations give rise to
a correction that increases as we move away from the mean-
bf) =by=+/Nyg= |N-— Z<b£bq>- (14) field regime and is invgrsely p(oportional to the filling faict
az0 Condensate depletion, which takes place beyond mean-
field, gives a non-zero expectation value of the particlesdgn
The Bogoliubov expansion dff; takes the following explicit  at the centre of the vortex:

form:
) Ncore = Z<bgbq>|qlq(rcorc)|23 (21)
Hy = M(0,0,0,0)N 470

Sheretanh 204 = '2—:‘ The number of particles outside the
condensate is given by

1
Ty + §(a1 +ay) + 1%z x k. (13)

+E > (b bq) ( fq_w [Agle™s ) ( ?q ) whererco. = 3(a; + a2) gives the position of one of the ze-
2 a0 4 [Aqle™ &g blqg ros of the mean-fieltkt = 0 wavefunction. In the Bogoliubov

N Z , approximation, we find

= g+ O((N = No)?), (15)
2 a20 b Neore/N Moo 1.23/v. (22)
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v. ~ 5. As we shall discuss below, the inclusion of effects
beyond the Bogoliubov theory have an even more dramatic
effect.

The zero-point fluctuations also give a significant correc-
tion to the shear modulus, arising from the variation of the
] zero-point energy with the shear angle. Under the Bogoliubo
approximation we find

— Bogoliubov
-- Ref. 13
+— Variational, N, = 90

S0 § /
8 . B 1 8 2 N 2 2
c Cr =om NM(0,0,0,0)+3Z( £a — |Aal —éq)
q#0
........ - 0.1332
2o op2 (0.1191 — > , (23)
5 : : 05 : : — where thé dependence enters through the sheared lattice vec-
i tors (see Eq.12).
FIG. 1: Vortex core particle density as a function of the noee V. BEYOND THE BOGOLIUBOV APPROXIMATION

filling factor, for the full Bogoliubov theory (solid line)the long-

wavelength theory of Ref. [13] (dashed line), and for ouiatéonal . . . . . .
wavefungtion in éqmsﬂ%gv] (: 90 (diam)onds). The relation The Bogoliubov expansion of the interaction Hamiltonian

given in the appendix was used to map from the mean-squartskvo (E0.[3) neglects those scattering processes which do not in-
core displacementsr?) calculated in Ref/[13] to vortex core den- Volve condensed particles, i.e. terms of the f(bﬁhilbq/bqn,
sity. n. (dotted line) is the critical core density at which the kegti  and is only valid for small condensate depletions when 1.
should “melt” according to a Lindemann criterion with paegtar Previous studies, summarized in Secfioh Ill, have overdok
(6r?) = 0.1450%. the contribution of this quartic term. As will be shown, the
contribution of the quartic term to the energy of the system
can be very significant even at large filling factors. In ftiug,
The vortex core density can be used to estimatéhe crit- larger the system the higher t_he _fi_IIing factor_ at \_/vhich we ex-
ical filling factor at which the vortex lattice melts, by réfg ~ P€Ct the quartic term to be a significant contribution to the B
it to spatial fluctuations of the mean-field lattice. As was ex 90llubov approximation. This is a re§U|t2°f the diverging de
plained in the preceding section, condensate depletiatslea P'€tion in the vicinity ofk = 0, wheresinh” 6 ~ N, within
to excitation ofk £ 0-states, and this can be viewed as theBogoliubov theory. A scaling argument shows that this di-
fluctuating mean-field lattice. The fluctuations lead to a-non VErgence causes the contribution of the quartic terms to the
vanishing particle density at the core of each vortex. Assumtotal energy to be of ordeN, /v times the contribution of
ing that the fluctuations are described by a Gaussian distrib "€ quadratic terms. Hence, the Bogoliubov approximation
tion we can write down the average vortex core density as & duantitatively valid, and the quartic term can be negiect

function of the variance of this distributiofgr?), wheresr ~ ONly whenN, /v < 1. , .
is the displacement of the vortex core from its mean-field po- | "€ most straightforward way to include the quartic term

sition (see the appendix for this relation). Fér| < [ the in energy calculations is through a variational analysiss W

density is a function of the variance only and does not gelake a trial wavefunction of the form obtained within the Bo-

pend on the particular distribution of the fluctuations. One9°liubov approximation (retaining up to quadratic terns);
can estimate the melting point of the lattice using a suitFameterised by a set of variational varlqblles. We then find
able Lindemann criteriorﬁ_[fZ] i.e. the lattice is said to mel the values of these parameters that optimise the full energy
when (6r2) /12 reaches a particular threshold value. We fol-including the quartic interactions. The Bogoliubov wavefu
low Refs. [10] 14] and take this to be 0.145. We also cal- tion can be expressed in terms of a depletlpn operator acting
culate the vortex core density from the estimate of Rei. [13P" & Simple condensate. The operator excites and de-excites
for (5r2), obtained through a path-integral formalism. fi. 1 P&irs of particles with a vanishing total momentum. The exci
compares the core density in this long-wavelength limihwit {@tions are weighted by a set of real variational paramefgrs
the result that we find within the Bogoliubov approximation. 2"d¢k, indexed by the BZ momenta.

The Bogoliubov theory is more accurate because it uses the W) = U0) (24)
energy dispersion across the entire Brillouin zone, weettea frial ’

long-wavelength approximation of Ref. [13] uses a quadrati where|0) is the condensate of all particles in tke= 0 state,

approximation for the energy dispersion which neglects theindt/ a unitary depletion operator given by
contribution of higher ordek terms to(ér?). The inclusion

of the full dependence across the Brillouin zone leads to a 9 ‘ ‘
change in the melting transition predicted by the Lindemann U = exp | — Z e (bLbT_ke“ﬁk — bkb,ke‘wk) . (25)
criterion with parametefér?)/I1? = 0.145 from v, ~ 9 to iz 2
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By making use of the following identities: we can expres8l, i | Hr| Vtia1) @S an explicit function of the
_ parametergy andoy:
U'bqU = bgcoshfy — bT_qe“bq sinh 0q,

UTbLU = b}, cosh0g — b_qe ™ **a sinh 6, (26)

(Woiall B[ Wit = > {25inh? fpcsinh® 0 M (k, 0, =k + q, —k + q)
k#0,q#0

+M(0,0,0,0) N + sinh 0q cosh 6 sinh 6y cosh eri(qbk*“bQ)M(k, -k +q,—q — Kk, —2k)}

+No Z {4 sinh? 04 M (0,q, 0, q) — sinh 64 cosh 0 |e"?a M (q, —q, —q, —2q) + e~ *?aM (0, q, —q, 0)} }, (27)
q#0

whereN, can be eliminated using Eg.]19.
The Bogoliubov trial wavefunction does not have a definite
particle number. The finite variance &fleads to a significant

overestimate of the energy at low filling factors and in small %M

systems, i.e. whenevéY is not much greater than 1. We I M 000000 o o 1
can see this from how the energy scales whthn the mean- 1k AAAAAAAA e o |
field regime: 222 N2, It follows that £/N? is overestimated R

by ~ %N—l. To address this problem we could project = | s, i
the Bogoliubov trial wavefunction onto a state with a deéinit 11 08 a |

particle number and compute the new expectation valué of
We instead propose to use, right from the beginning, a tria : .

. . .. . . o Variational wavefunction (indefinite number)
wavefunction with a definite particle number of the follogin & Variational wavefunction (definite number
form, in line with work by Girardeau and Arnowift [23]: 0.6- [ _ED 8
I I I I | I I I I
0 0.5 1

exp [ = = (86T e — B bicb e ) | ),

k70 FIG. 2: Comparison of our results with ED data fdk, = 6 and

(28) L,/L. = 1/4/3. As expected and explained in sectfod IV the in-

1 1 . . x .
wherefz = bo(bhbo)~2 and|N) is a condensate a¥ parti- dgf{nite parti/cle number trial wavefunction overestimatesenergy
clesinthek = 0 state. The depletion operatoris now particle- ang this overestimate is larger at low filling factors. Inthl other
conserving. The expectation value Bt for this trial wave-  figures our variational results were obtained for the definitmber
function is expressed in terms of the variational paransetertrial wavefunction in Eq_28
in the appendix. The optimal values of the parameters were
found numerically for each system that we studied.

bound. The energies of the definite-number state are accu-
rate to within1%, down tor ~ 5. (For filling factorsv < 5
V. RESULTSAND COMPARISONSWITH OTHER STATES e expect the groundstate to involve significant quantum fluc
tuations, being close to or in the regime of strong corrélate
A. Triangular Vortex Lattice guantum Hall states, and the variational wavefunctiontier t
vortex lattice to become inaccurate. Still, we present eur r

In order to test our variational method we have calculatecults for the rangé < 1/v < 1 for completeness.)
the energies of small systems and have compared them with We can now take advantage of this success and study the
the data available from exact diagonalisation (ED) studfes behaviour of the condensate for large systems in the thermo-
Ref. m] Variational energies become exact when oo so  dynamic limit, well outside the range of the available EDedat
should match the ED results in that limit.  F[d. 2 presents Fig.[3 shows the results of variational calculations for the
our variational bounds, obtained from both the indefinite-largest system we have studied, 8§ = 90 vortices. The
number and the definite-number trial wavefunctions, and-comlowest energy variational state is the triangular latti&leofvn
pares them against the ED energies. Clearly, the state withy triangular symbols in Fig13). At large filling factors,
definite particle number provides a much better variationall /v — 0, the variational results match with the Bogoliubov



5 Variational o]
(\IZ E " ' > e@eeegfrf"a‘g z
wm o ' o N,=6 |
© h 5% Nv =6
=) ! v
0.8- [+ Triangular lattice S 50/ -- N,=24"
= Square lattice i oo N, =24
— Smectic state o i N =90 -
— Bogoliubov approximation w4 V_
oo N, =90
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
0.8 05 1 % 05 1
iy 1N

FIG. 3: The results for the largest studied system, i.e. Nfor= 90 FIG. 4: Condensate depletion in a range of system sizes. yiihe s
(Ly/L. = 2+/3 for the triangular lattice and.,,/L. = 9/10 for bols correspond to our variational results for the definiteaber
the square lattice). The variational energies were caledlasing  state and the solid lines show the depletion calculatederBtigoli-

the definite-number trial wavefunction. ubov approximation.

theory. However, there are significant deviations from the B

goliubov result at low filling factors. Far ~ 10 the deviation 012 |
is as large as the difference in energy we find between triar _

gular and square lattices, showing that these non-linesrit - \égggﬂggg\', approximation
are quantitatively important in determining the naturehad t 0118

low-energy phase.

We have also computed the condensate depletion, in a rani
of system sizes, as a function of the filling factaisee Figl#).
The inclusion of the quartic term quenches condensate depl
tion significantly. Already, at ~ 10, we see d5% difference
in condensate depletion fav, = 90 when itis included. The 0.105-
condensate depletion, although substantially reducex tine
prediction of Bogoliubov theory, is still significant. An ex
perimental observation of this reduction fra0% conden- 0.
sate fraction — even in the limit of vanishing temperature - 0
would be a clear indication of the effects of quantum fluctua-
tions [24].

As discussed in S€c]Il, condensate depletion leads to a NOMG. 5: Shear modulug,) of the triangular vortex lattice as a func-
vanishing vortex core density. Figl 1 shows the vortex cordion of the filling factor forV, = 90
density forN, = 90, obtained from the variational estimates

of the occupation numbers &f# 0 states. The contribution
of the quartic term is very significant and cannot be negtecte since the variational approach (based on expanding ardwend t

at filling factors of the order ofV, ~ 90, where Bogoliubov triangular vortex lattice) may be inaccurate in the vigirof

is no longer a valid approximation (see the scaling argumerthe melting transition. Nevertheless, note that thereresaaly

in Section[1V). a very clear departure from the Bogoliubov results for large
It is particularly striking that, for filling factors as snhals v ~ N,. Our results show that the effects of quantum fluctua-

v = 1, the core density does not reach the critical vatlue tions in the positions of vortices are very much suppressed a

obtained from the Lindemann melting criterion with parame-compared to the expectations of Bogoliubov theory.

ter (5r?) = 0.14512. The application of this numerical value  Including quantum fluctuations beyond the Bogoliubov ap-

for the Lindemann criterion is highly questionable in thése  proximation also leads to very significant corrections te th

of quantummelting of a vortex lattice. Since it is known from shear modulus of the vortex lattice. Hid. 5 shows our numer-

numerical exact diagonalization studies that the lattiedtsn ical values of the shear modulus fdf, = 90 and a range of

with v, ~ 2 — 6 [10-12], our results for the core density sug- filling factors, and compares them against the Bogoliubov ap

gest that the Lindemann parameter should be significantly reproximation. The shear modulus is not suppressed as much

duced. We do not believe it is helpful to quote a number hereas predicted by Bogoliubov theory in Eql23. The shear mod-

Shear Modulus (gzl)
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in finite-sized systems. Following Reff. [11], the stripeaep

tion that optimises the energy is given®9083a . For each
system we studied, we chose the separation that is closest to
this value and commensurate with the length of the system,
L,. In the presence of a contact interaction, we only need to
consider nearest-neighbour interactions between thgestri
This means thatH;)/N? depends solely on the number of
particles per stripelVy, and the separation of the stripdsy.
For N, = 4,6, 8, whereAx = a, and there are two vortices
per stripe {V, s = 2), the energy of the smectic state becomes

0.8 HNV:B, triangular lattice g
o N,=8, smectic state <H1>/N2 = —(1.1888 — 1.0746/]\/'5)7 (30)
=N, =24, triangular lattice 2A
o N_=24, smectic state V3
0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ for N, = 24, whereAr = S2an andN, s = 4,
% 05 1 .
iy (Hp)/N? = = (1.1757 — 0.9307/Ny), (31)

2A

_ _ 9 _
FIG. 6: Energy of the smectic state (circles) compared agétie en- ~ and forNy = 90, whereAz = {5a andNy s =9,

ergy of the triangular vortex lattice (triangles) ®, = 8, L, /L. = g
V3/4and forN, =24, L,/ L, = 4v/3/9 <HI>/N2 = ﬂ(1.1720 —0.9671/Ns). (32)

Our results agree qualitatively with those of Ref.|[11]. In
ulus can be experimentally measured from the frequencies dhe thermodynamic limit the triangular vortex lattice hawér
the Tkachenko sound modes. Following the continuum theenergy than the smectic state down to small filling factors at
ory [15,[25] of the Tkachenko modes in a rapidly rotatingWhich we expect to see fractional quantum Hall state5 [10]

BEC, the eigenfrequencies are given by (FQHSSs). We also find that the smectic phase is favoured for
small systems and low filling factors, and that there is evi-
dence for phase transitions between the smectic state and th

471’02 . . . .
w; = 72\/_%-(% -Q), (29)  triangular vortex lattice. However, there are importardrafir
Bagn?v3 tative differences from the results of Réf.[11]. That woitt d

not include quantum fluctuations, obtainilé{ﬁ%(N2 — N)

; ; for the energy of the triangular vortex lattice. By includin
modes. The Tkachenko frequencies are proportiongidd. o Bogoliubov and quartic terms in our energy calculations

As described above, depending upon Whgther the OSCI|$tIOI]Ne revise the estimates of the transition points between the
are much faster or slower than the damping rates of BOgo"frianguIar and smectic states. F8r — 4, 6,8 (N, . — 2) our
ubov excitations, the system is in the collisionless or bydr ot 'chow a phase transitiomat: 3’ 7 A Avsjhexpected

;lentf’:\mlc regl(rjn?. Itr: thtekhydr_oijynammretglrge zer0-||3t0|ntr:‘Iuc- uantum fluctuations stabilise the triangular vortexdattind
uations need 1o be taken Into account. Lur resulls SNOW g, astimate is lower than = 8 — 13, obtained following

4% shift from the mean-field value af’, at filling factors . P

. X 2 Ref. [11]. Indeed, we find that once the system size is as large
of ~ 10, giving an approximatel2% shift in the Tkachenko as N :] 24 (see Fig[B), there is no tra?\/sition to a smectig
eigenfrequencies. Observing this small softening of tremash fstatevfor any filling factor,s/ -1

modulus below its mean-field value would be an indication o Our studies show that another competing phase is the

the role of quantum fluctuations in the vortex lattice phase. square vortex lattice. Like the smectic state, it can betfest
over the triangular lattice in small systems and at low fijlin
_ ) factors. Following the same variational method as for the tr
B. Competing Phasesin Small Systems angular lattice, we computed the matrix elements in[Eg. 10,
with the lattice vectors now describing a square lattical an
Finally, we turn to discuss the energetic stability of the tr calculated variational energies using the definite-nuratate
angular lattice phase compared with other competing phas€&q.[28). We found an energy cross-over between the two vor-
in finite-sized systems. One possible phase the sytem miglex lattice phases fav, = 6 atv ~ 4. In the largest, approx-
enter, as the filling factor or system size are reduced, is thanately isotropic, system that we studied, i&, = 90 (see
smectic phase. In Ref._[111] the smectic state was shown tBig.[3), the triangular vortex lattice is lower in energy dow
be favoured over the triangular lattice in small systemse Thto v ~ 1. Thus, our results show that, while quantum fluctua-
smectic state corrrespondsig’ N, independent condensates tions reduce the energy gap between the square and triangula
put into Landau-gauge states, which have the form of stripegortex lattice phases (and, as described above, also réueice
aligned along the width of the systenV{ is the number of shear modulus of the triangular lattice), the triangulateso
particles put into each state). We have compared our resultattice remains the lower energy state in the thermodynamic
for the vortex lattice phase with the energies of the stripgsg  limit.

wherev; = 7.17 and~, = 16.9 for the two lowest eigen-
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V. SUMMARY ansatz that vortex core positions are described by thexWello
ing Gaussian probability distribution:

We have developed a variational method to describe the
quantum fluctuations of 2D vortex lattice phases of ultrdcol p(or) = 1 o—0r2/(0r%) (B1)
atomic gases in the lowest Landau level regime. We find very w{or?) ’
good agreement (withih%) between the results of our vari-

ational method and those of exact diagonalization studies gyheresr is the displacement of the vortex core from its mean-
filling factors of 5 and above. Our theory includes the effect fie|d position andsr2) = ¢/2 is the variance of that displace-

of interactions between the quantum fluctuations beyond thgyent. It turns out, however, that the relation we are degivin
Bogoliubov description. These are found to have significanis independent of the above ansatz when the vortex core fluc-
quantitative effects on physical properties. Our theom-pr tyations are smalbr| < I, which is the case right up to the
dicts dramatically reduced condensate depletion as caupar melting point given by the Lindemann criterion that we use

to Bogoliubov theory, and dramatic reduction in the extentt (¢ . (.145). The average particle density at the vortex core is
which the positions of the vortices fluctuate, as evidenged bthen given by

the quantum contribution to the particle density at theesort
cores. Measurements of the condensate fraction, of the shea m -
modulus, or of the particle density at the vortex cores could N{(|Wo(tcore)|?) = e Z(—l)’”"ze_r“ /4
provide signatures of the quantum fluctuations of vortices. (€ +2)¢(0) m,n

Our results provide clear predictions for the sizes of these wo—(rm—3— )% /¢

effects, which differ markedly from the predictions of prev 1,
ous theories even at relatively large filling factors. Hipal Xezlz“*?) !
we used our theory to assess the competition of the triangu- we e 2 (rnx(artaz—2rm))
lar vortex lattice phase with the smectic and square phases i
finite-size systems.

‘(a1+az—2ry,)

-1 _ 2
X e212¢(+2) (a1taz—2rm) (BZ)

)

wheren = N/A is the mean particle density.
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Appendix C

Appendix A We obtain the expectation value &f; for the trial wave-

. _ _function given in Eq.28. Let
Here we outline how to express the matrix elements in

terms of analytic functions. We can sum over the first pair of
variables in EJ_10, say:;; andms, using the identity [26] Un = exp | — Z 7k (ﬂblbt_kemk _ ﬁflbkb7k671¢k) 7

Z(_1)mn€77rt(m2+n2)77Ttmn+2miz+2niy k#0
o (C1)
= O5(x|it)¥3(2y — x|3it) — 9 (x|it) (2y — z|3it),

and|¥y,.1) = Uy |N), whereUy is a depletion operator that
conserves total particle number. We have made use of the

wherey; are the Jacobi Theta-functions ane 1/v/3. How- following identities which, with the exception of the lastey
ever, andy will themselves be dependent on other summaMirror those given in Eq. 26:

tion variables fn3; andmss in this case), which need to be ‘

extracted out of the Theta-function arguments before they t U} bqUx = bq cosh g — biqﬂe“ﬁq sinh 0,

can be summed over using EQ.JAL. They canonly be extracted _; ; ot 1 i

if their coefficients are multiples of /2 or it/2, whereit is UnbqUn = bg coshfq = b—qf™ ¢ sinh 0,

(A1)

the period of a given Theta-Function. A number of identities i o A 2N -1 4

that exploit the quasi-periodicity of the Theta-functionsre UnboboUn = SV N = VN [1- 2N(N —1) UyDUy

used in this "extraction’ (see Ref. [27] for an exhaustigg)li v (DQ/N) 7 (C2)
Appendix B whereD = Zq;ﬂ] bzlbq is the depletion operator. Unliké,

Uy does not commute withy and b!, and therefore a third
Here we derive the relation between the vortex core densitidentity was required. After a somewhat lengthy calculatio
and the mean-squared vortex core displacement. We take tlome finds



2

(Vtriall Hi|Wirial) = M (0,0,0,0) [N? = N + (1 —2N) > sinh*fq + | Y sinh®6g | +2)  sinh® 6 cosh® g
q#0 q#0 q#0

+4) M(0,q,0,q)sinh?0q | N — > sinh® i — 2cosh®fq | + > 2sinh? Oy sinh® 0 M (k, 0, —k + q, —k + q)
q#0 k#0 k#0,97#0

1 . 2N —1 .12 1 s 1.2 i —i¢,

+§\/N2 — N> sinh 26 v | S et 5 > sinh® 6y | — 1| (e"*9M(q, —q, —q, —2q) + ¢ **1M(0,q, —q, 0))
q#0 (N—=1) k+£0
2
. 1

+ Z sinh 8 cosh A sinh ) cosh e (P=%) M (k, —k + q, —q — k, —2k) + O N Z sinh? 0,

k#0,q#0 q#0

(C3)

When finding the set of parametetg and ¢y that min-  other words, we are constrained to optimise in the region of
imises the expectation value éf;, we need to check that the parameter space where the incurred error is small.
error~ O ((N — Np)?/N) is small and can be neglected. In
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