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W e study the phase coherence and visibility oftrapped atom ic condensates on one-dim ensional

opticallattices,bym eansofquantum M onte-Carlosim ulations.W eobtain structuresin thevisibility

sim ilartothekinksrecently observed experim entally by G erbieretal.[1].W eexam inethesefeatures

in detailand o�er a connection to the evolution ofthe density pro�les as the depth ofthe lattice

isincreased.O ursim ulationsrevealthatasthe interaction strength,U ,isincreased,the evolution

ofsuperuid and M ott-insulating dom ainsstallfor�niteintervalsofU .Thedensity pro�lesdo not

change with increasing U . W e show here thatin one dim ension the visibility providesunequivocal

signaturesofthe m elting ofM ottdom ainswith densitieslargerthan one.

PACS num bers:03.75H h,03.75.Lm ,05.30.Jp

The realization oftrapped Bose-Einstein condensates

(BEC)in ultracold atom son opticallatticeshasopened

up the possibility of observing experim entally vari-

ous quantum phases { e.g.,superuid (SF) and M ott-

insulator(M I){and thestudyofthenatureofthetransi-

tionsbetween them in a well-controlled m anner.Indeed,

theexistenceofSF and M Iphaseson opticallatticeswas

established experim entally [2,3],where it was dem on-

strated that by increasing the opticallattice depth the

system passes from a SF phase to a predom inantly M I

one.Contrary to theuncon�ned case,in trapsthereisin

generala coexistenceofSF and M Idom ains.Hence,the

passagefrom SF to M Ihasto be understood asa cross-

over rather than as a quantum phase transition [4,5],

although a vestige ofthe latter rem ains in the guise of

localquantum criticality [6,7].

Theexperim entalsystem scan bem odeled bytheboson

Hubbard m odel[8],described in onedim ension (1D)by

H = � t
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where L isthe num berofsitesand xi = ia isthe coor-

dinate ofthe ith site,and a isthe lattice constant.The

hopping param eter,t,setsthe energy scale,ni = a
y

iai is

the num ber operator,[ai;a
y

j]= �ij are bosonic creation

and destruction operators. VT is the curvature ofthe

trap,while the repulsive contactinteraction is given by

U . The chem icalpotential,�,controls the num ber of

particles. The phase diagram ofthis m odelin the ab-

sence ofthe con�ning trap hasbeen extensively studied

with the goalofelucidating the variousquantum phases

itexhibits[9,10,11]and the transitionsbetween them .

The key experim entalsignatureofthesephasesliesin

the interferencepattern observed afterthereleaseofthe

gasfrom thetrap and subsequentfreeexpansion { an SF

(M I) produces a sharp (di�use) interference pattern re-

ecting thepresence(loss)ofphasecoherence.Phaseco-

herence,especially in reduced dim ensionality,continues

to be ofgreatinterestboth experim entally and theoret-

ically.Particularattention hasbeen focused recently on

m echanism s which can destroy quasi-long range coher-

ence in system s on opticallattices especially in 1D [3].

O urfocusin thispaperistherole,in 1D,ofthepassage

from the SF to the M Iphase in destroying phase coher-

ence,which can be studied in m atterwaveinterference.

W hereaspreviousstudiesofSF-M Itransition focused

on the height [2]and width [3]ofthe centralinterfer-

ence peak,an alternative schem e wasproposed recently

[1]where the reduction ofphase coherence approaching

theM Iwascharacterized by thevisibility ofinterference

fringes,

V =
Sm ax � Sm in

Sm ax � Sm in

: (2)

HereSm ax and Sm in arethem axim um and m inim um val-

uesofm om entum distribution function,

S(k)=
1

L

X

j;l

eik:(rj� rl)ha
y

jali: (3)

Itwasobserved thatastheopticallatticedepth [equiva-

lenttotheHubbard U in Eq.(1)]isincreased,thevisibil-

ity decreasesuntilspecialvaluesofU arereached where

V displays\kinks" afterwhich itdecreasesagain.Itwas

also shown [1]thatthe valuesofU atwhich such kinks

are observed are reproducible,and thatthey depend on

the �lling (num berofatom s).A perturbativetreatm ent

ofthe hom ogeneousM Iphase [1]hasshown thatV de-

creasesasU � 1,im proving on previousnum ericalresults

on sm allsystem s[12].
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G erbier etal. [1]proposed that the kinks are linked

to a redistribution ofthe density asthe SF shellstrans-

form into M Iregionswith severalatom spersite.In this

paper,we exam ine in detailthe presence and properties

ofthesevisibility kinkswith thehelp ofquantum M onte

Carlo (Q M C) sim ulations ofthe boson Hubbard m odel

usingtheStochasticSeriesExpansion (SSE)m ethod [13].

W e focuson 1D opticallatticesand show thatwhile the

kinksareindeed related to theredistribution in theden-

sity associated with SF-M Itransition,they arenotsolely

produced by thetransform ation ofSF shellsinto M Ido-

m ains. Indeed,we �nd V revealsothersubtle detailsof

density redistributionswith U .

W e startourstudy with the sim plestcase,i.e.,a sys-

tem in which thedensity in them iddleofthetrap never

reachesn = 2,so that when the interaction strength is

increased,only M ottdom ainswith n = 1 appear.In Fig.

1(a)weshow thevisibility and Sm ax asfunctionsofU=t.

As in the experim ents [1],V decreases with increasing

U=t{ reecting the decrease ofSm ax,and the increase

ofSm in (notshown in the�gure){ with an interm ediate

region overwhich itrem ainsfairly constant. Two kinks

can beobserved both in V and Sm ax.The�rstone(less

evident) occurs around U=t = 6:1,and the second one

around U=t= 7:0.
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FIG .1:(coloronline).(a)Visibility V and Sm ax asfunctions

ofthe on-site interaction U=t. Initially,V decreases as U=t

increases. After U=t � 6:3 its rate of reduction decreases

due to the freezing of the density pro�les (see text). The

fastdecrease afterU=t� 7 isrelated to the form ation ofthe

centralM ottcore.(b)D ensity pro�lesatfourdi�erentvalues

ofU=t,and in theTonks-G irardeau (TG )regim e.Thepro�les

for U=t= 6:3 and 6:8 virtually coincide. The system under

consideration has40bosonson a 80-sitechain,and atrapping

potentialVT a
2
= 0:01t.Errorbarson thedata in thisand all

subsequent�guresare sm allerthan the sym bolsizes.

Density pro�lescorrespondingtofourvaluesofU=tare

depicted in Fig.1(b).Thedensity pro�leforU=t= 6:3in

Fig.1(b)showsthatthe �rstkink in Fig.1(a)(signaled

by the �rst arrow) is related to the em ergence oftwo

M Iplateau atthe sides(xi=a � � (8� 12))ofa central

SF region. The second kink in Fig.1(a) is related to

the form ation ofa fullM Idom ain in the m iddle ofthe

trap,which produces m ore evident structures in V and

Sm ax. ThisoccursforU=t= 7:1 asshown in Fig.1(b),

and signaled by the second arrow in Fig.1(a). Plotting

V and Sm ax as a function ofU=t,allows us to present

m ore precisely the position and shape ofthe kinks: In

experim ents,the controlparam eteristhe ratio between

the lattice depth and the recoilenergy,which produces

exponentialchangesin U=t[1,8].

O ne unexpected feature is the freezing ofthe density

pro�lesbeforethefullM Iform sin them iddleofthetrap,

which coincideswith the plateau-like behaviorofV and

Sm ax between the two arrows. As U=tis increased be-

tween 6.3 and 6.8 alm ostno changesoccurin thedensity

distribution,i.e.,the bosonsare no longerbeing pushed

out of the central regions to the outlying zones even

though U=t continues to increase. This behavior m ay

seem surprising,asthecentralregion ofthesystem isSF,

i.e.,com pressible,butcan be explained by the presence

oftheem erging M Idom ainsatthesides.ThecentralSF

region gets trapped between them ,and the interaction

U=t�rsthasto increasea �nite am ountbefore particles

can be transferred to the SF regionsatthe edgeagainst

the substantially largertrap energy there.

Thiscan bebetterunderstood by com puting thetotal

trapping(E T )and interaction (E P )energiesasfunctions
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FIG .2: (color online). (a) Trapping (E T ) and interaction

(E P ) energies as functions of U=t. (b) Ratio  = jEp=E kj

ofpotentialto kinetic energy,and the chem icalpotential(�)

needed to m aintain N b = 40. The results are forthe system

ofFig.1.
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ofU=t [Fig.2(a)]. In the intervalU=t = 6:3{6.8 both

quantitiesexhibita plateau,which isalsoreected in the

chem icalpotentialofthe system [Fig.2(b)].Thisoccurs

even though the totalenergy (notshown)increasescon-

tinuously,due to the continuous decrease in m agnitude

ofthe(negative)kineticenergy (E K )ofthebosons.O ne

can then see that the form ation ofthe fullM I plateau

is accom panied by a fast increase in the totaltrap en-

ergy ofthe system by � 4t,the bandwidth in 1D.O n

the other hand,the decrease ofinteraction energy pro-

duced by the form ation ofthe M Iplateau iseven larger

� 6t.Thus,in experim ents,abruptchangescan occurin

the density pro�leseven ifthe lattice depth isincreased

slowly.Thiscan producetheescapeofparticlesfrom the

trap,heating,orotherunexpected features.

In Fig.2(b)wealsoshow  = jEP =E K j,theratioofpo-

tentialto kinetic energy. Thisquantity isdi�erentfrom

theoneoften used to characterizetrapped bosonson lat-

ticesL = U=t[14].In contrastto L ,forthe system in

Figs.1 and 2, decreases with increasing U . This oc-

cursbecausethedensity alloverthetrap becom esn � 1,

and thedoubleoccupancy isstronglysuppressed.(In the

Tonks-G irardeau lim it (TG ),i.e.,U ! 1 , = 0 while

L = 1 .) Like the visibility and the chem icalpoten-

tial, rem ainsalm ostunchanged in theregion wherethe

density pro�lesarefrozen.

Astheon-siteinteraction isfurtherincreased no m ore

abrupt changes occur in the trap. The density pro�le
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FIG . 3: (color online). (a) Visibility, V, as a function of

the on-site interaction U=t,for N b = 60,and VT a
2
= 0:06t,

param eterswhich allow both n = 1and n = 2M ottregionsto

exist.Forcom parison,resultsforpureM ottinsulating phases

with n = 1 and n = 2 in open latticeswithouta trap arealso

given. In the inset the straight lines show the perturbative

resultsofRef.[1]in 1D (seetext).(b)Integrated density over

20 lattice sitesaround the centerofthe trap.
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FIG .4: (color online). D ensity pro�lescorresponding to the

points signaled by arrows in Figs.3 and 5. The continuous

line in (b) is the result in the TG regim e. N b = 60 and

VT a
2
= 0:06t.

rem ainsalm ostthe sam e,asseen in Fig.1(b),where we

have also plotted the exactresultin the TG lim it. The

visibility and Sm ax,reduce continuously to VT G = 0:39

and ST Gm ax = 1:3 (obtained using the approach presented

in Ref.[15]).Noticethateven when U ! 1 thevisibility

doesnotvanish,dueto SF dom ainssurrounding theM I.

W hen the density atthe centerofthe trap is higher,

and exceedstwo,the evolution ofthe visibility with the

on-site repulsion exhibits an even richer structure. Re-

sults for a system in that regim e are presented in Fig.

3(a). The visibility,up to U=t� 13,is very sim ilar to

Fig.1(a). Density pro�lesforthree valuesofU in that

intervalarepresented in Fig.4(a).O necan seethatthe

em ergenceofM Iregionswith n = 1,and n = 2surround-

ing SF regionswith 2 > n > 1,and n > 2,respectively,

producesa plateau in V due to a freezing ofthe density

pro�leswhen increasingU .In Fig.3(a),theform ation of

the n = 2 plateau abruptly reducesthe visibility sim ilar

to the form ation ofthe n = 1 plateau in Fig.1(a).

However,the behaviorabove U=t= 13 hasadditional

structurescom pared to Fig.1(a).In orderto understand

the origin of these visibility features, we have plotted

in Fig.3(b) the integrated density over 20 lattice sites

around the centerofthe trap N c =
P 10

i= � 10
ni. A clear

oneto onem apping between thefeaturesin thevisibility

and plateau in N c isseen.Thevisibility kinksresultnot

from the form ation ofnew SF orM Iregions,butrather

from a redistribution ofbosons between the M I states

with n = 2,and n = 1.Asseen in Figs.3(b),and 4,such

aredistribution occursdiscontinuouslyin U .In addition,

since the SF dom ainswith 2 > n > 1 can increase their

sizesduringsuch aprocess,thevisibility can increase[see

forexam plethekinksaround U=t= 14:6and 21.5in Fig.

3(a),and the corresponding density pro�lesin Fig.4].

Theabovefeaturesarenotrestricted tothe1D charac-

terofthesystem ,and could beobserved in higherdim en-

sions.However,asU isincreased even further(U & 25t),

a purely 1D e�ectsetsin.AstheM Iplateau with n = 2

m elts,correlationsstartto develop between the two dis-

connected SF dom ainswith 2 > n > 1.Thisproducesa
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FIG .5: (color online). Ratio  = jEp=E kjof potentialto

kineticenergy,and thetotalenergy ofthesystem (E S )vsU=t,

forthe system ofFigs.3 and 4.N b = 60 and VT a
2
= 0:06t.

largeincreaseofthe visibility,asseen in Fig.3(a).[The

correspondingdensity pro�lesareshown in Fig.4(b).]In

1D thisincreasein thevisibilityprovidesan unam biguous

signature ofthe presence,and m elting,ofthe n = 2 (or

larger)M Idom ain.Thiscan beusefulforunderstanding

the dynam icsofstrongly correlated bosonsin 1D [16].

For very large values ofU ,beyond the ones in Fig.

3(a),the2 > n > 1 SF dom ain willeventually disappear,

asoccurs in Fig.1(a),producing a further reduction in

thevisibility.In theTG regim e,weobtain (forthesepa-

ram eters)VT G = 0:02.Thecorrespondingdensity pro�le

can be also seen in Fig.4(b).

W e havealso plotted in Fig.3(a),the valuesobtained

forthevisibility in hom ogeneoussystem swith 60 bosons

and densities n = 1 and n = 2. (W e have used open

boundaryconditionsasthey aretheclosertothetrapped

case).Theseresultsin hom ogeneoussystem sareverydif-

ferentfrom the onesin thetrapped case.Due to the ex-

istenceofSF dom ains,thevisibility in thetrap isalways

largerthan thatin the hom ogeneouscase.In the region

ofinterest,wheretheM Iplateau em erges,and m elts,no

extrapolation ispossiblefrom theuniform case.O nly for

very largevaluesofU ,aftera M Idom ain appearsin the

center ofthe trap,can one can expect the uniform and

trapped system stobehavesim ilarly.In theinsetwehave

com pared theresultsforthehom ogeneoussystem s,with

those obtained in Ref.[1][V1D = 4(n + 1)t=U ]. Forthe

largestvaluesofU one can see thatthe t=U powerlaw

startsto develop,butitsprefactorisstilldi�erentfrom

4(n + 1),so thatvery largevaluesofU areneeded fora

good agreem entin 1D.

W econcludeby showing in Fig.5 thebehaviorof in

thesystem ofFigs.3and 4.In thiscase,sincethedensity

atthe m iddleofthe trap islargerthan one,i.e.,thereis

signi�cantdouble occupancy in thisregion, (and EP )

increaseswith U=t.Italso exhibitsthesam ejum pspro-

duced by the redistribution ofparticlesin Fig.4. Asin

the system in Figs.1 and 2,this occurs even when the

totalenergy ofthe system (E S) increases continuously

with U ,ascan be also seen in Fig.5.

In this paper we have explored the evolution ofthe

visibility oftrapped atom icgasesin onedim ensionalop-

ticallattices using Q uantum M onte Carlo sim ulations.

W e have shown that the visibility behaves very sim ilar

to that observed experim entally. In particular, it has

kinks associated with redistribution ofdensity am ongst

M ott insulating and superuid regions within the trap.

In addition,we have also exhibited severalother novel

featuresofthe visibility evolution in 1D,like a large in-

creasedue to the m elting,with increasing U=t,ofn > 1

M Iplateaus. W e have dem onstrated thatthe evolution

ofthe density distribution with interaction strength ex-

hibitspauses.Thatis,atcertain valuesofU thedensity

distribution,and otherobservables,do notchange even

when the interaction strength increases overa range as

large ast=2. W e have shown thatthe em ergence ofthis

static behaviorisassociated with the form ation ofM ott

insulating plateaus away from the trap center. These

plateausblock the transferofbosonsto the outerparts

of the system , and hence cause the evolution to stall.

W hile m any quantitiesin trapped Bosesystem sarewell

described by the localdensity approxim ation,it is not

clearthatapproach willcapture the above behavior,in-

cluding the kinksin the visibility. Thisisbecause these

e�ectsareintrinsicallytied tothecom petition ofthetrap

versuskinetic and interaction energiesin system swhere

theSF and M Idom ainsareof�nitewidth,asin theones

explored in the recentexperim ents.
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