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We study SU(4)-symmetric ultracold fermionic mixture in the cubic optical lattice with the vari-
able tunneling amplitude along one particular crystallographic axis in the crossover region from the
two- to three-dimensional spatial geometry. To theoretically analyze emerging magnetic phases and
physical observables, we describe the system in the framework of the Fermi-Hubbard model and
apply dynamical mean-field theory. We show that in two limiting cases of anisotropy there are
two phases with different antiferromagnetic orderings in the zero temperature limit and determine
a region of their coexistence. We also study the stability regions of different magnetically-ordered
states and density profiles of the gas in the harmonic optical trap.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the rich domain of quantum many-body systems,
one often deals with symmetry considerations. In partic-
ular, for lattice systems with discrete translational sym-
metries it is necessary to distinguish spatial symmetry
of the physical system itself from the symmetry of the
Hamiltonian governing its many-body properties. For
spinful particles the intricate interplay between both in-
gredients can enhance or suppress quantum correlations,
giving rise to magnetic long-range ordering, spin-liquid
behavior, valence-bond states, as well as more exotic phe-
nomena.

In this respect, many-body systems with high spin
symmetries have become a very suitable test bed for
in-depth studies of competing symmetry-related mech-
anisms. The experiments with 87Sr and '™?Yb atoms
loaded into optical lattice, in particular, allow for real-
izations of SU(N)-symmetric Hamiltonians up to N = 6
and N = 10, respectively (see, e.g., Refs. [1, 2]). From the
theory side, it is shown that for the fixed lattice geometry
(e.g., on the square lattice) in the Heisenberg model one
should observe suppression of the conventional magnetic
order with the increase of N [3-5]. The similar effects
are expected for the related Hubbard model, in particu-
lar, for the characteristic critical temperatures in units of
the hopping amplitude [6, 7], while in certain regimes, the
magnetic correlations can be enhanced in high-symmetry
cold atomic gases, if the entropy is used as a characteristic
thermodynamic quantity [8]. In case one keeps the spin
symmetry of the model fixed to SU(2), e.g., by taking
the spin-1/2 Heisenberg model, but changes the lattice
geometry instead, the suppression of antiferromagnetic
ordering can be observed already by changing the lattice
geometry, for example, to triangular or kagome [9, 10].
The aspects of geometric frustration remain crucial (also,
becoming more intricate) for the SU(3)-symmetric spin
models on these lattices as well [11, 12].

Within the current study, our specific goal is to explore
how the continuous change between two-dimensional
(2D) square and three-dimensional (3D) cubic lattice ge-

ometry affects magnetic ordering in the SU(4)-symmetric
Hubbard model. In the framework of the dynamical
mean-field theory [13], we analyse how this change af-
fects critical behavior and experimentally-relevant local
observables. In particular, we study the modulations
in local filling of lattice sites by pseudospin components
(i.e., antiferromagnetic correlations), regimes of potential
coexistence of different magnetic phases, as well as real-
space distributions of atomic densities in the presence of
harmonic confinement.

II. MODEL AND METHOD

We are interested in description of magnetic properties
of four-component ultracold Fermi gas trapped in the cu-
bic optical lattice, with the tunneling amplitudes equal
each other in two spatial directions and the third one,
which can be different from the other two (we denote the
corresponding axis as z below, i.e., t; =t, #¢.). On top
of that, we choose that all four components are interact-
ing equally, which can be experimentally realized with
alkaline-earth(-like) atoms, in particular, 87Sr or '73Yb.

For sufficiently deep optical lattices, one can work
within the framework of the Fermi-Hubbard model, with
the local interactions between particles and tunneling re-
stricted to the nearest-neighbor sites [4]:
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where él—ta, ¢io, and n;, are the creation, annihilation, and
number operators of particles in the pseudospin state o
on the site i, respectively. The notation (i, j) stands for
all nearest-neighbor pairs, thus the first term describes
tunneling from the site j to ¢ with the amplitude t;;,
which can be either t, =¢, =t or 0 <t, <t, depending
on the direction. The second term determines filling of



the lattice by atoms, where Vj is the amplitude of the
external potential acting on the lattice site j and pu is the
chemical potential. Unless it is specified separately, we
consider a homogeneous system with V; = 0. Meanwhile,
the third term represents the onsite interaction between
particles in different spin states. The Hamiltonian (1) is
SU(4)-symmetric, i.e., remains invariant under action of
the respective generators (generalized Gell-Mann matri-
ces).

Below, we apply the numerical methodology directly to
the Fermi-Hubbard model, but it is insightful to consider
the limit of the strong interactions U > t. This limit al-
lows us to more naturally introduce the “magnetic” ter-
minology, as well as to better understand critical behav-
ior at elevated temperatures in the system under study.
By performing the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation of the
Hamiltonian (1) and limiting the series by the second or-
der in ¢t/U, one arrives at the effective SU(4)-symmetric
Heisenberg model,
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Here J = 4t2/U is the antiferromagnetic exchange cou-
pling and the spin operator Si; (acting at the site ) is
defined by the k-th generalized 4 x 4 Gell-Mann matrix Ax
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In order to analyze physical observables in different
regimes of the introduced Fermi-Hubbard model (1), we
apply the dynamical mean-field theory (DMFT) [13] and
its real-space extension (RDMFT) [15-18]. One of com-
mon approaches of these methods is to match the aux-
iliary Anderson impurity model to the original Fermi-
Hubbard model, considering that each site (impurity) is

surrounded by the multi-orbital “external bath”,
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Here [ corresponds to the bath orbital index, while dzrg
and ¢/ are the creation operators of particle in the pseu-
dospin state o on the orbital [ and on the impurity, re-
spectively. The same notation is assumed for the anni-
hilation operators. The amplitudes ¢, and V; are the
so-called Anderson parameters, which also determine the
non-interacting Green’s function. The latter is known as
the Weiss Green’s function G, (iw,,) and can be expressed
as follows:
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where w,, = 7(2n + 1)kgT is the Matsubara frequency
for certain n € Z and temperature T'.

Another function necessary for the algorithm is the
impurity Green’s function Gipps(iw,). In particular,
by employing the exact diagonalization (ED) numeri-
cal technique to the Anderson impurity problem [19],
this function can be naturally expressed by using the
Lehmann representation [20]:
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with the partition function Z = 3°_e~F+/k¥5T and a com-
plete set of the eigenstates |s) of the impurity model (3)
with the corresponding eigenvalues F.

Both the impurity Green’s function Gy o (iwy,) and
the Weiss function G, (iw,) can be related to the self-
energy X, (iwy,) via the Dyson equation,

Yo (iwn) = g;l(zwn) Gnip o (iwn), (6)

which is necessary to define the interacting lattice
Green’s function G, (iw,, ). Naturally, the lattice Green’s
function and impurity Green’s function should coin-
cide within the DMFT approach. This sets the self-
consistency condition and convergence criteria for the al-
gorithm.

In the case of describing the translationally-invariant
many-body states, the lattice Green’s function can be
expressed as
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while for the case of the two-sublattice cover (valid for bi-
partite lattice geometries and corresponding many-body
states) [13]
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Here index j = A, B and its opposite 7 = B, A denotes
the sublattice, ¢ = iw, + u — X2, and D(e, t,/t) is
the density of states, which also depends on the spatial
anisotropy of the lattice system. Similarly to Ref. [21],
for each value of the anisotropy parameter t, /¢, we nu-
merically evaluate elliptic integrals to obtain the corre-
sponding noninteracting density of states D(e,t,/t).

Let us explicitly describe the steps in the DMFT al-
gorithm. By restricting to the ED impurity solver, one
can approximate the Weiss function (4) by summing over
finite number of bath orbitals | = {2,...,ns} for each
spin component ¢. Specifically, for the four-component
system we limit ourselves to ns = 4 per each spin com-
ponent, noticing that the results are almost identical to
those obtained at ny = 3. Then, we calculate impu-
rity Green’s function Gy, o (iwy,) with Eq. (5) and ap-
ply it to find the self-energy via the Dyson equation (6).
The self-energy ¥, (iw,) allows us to compute the lat-
tice Green’s function (7) or (8), depending on the type

G (iwn) = ¢Z (8)



of ordering we have. Due to the self-consistency condi-
tion, the lattice Green’s function substitutes the impurity
Green’s function in the Dyson equation (6), thus updates
the Weiss function and the corresponding Anderson pa-
rameters. The procedure is repeated until convergence.

In addition to a direct application of the DMFT self-
consistency conditions related to Eqgs. (7) or (8), in the
low-temperature region we employ a real-space general-
ization of this method to the finite-size or inhomogeneous
lattice systems (RDMFT) [15-18]. While the general
idea of the described method remains the same, the lat-
tice Green’s function is now obtained from the inversion
of the real-space matrix,
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where indices j and j’ represent the lattice sites, 0;;/ is
the Kronecker delta symbol, and ¢;;; is the matrix ele-
ment corresponding to the tunneling amplitude between
the sites j and j’, which takes values 0, ¢, or ¢, depend-
ing on the sites location. Note that we perform RDMFT
calculations with the periodic boundary conditions.

Within our study, depending on the value of anisotropy
determined by the ratio t,/t, two different real-space
configurations of clusters [17] in the lattice were em-
ployed. For the case of (almost) decoupled parallel planes
(t, < t), the impurity-solver calculations were performed
on 32 sites, which are located in real space on two adja-
cent layers, each consisting of 4 x 4 plaquette (see also
Ref. [18]). The initial configuration on the second layer
(plaquette) was obtained from the other by the transla-
tion by one site along crystallographic axis in the plane of
the layer. In the opposite limit of anisotropy (¢, = t), we
performed calculations on 8 sites, forming the vertices of
the cube. For both cases, we perform translations along
crystallographic axes to cover a system of at least 8 x8x 8
sites, accounting for the translational symmetry of clus-
ters, and perform DMFT calculations for different values
of the anisotropy t,/t. Although the system consisting
of 82 sites may seem relatively small, we verified that the
converged results remain consistent with the ones for the
systems of the size 123. In the intermediate regimes of
t./t, we performed calculations with both options for the
cluster translations. Depending on the specific parame-
ter regime (determined by the values of U, T, and t.),
we observe that only one or two configurations show sta-
ble convergence from the given sets of initial Anderson
parameters.

III. RESULTS

A. DMagnetic phases and their dependence on
anisotropy

First, we perform the numerical analysis to both cal-
culate magnetic ordering for an isotropic cubic lattice
(t, = t) and perform additional computation for de-
coupled planes (t, = 0). The latter limit physically
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FIG. 1. Phase diagrams of the SU(4)-symmetric Hubbard

model at quarter filling (n = 1) for a square lattice, i.e., de-
coupled layers (top) and isotropic cubic lattice (bottom). On
both diagrams, bold solid lines correspond to the least-square
fitting of the DMFT data points for the upper critical tem-
perature Te2 to J o t2/U (strong-coupling approximation).

corresponds to the isotropic 2D square lattice, studied
with DMFT for the SU(4)-symmetric Hubbard model
in Ref. [18]. Based on the converged results, we con-
struct phase diagrams for the two limiting cases on the
same scale (in units of the in-plane hopping amplitude t),
as shown in Fig. 1. One can see that irrespectively of
the interlayer coulping t./t, the SU(4)-symmetric sys-
tem at quarter filling demonstrates two antiferromagnetic
(AFM) insulating regimes, as well as the paramagnetic
(PM) phase with a smooth crossover from the Fermi-
liquid to insulating behavior with the increase of U at
T = 0.25t. Albeit the hysteresis behavior can appear
at the boundary of the AFM insulator and Fermi-liquid
states, as well as between AFM phases with different
residual symmetries (AFM I and AFM II), in this study
we do not analyze this aspect in deep detail. Here, we
depict the boundaries for the AFM regions corresponding
to the maximal stability of the respective phase, which
have the lower residual symmetry among the two phases.

Naturally, the two diagrams for two limiting cases look
similar to each other, with the PM insulator phase for the
isotropic cubic lattice (lower panel) appearing at larger
amplitudes of the local interaction U and higher tem-
peratures T than for the decoupled layers (upper panel).
Note that the critical temperatures corresponding to the
transition from AFM II to PM in the strong-coupling



regime are approximately related to each other by the
factor 3/2. This is not a coincidence and can be explained
within the effective Heisenberg model. Naturally, in ac-
cordance with Eq. (2), the energy of the local spin excita-
tion must be proportional to both the effective magnetic
coupling J and the lattice connectivity (number of the
nearest-neighbor sites). The connectivities are 4 and 6 for
the two lattice limits, respectively, and T.o oc J o t2/U,
thus one can perform approximate estimates by rescaling
the energy-related quantities (in units of ¢) by the fac-
tor 1/3/2. Additionally, this fact also explains the reason
why the critical couplings U./t (T — 0) in the two limits
are related to each other by the factor 1/3/2 (U, ~ 10.8t
and U, ~ 13t, respectively), but not by the factor 3/2.

The key difference in properties of the two geometries
can be found in the regime T — 0, where the AFM I
ordering emerges. The (quasi-)two-dimensional case sup-
ports the AFM plaquette ordering of spin components on
the lattice, as shown in Fig. 2(a). Here, the different color
filling of symbols denote the prevailing pseudospin com-
ponent, meantime the shape describes which pseudospin
components is the least probable. For instance, consider
the sites denoted by green circles and green squares in
Fig. 2(a). Let the green color correspond to the dominant
component with ¢ = 2. On the sites denoted by green
circles, the first and the fourth pseudospin components
have the same occupancy, while on the sites denoted by
green squares the third and the fourth pseudospin compo-
nents are equiprobable. Although at ¢, = 0 the plaquette
ordering on each layer can be chosen independently with
respect to the square-lattice regular translations, axes
reflections, and Cj rotations, we specifically chose the
same plaquette ordering on each odd layer and its trans-
lation by one site along one particular crystallographic
axis on each even layer with respect to the odd layer.
As for the opposite case, the isotropic cubic lattice limit
(t. = t), the corresponding AFM I (diagonal) ordering
can be viewed as sets of parallel diagonals, where color
represents the dominant pseudospin flavor on the site
with three other flavors being equiprobable, as shown in
Fig. 2(d).

With the temperature increase, the two-sublattice
AFM 1II ordering becomes thermodynamically stable,
identically for both limits of the interlayer coupling.
Here, the system shows regular bipartite modulations of
pseudospin components divided into two pairs, as shown
in Figs. 2(b) and 2(e). With the further temperature
increase, every site becomes equally occupied by every
flavor on average, which we associate with the unordered
or paramagnetic (PM) state, as shown in Figs. 2(c) and
2(f).

Since the AFM I plaquette (2D) and AFM I diagonal
(3D) phases differ in the way that one ordering cannot
be continuously transformed into other one, the ques-
tion of the transition (and the corresponding critical cou-
pling t./t) arises. We determine and plot the region of
existence of magnetic phases depending on the tempera-
ture and anisotropy parameter ¢, /t for two different val-
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FIG. 2. Spatial configurations of local occupancies on the
layered square and cubic lattices: (a) AFM I plaquette con-
figurations and (d) AFM I diagonal ordering. Two-sublattice
ordering (AFM II) is shown in (b) and (e), while (¢) and (f)
describe unordered (PM) states in 2D and 3D configurations,
respectively. Color coding corresponds to the dominant local
occupancy by a particular spin component, while shapes of
symbols in (a) correspond to two permutations of minor oc-
cupancies.
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FIG. 3. Magnetic phase diagrams at two different interaction
strengths U, indicating stability regions and transition lines
as functions of temperature and lattice anisotropy. Solid lines
fit the data from DMFT calculations, while blue dashed lines
are linear extrapolations in the limit 7" — 0.

ues of the interaction strength in Fig. 3. According to
our DMFT analysis, at sufficiently low temperatures the
plaquette ordering remains stable on the whole interval
t. € [0,¢], with a slight increase of the critical tempera-
ture T, with the increase of ¢,. At the same time, the
critical temperature T, corresponding to the diagonal or-
dering shows almost linear dependence on t,. The dashed



part of the line shows the extrapolation of the depen-
dence to T" — 0, where the developed DMFT algorithm
becomes less reliable. Intersection of both regions gives
ranges of temperatures and spatial anisotropies of the
optical lattice, where both types of orderings can coex-
ist and emerge depending on the initial-state preparation
and pre-thermalization in the actual system under study.
From Fig. 3 one can also note that with the increase of the
interaction amplitude U/t (by comparing left and right
panels), the ordered phases shrink on the temperature
scale (i.e, along vertical direction), which corresponds to
the suppression of the AFM coupling J o t?/U and also
agrees with Fig. 1.

B. Real-space distributions in a harmonic optical
trap

The coherent laser beams forming optical lattice in
cold-atom experiments usually have Gaussian spatial
profiles of their intensity. The respective dipole potential
in the center of the trap can be approximated well by a
harmonic potential, by restricting to the first two terms
in the corresponding Taylor series. Therefore, it becomes
relevant to analyze the spatial distributions and stability
of magnetic states at low temperatures in the harmonic
optical trap with specific amplitude V; of the external
potential in the Hamiltonian (1). For the convenience
of theoretical analysis, the trapping amplitude V; can be
expressed as follows:

Vi(rj) =V

’
a2

(10)

where a is the lattice spacing, while the curvature V' and
the chemical potential y in the Hamiltonian (1) are cho-
sen below to result in n &~ 2 (Mott plateau) in the center
and zero filling at the edges of the trap.

To quantify the changes in magnetic ordering, we in-
troduce a notation for the local filling of the lattice site by
each spin component, where the index corresponds now
to the dominance (and not fixed to a particular pseu-
dospin component itself), i.e., we permute components
in the way that it is always ny > no > ng > ng > 0.
According to this notation, in Fig. 4 we plot the radial
distributions for both the total filling n and the order
parameter m,

n=mn;+nz+n3+ng,

m=mni +ng — N3 — N4. (11)

The introduced positive-valued order parameter m is
nonzero in both types of the AFM phases; it has larger
values in AFM II rather than in AFM I, and van-
ishes in the PM regime. We observe that at half-filling
(Mott plateau with n ~ 2) and in its small vicinity, the
fermionic mixture can only have the two-sublattice so-
lution among magnetically ordered states, which is also
in agreement with Ref. [6]. Away from the trap cen-
ter, paramagnetic solutions (metallic states) take place
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FIG. 4. Distributions of local observables: atomic density n
and order parameter m in the harmonic optical trap for dif-
ferent values of the interlayer hopping ¢, and interaction am-
plitude U. The parameters are T" = 0.04t for U = 14¢ and
T = 0.03t for U = 20t.

at non-integer values of total filling n, while either pla-
quette or diagonal AFM phase emerges at another Mott
plateau with n =~ 1, depending on the interlayer cou-
pling t,/t in the lattice.

Let us also discuss two peculiarities in the depicted spa-
tial distributions. First, in Fig. 4(b) in the dependence
of the order parameter m one can notice sharp features
on both sides of the Mott plateau with n =~ 1, which
correspond to the emergence of the stable AFM II solu-
tion (there, the AFM I solution becomes thermodynam-
ically less stable due to not optimal external potential
and nonzero T'). Second, every density distribution con-
tains step-like changes in n(r), i.e., discontinuities in the
derivative On/dr, between the states with integer (Mott
insulating) and non-integer values (metallic states) of n,
which we attribute to the local-density approximation
employed in the DMFT analysis. Note that within a
more accurate (but more computationally demanding)
full-size RDMFT approach for the trapped system, these
features should be smoothed out, since it more accurately
accounts for the proximity effects (see, e.g., Ref. [22] for
comparison).

IV. CONCLUSION

We studied the equilibrium magnetic properties of
four-component SU(4)-symmetric interacting Fermi gas
in a periodic lattice potential governed by the Fermi-
Hubbard model at quarter filling for variable tunneling
amplitude along one particular crystalographic axis. We
employed the dynamical mean-field theory with the ex-
act diagonalization impurity solver to determine emerg-
ing magnetic phases and corresponding critical regimes.
In the two limiting cases of decoupled layers with square
lattice geometry and isotropic cubic lattice we observe



two types of AFM long-range ordered states and param-
agnetic regimes. Independently on the value of the hop-
ping anisotropy t./t, we established that AFM phases
at quarter filling can emerge only in the strong-coupling
regimes of the Hubbard model with U 2 11t.

The AFM phases with the lowest residual symmetry
(AFM 1 plaquette and AFM I diagonal), which corre-
spond to the limit T" — 0, have different structures of
magnetic ordering. These orderings cannot be linked to
each other by a continuous transformation. This moti-
vated us to study their stability under the change of the
hopping anisotropy. Within the DMFT approach, we
observed that the plaquette ordering remains stable in
the low-temperature region covering the whole interval
of t, € [0,t], with a slight increase of the critical tem-
perature with the increase of ¢,. At the same time, the
diagonal AFM ordering becomes significantly suppressed
with a decrease of t,, allowing both orderings coexist at
the specific values of the system parameters. Under con-
ditions of the experiments with ultracold atoms, this does
not imply existence of both plaquette and diagonal order-
ings at the same time, but one of these can remain in the
metastable state depending on the initial-state prepara-
tion and thermalization processes in the system.

To address numerically the question of the exact
ground state, more refined methods than DMFT are nec-
essary, which is beyond the scope of the current study.
In this respect, tensor-network approaches for the three-
dimensional models [23, 24] seem to be the most promis-

ing candidates to determine the exact positions of the
studied anisotropy-induced phase transition in the zero-
temperature limit.

In addition, we theoretically analyzed spatial regions
of stability of magnetic phases under conditions of the
external harmonic confinement. This is a typical situa-
tion in the optical-lattice experiments for neutral atoms,
where the effective harmonic confinement in the system
center is produced by the orthogonal Gaussian beams
forming optical trap. In the regions with two atoms per
site (Mott plateau with n &~ 2 or half filling), we observe
stability of the two-sublattice AFM phase, if the tem-
perature (entropy) is sufficiently low. Further away, con-
nected by the unordered metallic states with 2 > n > 1,
we observed another Mott plateau with n ~ 1. There,
the studied AFM I phase can emerge at sufficiently low
temperature and U > U., with a possibility of narrow
regions with AFM II ordering appearing on the edges of
the plateau.
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