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We investigate the extended Bose-Hubbard model with the nearest-neighbor repulsion on a square
lattice by the standard basis operator method. We derive Green’s functions in random phase
approximation and calculate the excitation spectrum and momentum distribution in Mott insulator,
charge density wave, superfluid, and supersolid phases. The excitation spectrum has gapped modes
and gapless Goldstone modes in the superfluid and supersolid phases. The momentum distribution
has a peak at the zone corner in the supersolid phase and the charge density wave phase close to

the phase boundary.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Bose-Hubbard model (BHM) [1, 2] describes
bosonic atoms in optical lattices. Since parameters of
optical lattices can be tuned flexibly, the BHM is ideal
for the investigation of many-body effects. This model
undergoes the phase transition from a superfluid (SF)
phase to a Mott insulator (MI) phase at the critical ratio
of the onsite repulsion to the hopping amplitude [3-5].
These phases are characterized by the excitation spec-
trum. In the MI phase, all excitation modes are gapped.
In contrast, in the SF phase, the spectrum consists of
gapped and gapless Goldstone modes [6-14]. The mo-
mentum distribution is also an indicator of the SF-MI
phase transition. In the SF phase, the momentum dis-
tribution has a sharp peak at zero momentum, which in-
dicates the existence of Bose-Einstein condensation and
superfluidity [6, [14-17).

The extended Bose Hubbard model (EBHM) is the
BHM with nearest-neighbor interactions [18]. The
nearest-neighbor repulsion gives rise to solid-ordered
phases: a charge density wave (CDW) phase and a su-
persolid (SS) phase [19, [20]. Although there are many
studies on the phase diagram of the EBHM [18-26], there
are limited studies on the excitation spectrum and mo-
mentum distribution of the EBHM in two and three di-
mensions. In one dimension, the excitation spectrum has
been calculated by the density-matrix renormalization-
group method [27]. In two dimensions, the excitation
spectrum of the EBHM on a square lattice has been
studied by the dynamical Gutzwiller approach [21], but
only low-energy excitations have been calculated. The
excitation spectrum was also studied based on equations
for Green’s functions |28], but the solutions of the equa-
tions were not presented. Thus, explicit representations
of Green’s functions were not given, and a method to cal-
culate the excitation spectrum was not explained. The
momentum distribution of the EBHM on a square lat-
tice has been calculated in the MI and CDW phases
by the strong-coupling perturbation theory [29] and in
the SS phase by quantum Monte Carlo simulations [30].
However, differences between the MI, CDW, SF, and SS
phases have not been explored.

In this paper, we investigate the EBHM on a square
lattice by the standard basis operator (SBO) method.
The SBO method has been applied to the BHM in both
the MI and SF phases [12-14, 131]. We extend the SBO
method to the EBHM on a bipartite square lattice, which
has two sublattices due to a periodic density modulation.
In Sec. [l we summarize the mean-field phase diagram of
the EBHM. In Sec. [IIl we derive equations for Green’s
functions by the SBO method in random phase approxi-
mation. By solving the equations, we obtain the Green’s
functions in the MI, CDW, SF, and SS phases. In Sec.[[V]
we calculate the excitation spectrum that has gapped and
gapless modes in the SF and SS phases. In Sec. [Vl we
calculate the momentum distribution that has a peak at
the zone corner in the SS phase and the CDW phase close
to the CDW-SS phase transition.

II. MEAN-FIELD PHASE DIAGRAM

In this section, we summarize the phase diagram of the
extended Bose-Hubbard model |22, [23, [30].
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where bl—L and b; are the boson creation and annihila-
tion operators at site i, n; = b;‘bi is the number oper-
ator, ¢ is the hopping amplitude, U is the onsite repul-
sion, V is the nearest-neighbor repulsion, u is the chem-
ical potential, and (ij) denotes the summation over the
nearest-neighbor sites. The ground state in the atomic
limit (¢ = 0) is determined exactly depending on the
ratio zV/U, where z is the lattice coordination num-
ber (z = 4 for a square lattice). When zV/U > 1, the
ground state is a CDW state. In this phase, (n;) # (n;)
when 4 and j are nearest-neighbor sites. The ground
state is labeled by (n4,np), which represents the expec-
tation values of number operators on sublattices A and
B. Without loss of generality, we can assume ng > np.
The ground state is (n,0) for (n — 1)U < p < nU.
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FIG. 1. Phase diagram of the extended Bose-Hubbard model
on a square lattice (z = 4) for V/U = 0.2 at zero temperature
by the mean-field approximation.

In contrast, when 2zV/U < 1, the ground state al-
ternates between CDW and MI phases as p increases.
The ground state is the CDW state with (n + 1,n) for
nU 4+ nzV < p < nU + (n+ 1)zV and the MI state
with (n,n) for (n — 1)U + nzV < u < nU + nzV. The
phase diagram for ¢ > 0 can be studied by the mean-field
approximation. The mean-field Hamiltonian is
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where ¢4 = (bi)ica = (bl)ica and ¢p = (bi)icn =
<b;f>i€ B are the expectation values of the annihilation op-
erators on sublattices A and B, respectively. Likewise,
na = (n;)ica and np = (n;);ep are the expectation val-
ues of the number operators on sublattices A and B, re-
spectively. The expectation values are calculated numer-
ically using the eigenstates of H4 and Hg. The phase di-
agram of the extended Bose-Hubbard model on a square
lattice for V/U = 0.2 is shown in Fig. [[I For small ¢, the
order parameters ¢4 = ¢p = 0, and the ground state is
the CDW state (ng # np) or the MI state (nq = np).
When t exceeds the critical value t. [23], the ground state
is the SF state (¢4 = ¢p > 0) or the SS state (¢4 # éB).
The SF phase exists for all ¢ > 0 for large ¢t. In contrast,
the SS phase exists between the CDW and SF phase.
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IIT. GREEN’S FUNCTION

To calculate the momentum dependence of the excita-
tion energy and distribution function, we derive Green’s
functions by the standard basis operator method [12-
14, 129, 131H33]. By considering fluctuations around the
mean-field ground state, the Hamiltonian is written as

HL = HMF —t Z(ébjabj + H.C.), (5)
(4,9)

where the operators 5b;f = b;‘ — ¢; and 6b; = b; — ¢; rep-
resent the deviations from the mean-field Hamiltonian.
By using the energy eigenstates |i,a) of the mean-field
Hamiltonian at site ¢ with eigenenergies E¢, Eq. (@) is
rewritten as
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where L, li,) (i, '] is the standard basis op-

erator (SBO) [32], oL, = L., — (Li.), d., =
(i,abl]i, '), and czw, = (4,0/b;|7,8"). In this formal-
ism, the retarded Green’s function G¥ (t — ') = —i©(t —
t){[bs (1), b;(t’)]> [34] is written as
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where

G gt —t) = =iO(t = t)([Li (8), L0 (). (8)

The equation for the Green’s function in frequency space
in random phase approximation (RPA) [12-14, 131, [33] is
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where _E(;’a = _Efy - Ei, Ti, ! d;a,c s+l d,w,,
and D? , =D} —D:,. The occupation probablhty D =
(L%,) is equal to unity when « is the ground state, and
zero when « is another state at zero temperature. By
solving Eq. (@), we obtain the Green’s function expressed

by the mean-field Green’s functions
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We solve Eq. (@) for the MI, CDW, SF, and SS phases.



A. MI phase

In the MI phase (¢4 = ¢ = 0, ngy = ng = n), sub-
lattices A and B are equivalent. Thus, the Fourier trans-
formation of the Green’s function in Eq. (@) is defined
as

—Zk R RJ) (11)
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where NV is the number of lattice sites. In momentum
space, the equation for the Green’s function is

Gk(&)) = ch + EkchGk(w)a (13)

where ex = —2t3,_,  cos(k;) and the lattice constant
is set to unity. From Eq. (3], the Green’s function is

Gk(w) = ch/(l — Ekch). (14)

In the MI phase, Gk (w) is analytically obtained since Fiq
is given analytically. Considering that the ground state is
the number state |é, n;) with E,, = Un;(n;—1)/2—un;+
zVnn; and ¢, = \/Ni0n n,—1, the mean-field Green’s
function is

n+1 n
F.g= — , 15
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where EP = E, 41 —E,, = Un+zVn—p and Er=E, 11—

E, = —U(n—1)—zVn+p are particle and hole excitation
energies, respectively. By substituting Eq. (I3 into Eq.
(I4)), the Green’s function is

or(k Ch(k
Crlw) = W—E(vzk) - w+E(h2k)’ (16)

where EP(k) = EP — [U — EV(k) — eil] /2, E"(k) = EF —
[U—EY(k)+ex]/2, EV(k) = /e§ +2U(2n + 1)ex + U2,
CP(k) = [ex+(2n+1)U+EY (k)]/[2EY (k)], and C" (k) =
[€k+ (2n+1)U—EY (k)]/[2EY (k)]. The spectral function

Ak,w) = —lImGk(w +i0™)
7

= CP(k)d[w — EP(k)] — C"(k)d[w + E"(k)),

(17)

where CP(k) is the spectral weight of the particle exci-
tation, and C"(k) is that of the hole excitation. The
momentum distribution is

n(k) = — /0 Alk,w)dw = CM (k). (18)
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B. CDW phase

In the CDW phase (¢4 = ¢p = 0, na # np), sub-
lattices A and B are inequivalent and each consists of
N/2 lattice sites. Therefore, the Fourier transformation
of Green’s functions for sublattices is defined as
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where indices m and n label sublattices A and B [35].
The equations for the Green’s functions in momentum
space is

G w) = FA + e FAGEA (W), (21)
GBA(w) = aF LG W), (22)

(w) = d —I— ekthleB(w), (23)
G“‘B(w) = aFAGE R (). (24)

From these equations, the Green’s functions are

Gie (W) = Fla/A, (25)
G (w) = GiP (W) = aFigFa/A, (26)
G (w) = Fag/A. (27)

where A = 1— ekFA FB These Green’s functions can be
analytically expressed since F; A and FB vy are given by
na+1 na
FA = — , 28
ed ™ - EY% w4+ E% (28)
ng +1 np
FB — , 29
- E%  w+E} (29)

where By = Una+2Vnp—u, By = ~U(na—1)—2Vnpg+
w, BEY =Unp+2Vna—p, B = ~U(np—1)—2Vna+p.
The Green’s function is

Gulw) =5 3 GY(w)

=[G4 @) + G () + GEAw) + GEP ()]
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The excitation energies are the poles of the Green’s func-
tion, which are the solutions of A = 1 — 2 FAFE =

It was stated in Ref. [29] that these poles were not an-
alytically calculated since the equation is quartic in w.
However, a quartic equation can be solved by Ferrari’s
formula, so the poles are analytically obtained. Thus,
the Green’s function is written as

L OB
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Ch (k) Oh (k)
W +AEg(k) W +BEg(k)’ (81)



where the excitation energies and spectral weights can be
analytically expressed, but the expressions are too long
to write here. The momentum distribution is

0
n(k) = —/ Alk,w)dw = Ch(k) + Oh(k).  (32)

oo

C. SF phase

In the SF phase (¢4 = ¢ # 0, ny = np), it is nec-
essary to introduce the anomalous Green’s function [31]
defined by

HU(t —t') = —i©(t — t')([b] (1), b5(t")])
:ZZCZ /d%;ﬁz jxa ﬁg/(t_t/)' (33)
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The equations for the Green’s functions are

Gk(w) =F.q+ ekFcch(w) + ekchGk(w), (34)
Hk(w) = Fyq + edech(w) + edede(w). (35)

From these equations,

Gx(w) = (Fea — exFeaFuc + exFecFaa) /A, (36)
Hy(w) = Faa/A, (37)

where

A=1-eaF.q— eFie+ FoqFye — ¢ FocFaq.  (38)

When V' = 0, the Equation ([B4]) is the same as Gy (w) =
Hk(w)/[l —Eka(w)], where Hk(w) = ch+6kFchdd/(1—
exFac) [13, 114, [31]. In contrast to the insulating phases,
the mean-field Green’s functions can not be obtained an-
alytically, so the Green’s function is also obtained nu-
merically. To obtain the excitation energies and spectral
weights, we factor the numerator and denominator of the
Green’s function and then cancel out common terms nu-
merically. Consequently, the Green’s function is decom-
posed as

2 Ch(k
- Z Z w4+ E(gzk) - (39

The number of the poles of the Green’s function is the
same as that of the mean-field Green’s functions. When
the mean-field Hamiltonian is diagonalized in the occu-
pation number basis {|0), |1),...,|?max)}, the number of
the poles are 2n,,x at zero temperature. The momentum

distribution is n(k) = >__ C"(k).

D. SS phase

We derive Green’s functions in the SS phase (¢4 # ¢B,
na # ng). The equations for the Green’s functions are

GBB(w) =FB + eu FBG{P (w) + e FEHAB (w),  (40)
GAB(w) = FAGEB (w) 4+ e FAHPB (w), (41)
HPB(w) Fdd—i-EkaéHfB(w)—|—6deEiGﬁB(w), (42)
HAB (W) = Ft HPB (W) + e Fi,GEB (w), (43)
CGpMNw) =F4 + ek FAGBA (W) + e FAHBA (W), (44)
G (w) = FEGEA (W) + ek FEHEA (W), (45)
Hf:‘A(w) Fdd—i-EdechA(w)—|—6ij}inA(w), (46)
HPA(w) = FEHM (W) + e FEGEA (W), (47)

From Eqs. (#0)-3), the Green’s functions are

GPP(w) =(Ff — e FAFSFR + Pt FEFR) /A, (48)
GitP(w) =ex(FA4FE + FAFR — e PPl FEFR
GFAFANFPEB L SFAFAFBED

+ ep PP FEFR) /A, (49)

HZP () =(Ff + 6F ok, — 6FiFaFig)/A,
(50)
HiP () =e(Fig Pl + FieFip) /A, (51)
where
A=1-&FAFE — QFiF8 — & FFE — EFAFD
+ G F ARG + e F g Fa R
A FFaFL — eFaF i FoF . (52)

G (w), GEA(w), HEA(w), and HPA(w) are derived
from GEB(w), G{B(w), HEB(w), and HAB(w) by in-
terchanging the subscripts A and B, respectively. The
Green’s function is Gx(w) = [GEA(w) + GRB(w) +
GPA(w) + GEB(w)]/2. Like the SF phase, the Green’s
function is decomposed as

%o (k) Ch.a(K)
G =3 = 0 T o B

Cha(k) Ch (k)
_Zw—l-Eh (k) _za:erEg’a(k)'

(53)

The momentum distribution is n(k)

220 O a(K).

= 2o Chalk) +

IV. EXCITATION SPECTRUM

The excitation spectrum is given by the poles of the
Green’s function. FigurePlshows the excitation spectrum
of the extended Bose-Hubbard model on a square lattice
for U =1 and V/U = 0.2 for the MI, CDW, SF, and SS



FIG. 2. Excitation spectrum of the extended Bose-Hubbard model on a square lattice for U = 1 and V/U = 0.2 at zero
temperature for (a) MI (¢/U = 0.03, u/U = 1.2), (b) CDW (¢t/U = 0.06, /U = 0.3), (c¢) SF (¢/U = 0.06, /U = 1.2), and (d)
SS (¢/U = 0.06, u/U = 0.6). The points I'; X, and M are (0,0), (7,0), and (7,7), respectively. The solid lines are excitation
energies calculated by the standard basis operator method, and the dotted lines are mean-field excitation energies.

phases. Positive and negative excitation energies are par-
ticle and hole excitation energies, respectively. In all the
phases, the excitation energy calculated by the standard
basis operator method agrees with the mean-field excita-
tion energy at X, where the correction to the mean-field
result is zero since €x = 0 at X. In the MI phase, the spec-
trum is gapped for all k. The particle excitation energy
increases along I'-X-M since EP(k) is a monotonically
increasing function of ex. The MI-SF phase transition
occurs when either EP(k = T') or E"(k = I') becomes
zero, which determines the MI-SF phase boundary. In
the CDW phase, the hole excitation on sublattice B is
not possible since ng = 0. Thus, the particle excitations
on sublattices A and B and the hole excitation on sublat-
tice A are shown. The excitation energy is a function of
€2, so the excitation spectrum along I'-X is the same as
that along M—X. This characteristic structure was not ob-
served in Ref. [28]. In the SF phase, there are Goldstone
modes, which are gapless and linear around I'. In addi-
tion to gapless modes, there exist gapped modes, which

can not be calculated by theories of weakly interacting
bosons. Like the MI phase, the particle excitation en-
ergies increase along '-X—M. In the SS phase, since the
excitation energy is a function of 612( and eﬁ, the spectrum
is gapless and linear around M as well as I'. The gap-
less excitation at M reflects the simultaneous presence of
superfluidity and solidity.

V. MOMENTUM DISTRIBUTION

The momentum distribution is given by the sum of
the spectral weights of the hole excitations. Figure [
shows the momentum distribution of the extended Bose-
Hubbard model on a square lattice for U = 1 and
V/U = 0.2 for the MI, CDW, SF, and SS phases. In the
MI phase, the momentum distribution decreases along I'-
X-M because n(k) is a monotonically decreasing function
of ex. In the CDW phase, in addition to a large peak at
T', there is a small peak at M. This peak does not exist in
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FIG. 3. Momentum distribution of the extended Bose-Hubbard model on a square lattice for U = 1 and V/U = 0.2 at zero
temperature for (a) MI (¢/U = 0.03, /U = 1.2), (b) CDW (t/U = 0.06, u/U = 0.3), (c) SF (¢/U = 0.06, n/U = 1.2), and (d)

SS (t/U = 0.06, /U = 0.6).

the MI phase. However, it is pointed out that a peak at M
appears only close to the CDW-SS phase boundary [29].
The critical value t,,, where n(k) at M becomes a local
maximum is the value which satisfies dn(k = M)/dt = 0.
In the SF phase, the momentum distribution increases
drastically as k approaches I' and diverges at I'. This di-
vergent peak at zero momentum indicates the existence
of Bose-Einstein condensation. In the SS phase, the mo-
mentum distribution increases more sharply around M
than around I' and diverges at M. A peak at M is also
observed in quantum Monte Carlo simulations [30]. This
peak indicates the coexistence of superfluid and solid or-
der.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

By the standard operator method, we have derived
Green’s functions of the extended Bose-Hubbard model
in MI, CDW, SF, and SS phases. The excitation spec-
trum has gapped modes in all the phases and gapless
Goldstone modes in the SF and SS phases. The momen-
tum distribution has a peak at I" in all the phases and
a peak at M in the SS phase and the CDW phase close
to the CDW-SS phase boundary. These quantities have
been calculated at zero temperature, so calculations at fi-
nite temperatures should be the subject of further study.
The SBO method developed in this study will be applied
to other lattices.
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