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W e study the phase coherence and visbility of trapped atom ic condensates on one-din ensional
optical lattices, by m eansofquantum M onte-C arlo sim ulations. W e cbtain structures in the visibility
sin ilar to the kinks recently observed experin entally by G erbieretal. ]. W eexam ne these features
iIn detail and o er a connection to the evolution of the density pro les as the depth of the lattice
is increased. O ur sin ulations reveal that as the interaction strength, U, is increased, the evolution
of super uid and M ott-insulating dom ains stall for nite intervals ofU . T he density pro les do not
change w ith increasing U . W e show here that in one din ension the visbility provides unequivocal
signatures of the m elting of M ott dom ains w ith densities Jarger than one.

PACS numbers: 03.75Hh,03.75Lm ,05.30.Jp

T he realization of trapped B oseE instein condensates
BEC) In ultracold atom s on optical lattices has opened
up the possbility of observing experim entally vari-
ous quantum phases { eg. super uid (SF) and M ott-
nsulator M I) { and the study ofthe nature ofthe transi-
tions between them in a wellcontrolled m anner. Indeed,
the existence of SF' and M Iphases on optical latticeswas
established experin entally E, E], where it was dem on—
strated that by increasing the optical lattice depth the
system passes from a SF phase to a predom lnantly M T
one. Contrary to the uncon ned case, In traps there is in
generala coexistence of SF and M I dom ains. Hence, the
passage from SF to M I has to be understood as a cross—
over rather than as a quantum phase transition ﬂ, E],
although a vestige of the latter rem ains in the guise of
localquantum criticality E,ﬂ].

T he experin entalsystem scan bem odeled by the boson
Huldcard m odel E], described In one din ension (1D ) by
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where L is the num ber of sites and x; = ia is the coor—
dinate of the ith site, and a is the lattice constant. T he
hopping param eter, t, sets the energy scale, n; = a{ai is
the num ber operator, bi;ag] = i3 are bosonic creation
and destruction operators. V¢ is the curvature of the
trap, whilk the repulsive contact interaction is given by
U . The chem ical potential, , controls the num ber of
particles. The phase diagram of this m odel in the ab-
sence of the con ning trap has been extensively studied
w ith the goalofelucidating the various quantum phases
it exhibits E,m,'ﬂ] and the transitions between them .

T he key experin ental signature of these phases lies in
the Interference pattem observed after the release of the

gas from the trap and subsequent free expansion { an SF

M I) produces a sharp (di use) Interference pattem re—

ecting the presence (loss) ofphase coherence. P hase co—
herence, especially in reduced dim ensionality, continues
to be of great interest both experim entally and theoret—
ically. Particular attention has been focused recently on
m echanisn s which can destroy quasi-long range coher—
ence In system s on optical lattices especially in 1D E].
O ur focus In this paper is the role, n 1D, of the passage
from the SF to the M Iphase In destroying phase coher—
ence, which can be studied In m atter w ave Interference.

W hereas previous studies of SF-M I transition focused
on the height ] and width [ of the central interfer—
ence peak, an altemative schem e was proposed recently
] where the reduction of phase coherence approaching
the M Iwas characterized by the visbility of interference
fringes,
vV = Sm ax Srn in . (2)
Sm ax Sm in
Here S, 2x and Sy i arethem axinum and m Inin um val-
ues of m om entum distrdbution function,
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Tt was observed that as the optical lJattice depth fequiva—
lent to the Hubbard U in Eq. [)] is increased, the visbil-
ity decreases until specialvalies of U are reached where
V displays \kinks" after which it decreases again. Tkt was
also shown ] that the values of U at which such kinks
are observed are reproduchble, and that they depend on
the 1ling (hum ber of atom s). A perturbative treatm ent
of the hom ogeneocus M I phase ] has shown that V de-
creasesasU !, in proving on previous num erical resuls
on sn all system s E].
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G etbier et al ] proposed that the kinks are linked
to a redistrbution of the density as the SF shells trans—
form into M I regionsw ith severalatom s per site. In this
paper, we exam ine In detail the presence and properties
of these visbility kinks w ith the help ofquantum M onte
Carlo @M C) simulations of the boson Hubbard m odel
using the Stochastic SeriesE xpansion (SSE ) m ethod [13].
W e ocus on 1D optical Jattices and show that whilke the
kinks are indeed related to the redistrdbution in the den-
sity associated w ith SF-M Itransition, they are not sokly
produced by the transform ation of SE' shells into M I do—
m ains. Indeed, we nd V reveals other subtle details of
density redistrdbbutionswith U .

W e start our study w ith the sin plest case, ie., a sys—
tem in which the density in the m iddle ofthe trap never
reaches n = 2, so that when the interaction strength is
Increased, only M ott dom ainsw ih n = 1 appear. In F ig.
@) we show the visbility and S, .x as functions of U =t.
A s In the experim ents ], V decreases w th ncreasing
U=t { re ecting the decrease of S ,x, and the increase
0fSy in (ot shown in the gure) { with an intemm ediate
region over which it rem ains fairly constant. Two kinks
can be observed both n V and S, ax - The st one (less
evident) occurs around U=t = 6:, and the second one
around U=t= 70.
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FIG .1: (coloronline). (a) Visbility V and Sp ax as functions
of the on-site interaction U=t. Initially, V decreases as U=t
Increases. A fter U=t 63 its rate of reduction decreases
due to the freezing of the densiy pro ls (see text). The
fast decrease after U=t 7 is related to the fom ation of the
centralM ott core. (b) D ensity pro les at fourdi erent values
ofU=t, and in the TonksG irardeau (TG ) regin e. Thepro les
for U=t = 63 and 68 virtually coincide. The system under
consideration has 40 bosons on a 80-site chain, and a trapping
potentialVr a? = 001t. E rrorbars on the data in thisand all
subsequent gures are an aller than the sym bol sizes.

D ensity pro les corresponding to fourvaliesofU=t are
depicted n Fig.lb). Thedensity pro ke forU=t= 63 in
Fig.[l®) showsthat the rst kink in Fig.d@) (signaled
by the st arrow) is related to the em ergence of two
M I plateau at the sides xi=a B8 12)) ofa central
SF region. The second kink i Fig.[dl@) is related to
the form ation of a 1llM I dom ain In the m iddle of the
trap, which produces m ore evident structures in V and
Sm ax - This occurs orU=t= 7: as shown in Fig.d®),
and signaled by the second arrow in Fig.[@). P lotting
V and Sy 1x as a function of U=t, allow s us to present
m ore precisely the position and shape of the kinks: In
experim ents, the control param eter is the ratio between
the lattice depth and the recoil energy, which produces
exponential changes In U=t ,E].

O ne unexpected feature is the freezing of the density
pro lesbefore the fullM Iform s in them iddlke ofthe trap,
which coincides w ith the plateau-like behavior of V and
Sn ax between the two arrows. A s U=t is increased be-
tween 6.3 and 6.8 aln ost no changes occur in the density
distrdbution, ie., the bosons are no longer being pushed
out of the central regions to the outlying zones even
though U=t continues to increase. This behavior m ay
seam surprising, as the centralregion ofthe system isSF',
ie., com pressble, but can be explained by the presence
ofthe em ergingM Idom ains at the sides. T he central SF
region gets trapped between them , and the interaction
U=t rst hasto increase a nite am ount before particles
can be transferred to the SF regions at the edge against
the substantially larger trap energy there.

T his can be better understood by com puting the total
trapping E 1) and interaction (Er ) energiesas functions
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FIG.2: (color online). (@) Trapping (Er) and interaction

Er ) energies as functions of U=t. () Ratio = E,=ExJ
of potential to kinetic energy, and the chem ical potential ( )
needed to m aintain N, = 40. The results are for the system

of Fig.[.



of U=t Fig.ld@)]. Th the interval U=t = 6:3{6.8 both
quantities exhibit a plateau, which isalso re ected in the
chem icalpotential of the system [Fig.A®)]. This occurs
even though the totalenergy (not shown) Increases con—
tinuously, due to the continuous decrease in m agnitude
ofthe (negative) kinetic energy Ex ) ofthe bosons. O ne
can then see that the fom ation of the full M I plateau
is accom panied by a fast Increase In the total trap en—
ergy of the system by 4t, the bandwidth n 1D .On
the other hand, the decrease of interaction energy pro—
duced by the form ation of the M I plateau is even larger

6t. T hus, In experin ents, abrupt changes can occur in
the density pro les even if the lattice depth is ncreased
slow Iy. T his can produce the escape of particles from the
trap, heating, or other unexpected features.

nFighdb)wealoshow = fp=Eg j theratio ofpo—
tential to kinetic energy. This quantiy is di erent from
the one often used to characterize trapped bosonson lat—
tices 1 = U=t [4]. Tn contrast to ; , r the system 1
Fis.[l and [, decreases with increasing U . This oc-
cursbecause the density alloverthe trap becomesn 1,
and the double occupancy is strongly suppressed. (In the
TonksG irardeau Im it (TG), ie, U ! 1, = 0whike

, = 1 . Lie the visbility and the chem ical poten-

tial, ram ainsaln ost unchanged in the region where the
density pro les are frozen.

A s the on-site interaction is further increased no m ore
abrupt changes occur in the trap. The density pro ke
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FIG. 3: (color online). (a) Visbiliy, V, as a function of
the on-site interaction U=t, for N, = 60, and V¢ a? = 0:06t,
param eterswhich allow bothn = 1andn = 2M ott regions to
exist. For com parison, resuls forpureM ott insulating phases
wihn= 1andn = 2 in open lattices w ithout a trap are also
given. In the Inset the straight lines show the perturbative
resuls ofR ef. ] In 1D (seetext). (o) Integrated density over
20 lattice sites around the center of the trap.
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FIG . 4: (color online). D ensity pro les corresponding to the
points signaled by arrows in Figs.[d and [@. The continuous
line In (o) is the result in the TG regine. N, = 60 and
Vra® = 0Q06t.

rem ains aln ost the sam e, as seen in Fig.M©), where we
have also plotted the exact result in the TG lim it. The
visbility and Sy ax, reduce continuously to Vrg = 0:39
and S1¢ = 13 (obtained using the approach presented
nRef. [19]). Noticethatevenwhen U ! 1 thevisbiliy
does not vanish, due to SF dom ains surrounding the M I.

W hen the density at the center of the trap is higher,
and exceeds tw o, the evolution of the visbility w ith the
on-site repulsion exhibits an even richer structure. Re-
sults for a system in that regin e are presented n Fig.
[@). The visbility, up to U=t 13, is very sim ilar to
Fig.[l@). Density pro les for three values of U in that
interval are presented in Fig.[@@). O ne can see that the
em ergence ofM ITregionswihn = 1,andn = 2 surround-
Ing SF regionswih 2> n > 1, and n > 2, resgpectively,
produces a plateau In V due to a freezing of the density
pro leswhen increasing U . In F ig.[A @), the form ation of
the n = 2 plateau abruptly reduces the visbility sim ilar
to the fom ation ofthe n = 1 plateau in Fig.[d@).

H ow ever, the behavior above U=t = 13 has additional
structures com pared to F ig.[@) . T order to understand
the origin of these visbility features, we have plotted
in Fig.B©) the ntegrated density Qver 20 lattice sites
around the center of the trap N, = LO 1oDNi- A Clar
one to onem apping betw een the features in the visbility
and plateau In N is seen. T he visbility kinks result not
from the fom ation ofnew SF or M I regions, but rather
from a redistribution of bosons between the M I states
withn= 2,andn = 1.Asseen in Figs.A®), andE, such
a redistribbution occursdiscontinuously in U . In addition,
since the SF dom ainswith 2> n > 1 can increase their
sizes during such a process, the visbility can increase [see
forexam ple the kinksaround U=t= 14:6and 215 nh Fig.
[ @), and the corresponding density pro les in Fig.H].

T he above features are not restricted to the 1D charac—
ter ofthe system , and could be ocbserved in higherdim en—
sions. However, asU is increased even further U & 25t),
apurely 1D e ect setsin. AstheM Iphtecauwih n= 2
m elts, correlations start to develop between the two dis-
connected SF dom ainswih 2> n > 1. This produces a
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FIG.5: (color online). Ratio = Fp=Ejof potential to
kinetic energy, and the totalenergy ofthe system Es) vsU=t,
for the system of Figs.[@ and[@. N, = 60 and Vr a® = 0:06t.

large increase of the visbility, as seen in Fig.[d@). [T he
corresponding density pro lesare shown in Fig.[d®).] In
1D this increase in the visbility providesan unam biguous
signature of the presence, and m elting, ofthen = 2 (or
larger) M Idom ain. T his can be usefiil for understanding
the dynam ics of strongly correlated bosons in 1D m].

For very large values of U, beyond the ones In Fig.
Q@),the2> n> 1 SF dom ain willeventually disappear,
as occurs in Fig.[@), producing a fiirther reduction in
the visbility. In the TG regin e, we obtain (for these pa—
ram eters) Vrg = 0:02. T he corresponding density pro le
can be also seen in Fig.@ ).

W e have also plotted in Fig.[@ @), the valies obtained
for the visbility In hom ogeneous system sw ith 60 bosons
and densitiesn = 1 and n = 2. (W e have used open
boundary conditions asthey are the closer to the trapped
case) . These results In hom ogeneous system s are very dif-
ferent from the ones in the trapped case. D ue to the ex—
istence of SF' dom ains, the visbility In the trap isalways
larger than that in the hom ogeneous case. In the region
of interest, where the M I plateau em erges, and m els, no
extrapolation ispossble from the uniform case. Only for
very large valies of U , after a M Idom ain appears in the
center of the trap, can one can expect the uniform and
trapped system sto behave sim ilarly. In the inset we have
com pared the results for the hom ogeneous system s, w ith
those obtained in Ref. ] Vip = 4+ 1)&=U 1. For the
largest values of U one can see that the t=U power law
starts to develop, but is prefactor is still di erent from
4+ 1), so that very large values of U are needed for a
good agreem ent in 1D .

W e conclude by show ing in F ig.[d the behaviorof in
the system ofF igs.dandM@. In this case, since the density
at the m iddle of the trap is larger than one, ie., there is
signi cant doubl occupancy in this region, (@nd Ep )
Increases w ith U=t. It also exhibits the sam e jum ps pro—
duced by the redistrdbution of particles in Fig.[. As in
the system in Figs.[l and [, this occurs even when the
total energy of the system (Es) Increases continuously
w ith U, as can be also seen in Fig.[H.

In this paper we have explored the evolution of the

visbility of trapped atom ic gases in one din ensional op—
tical lattices using Q uantum M onte Carlo sin ulations.
W e have shown that the visbility behaves very sin ilar
to that observed experim entally. In particular, it has
kinks associated w ith redistribution of density am ongst
M ott nsulating and super uid regions w ithin the trap.
In addition, we have also exhibited several other novel
features of the visbility evolution in 1D, like a lJarge in—
crease due to the m elting, w ith increasing U=t, ofn > 1
M I plateaus. W e have dem onstrated that the evolution
of the density distrbution w ith interaction strength ex-—
hibits pauses. T hat is, at certain values ofU the density
distrdbution, and other ocbservables, do not change even
when the interaction strength increases over a range as
large as t=2. W e have shown that the em ergence of this
static behavior is associated w ith the form ation ofM ott
nsulating plateaus away from the trap center. These
plateaus block the transfer of bosons to the outer parts
of the system , and hence cause the evolution to stall
W hil m any quantities in trapped Bose system s are well
describbed by the local density approxim ation, it is not
clear that approach w ill capture the above behavior, n—
cluding the kinks in the visbility. T his is because these
e ectsare Intrinsically tied to the com petition ofthe trap
versus kinetic and interaction energies In system s where
the SF and M Idom ains are of nitew idth, as in the ones
explored in the recent experin ents.
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