arXiv:1505.06793v2 [cond-mat.quant-gas] 4 May 2016

Currents algebra for the two-sites Bose-Hubbard model

Gilberto N. Santos Filho^1

1 Centro Brasileiro de Pesquisas Físicas - CBPF Rua Dr. Xavier Sigaud, 150, Urca, Rio de Janeiro - RJ - Brazil

gfilho@cbpf.br

Abstract

I present a currents algebra for the two-sites Bose-Hubbard model, generalize the Heisenberg equation of motion to write the second time derivative of the currents operators and use it to get the quantum dynamics of the currents. For different choices of the Hamiltonian parameters I get different currents dynamics and determine the period of the oscillations in function of the parameters.

1 Introduction

The early experimental realization of a two-wells Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) was made only two years after the experimental verification of the BEC [1–14] to study the interference between two freely expanding condensates [15, 16], and their results had direct implications in the study of the atom laser and the Josephson effect [17, 18] for BEC. Some models were used to study some behaviors of these systems as for example the quantum phase transitions, the classical analysis and the quantum dynamics [19–23]. I am considering here the twosites Bose-Hubbard model, also known as the Canonical Josephson Hamiltonian [8], that has been an useful model in understanding tunneling phenomena using two BECs [24–30]. This model is integrable in the sense that it can be solved by the quantum inverse scattering method (QISM) [31–41] and it has been discussed in different ways using this method [33–40]. In this context this model is a particular case of the bosonic multi-state model studied in [42]. The experimental quantum dynamics and the classical analysis of this model was performed by [43–45]. In this letter I will discuss the currents algebra for the two-sites Bose- Hubbard model. Currents algebra was introduced by M. Gell-Mann in high energy physics to study partially conserved axial vector current in the beta decay [46]. I generalize the Heisenberg equation of motion to write the second time derivative of any operator and use it to study the quantum dynamics of the currents. This method can be applied to many systems that present microscopic tunneling phenomenon to get some characteristic energies of the systems in function of the period of the oscillation and that is also important to quantum metrology [47–53]. The model is described by the Hamiltonian Ĥ = K 8 (N̂_1 − N̂_2)^2 − Δμ 2 (N̂_1 − N̂_2) − E_J 2 (â^†_1â_2 + â^†_2â_1), (1.1)

where â^†_1, â^†_2, denote the single-particle creation boson operators in the two wells and N̂_1 = â^†_1â_1, N̂_2 = â^†_2â_2, are the corresponding number of particles boson operators. These bosons operators satisfies the canonical commutation relations [â_i, â^†_j ] = δ_{ij}Î, [â_i, â_j] = [â^†_i , â^†_j ] = 0 and [N̂_i, â_j ] = −δ_{ij}â_j, [N̂_i, â^†_j] = +δ_{ij}â^†_j , where Î is the identity operator. The coupling K provides the strength of the s-wave scattering interaction between the bosons, Δμ is the external potential and E_J is the amplitude of tunneling.

2 Symmetries

The Hamiltonian (1.1) is invariant under the Z_2 mirror transformation â_j → −â_j , â^†_j → −â^†_j , and under the global U(1) gauge transformation â_j → e^{iα}â_j , where α is an arbitrary cnumber and â^†_j → e^{−iα}â^†_j , j = 1, 2. For α = π we get again the Z_2 symmetry. The global U(1) gauge invariance is associated with the conservation of the total number of atoms N̂ = N̂_1 + N̂_2 and the Z_2 symmetry is associated with the parity of the wave function by the relation P̂ |Ψ⟩ = (−1)^N |Ψ⟩, with

|Ψ⟩ = N∑ n=0 C_{n,N−n} (â^†_1)^n √ n! (â^†_2)^{N−n} √ (N − n)! |0, 0⟩, (2.2)

where P̂ is the parity operator and [Ĥ, P̂ ] = 0.

There is also the permutation symmetry of the atoms of the two wells if we have Δμ = 0 and when we turn on Δμ we break the symmetry. The wave function (2.2) is symmetric under this permutation P̂ |Ψ⟩ = N∑ n=0 C_{N−n,n} (â^†_1)^{N−n} √ (N − n)! (â^†_2)^n √ n! |0, 0⟩ = |Ψ⟩, (2.3)

where P̂ is the permutation operator and [Ĥ, P̂] = 0 if Δμ = 0 [33]. In the antisymmetric case Δμ ≠ 0 we can change the bias of one well. In this case it is called a tilted two-wells potential [28, 54]. In the Fig. (1) we represent the two BECs by a two-wells potential for the case Δμ ≠ 0. We get the two-sites Bose-Hubbard model when we consider each BEC as a site.

3 Currents Algebra

The total particles number boson operator, N̂ = N̂_1 + N̂_2, is a conserved quantity and it is a commutable compatible operator with the particles number bosons operators in each well, [N̂, N̂_1] = [N̂, N̂_2] = [N̂_1, N̂_2] = 0. The number of particles bosons operators in each well don’t commute with the Hamiltonian and their time evolution is dictated by the Josephson tunneling current operator, Ĵ =^1_{2i} (â^†_1â_2 − â^†_2â_1), in coherent opposite phases because of the conservancy of N̂. We get the following equations for the time evolution

Figure 1: (Color online) A two-wells potential representation of the two-sites Bose-Hubbard model for the case Δμ ≠ 0 and barrier height V_0. We are considering one condensate, in light blue, for each well. We show one atom, in dark blue, tunneling from left to right (red arrow).

N̂_1(t) = N̂_1(0) − E^J ℏ ∫_t 0 Ĵ (τ) dτ, (3.4)

N̂_2(t) = N̂_2(0) + E^J ℏ ∫_t 0 Ĵ (τ) dτ. (3.5)

Here is worth to note that the two BECs are entangled by the tunneling of the particles and we can study the quantum phase transition of the system using tools of the quantum information [20, 21].

The tunneling current Ĵ together with the imbalance current Î =^1_2 (N̂_1 − N̂_2) and the coherent correlation tunneling current operator T̂ =^1_2 (â^†_1â_2 + â^†_2â_1), generate together the currents algebra [T̂ , Ĵ ] = +iÎ, [T̂ , Î] = −iĴ and [Ĵ , Î] = +iT̂ . With the identification L̂_x ≡ ℏT̂ , L̂_y ≡ ℏĴ , and L̂_z ≡ ℏÎ we can write this currents algebra in the standard compact way of the momentum angular algebra [L̂_k, L̂_l] = iℏε_{klm}L̂_m, where ε_{klm} is the antisymmetric Levi-Civita tensor with k, l, m = x, y, z and ε_{xyz} = +1. We have two Casimir operators for that currents algebra. One of them is the total number of particles, Ĉ_1 = N̂, related to the U(1) symmetry and the another one is related to the momentum angular algebra and the O(3) symmetry, Ĉ_2 = T̂^2 + Î^2 + Ĵ^2. It is direct to show that Ĉ_2 is just a function of Ĉ_1

Ĉ_2 =

Ĉ_1 2 ( Ĉ_1 2 + 1 ) . (3.6) and that the Casimir surface is spherical with radius √ ⟨Ĉ_2⟩.

4 Currents Quantum Dynamics

We can rewrite the Hamiltonian (1.1) using the currents operators Ĥ = K 2 Î^2 − ΔμÎ − E_JT̂ . (4.7)

The quantum dynamic of the currents are determined by the currents algebra, their commutation relations with the Hamiltonian and the parameters. If the Hamiltonian is not explicitly time-dependent it is not time-dependent,^{dĤ}_{dt} =^{∂Ĥ}_{∂t} = 0, and the system is closed (conservative). It is also important to note that the Hamiltonian is the same in the Heisenberg and Schrödinger pictures, Ĥ_H = Ĥ_S. Using these facts we can write the second time derivative of any operator Ô in the Heisenberg picture as d^2Ô dt^2 = ( i ℏ )_2

[Ĥ, [Ĥ, Ô]], (4.8)

or as d^2Ô dt^2 = i ℏ [Ĥ, dÔ dt ]. (4.9)

It is direct to generalize the Eqs. (4.8) and (4.9) for higher time derivatives. We can get similar equation in the another pictures. The pictures preserve the commutation relations between the operators in the sense that if we have [Â_S , B̂_S ] = Ĉ_S in the Schrödinger picture we get the same relation in the Heisenberg picture, [Â_H , B̂_H ] = Ĉ_H , and in the interaction picture, [Â_I , B̂_I ] = Ĉ_I . The same is true for the anticommutators, and so the pictures preserve the algebra. We can see from Eqs. (4.7) and (4.8) that the Casimir operators Ĉ_1 and Ĉ_2 are also conserved quantities, [Ĥ, Ĉ_1] = [Ĥ, Ĉ_2] = 0. Using the Eq. (4.8) or (4.9) we found the following equations for the quantum dynamics of the three currents

d^2Î dt^2 + E^2_J ℏ^2 Î = −E^J K ℏ^2

ÎT̂ + E^J Δμ ℏ^2 T̂ + iE^J K 2ℏ^2

Ĵ , (4.10)

d^2Ĵ dt^2 + 1 ℏ^2 [ (Δμ)^2 + E^2_J +

K^2 4 ] Ĵ = −K^2

ℏ^2

Î^2Ĵ − iK^2

ℏ^2 ÎT̂ + 2KΔμ ℏ^2 ÎĴ − KE_J ℏ^2 Ĵ T̂ + iKΔμ ℏ^2 T̂ − i 2 KE_J ℏ^2

Î, (4.11) d^2T̂ dt^2 + 1 ℏ^2 [ (Δμ)^2 +

K^2 4 ] T̂ = −K^2 ℏ^2

Î^2T̂ + iK^2 ℏ^2 ÎĴ + 2KΔμ ℏ^2 ÎT̂ − KE_J ℏ^2

Î^2 + KE^J ℏ^2

Ĵ^2 + ΔμE^J ℏ^2 Î − iKΔμ ℏ^2

Ĵ . (4.12)

We can see from Eqs. (4.10), (4.11) and (4.12) that the currents are coupled on the right hand side of these equations. Different choices of the ratio between the parameters of the Hamiltonian gives us different dynamics for the currents. In the Rabi regime, K/E_J ≪ N^{−2} [8, 26, 38]. Consequently, in the extreme Rabi regime we can neglect K and consider the no interaction limit K → 0. Considering the symmetric case, Δμ = 0, the current T̂ is a conserved quantity, [Ĥ, T̂ ] = 0, but this don’t means that we don’t have tunneling. We can see from Eqs. (3.4) and (3.5) that the quantum dynamic of N̂_1, N̂_2, and Î only depend of the current Ĵ and the amplitude of tunneling E_J . Here is worth to note that in E_J is included the kinetic energy of the atoms. The current dynamics for these currents are the dynamic of the simple harmonic oscillator (SHO)

d^2Î dt^2 + ω^2_IÎ = 0, (4.13) d^2Ĵ dt^2 + ω^2_J Ĵ = 0, (4.14)

where ω_I = ω_J = ω_{EJ} =^{EJ}_ℏ is the natural angular frequency of the SHO. The period of the oscillations is T =^{2π}_{ωEJ} and we get the following relation E_J T = h between the energy of the amplitude of tunneling and the period. In the no interaction limit is expected a period of T = 500 ms instead the period of T = 40.1 ms for the interacting nonlinear regime as in the experiment [43] and in the generalized model [55]. We have gotten the value E_J = 12.5ℏ J for the amplitude of tunneling. In the Fig. (2) we show the solutions for the Eqs. (4.13) and (4.14). The currents are uncorrelated now and there is no interference between them. We have Rabi dynamics for the currents Î and Ĵ and self-trapping for the current T̂ .

Breaking the symmetry, Δμ ≠ 0, to consider the antisymmetric case the currents dynamics are

d^2Î dt^2 + ( E_J ℏ )_2

Î = E^J Δμ ℏ^2

T̂ , (4.15)

Figure 2: Quantum dynamics of the currents for ω_I = ω_J = 12.5 rad·Hz. The initial condition for the current Î(t) (full line) is Î(0) = 1.0. The initial condition for the current Ĵ (t) (dashed line) is Ĵ (0) = −1.0. The initial condition for the current T̂ (t) (dot-dashed line) is T̂ (0) = 0.4. The initial conditions for the first derivative of all currents is zero.

d^2T̂ dt^2 + ( Δμ ℏ )_2 T̂ = E^J Δμ ℏ^2

Î, (4.16)

d^2Ĵ dt^2 + (Δμ)^2 + E^2_J ℏ^2

Ĵ = 0. (4.17)

The Eq. (4.17) describes a SHO with natural angular frequency ω_J = √ ω^2_{Δμ} + ω^2_{EJ} , period of the oscillations T =^{2π√}_{ω2Δμ+ω2EJ} and relation ET = h, with E = ℏω_J , between the period and the energy. The Eqs. (4.15) and (4.16) are a system of two second order linear differential equations. If we diagonalize the matrix of the coefficients we get the same frequency ω_J . In the Fig. (3) we show the numeric solution for the Eqs. (4.15), (4.16) and (4.17). We choose the same period, T = 500 ms to get the values E_J = 12.5ℏ J for the amplitude of tunneling and Δμ = 0.5ℏ J for the external potential. We have Rabi dynamics for the currents Ĵ , Josephson dynamics for the current Î and self-trapping for the current T̂ . The currents Î and T̂ are correlated and there is interference between them.

Figure 3: Quantum dynamics of the currents for ω_{EJ} = 12.5 rad·Hz and ω_{Δμ} = 0.5 rad·Hz. The initial condition for the current Î(t) (full line) is Î(0) = −1.0. The initial condition for the current Ĵ (t) (dashed line) is Ĵ (0) = 1.0. The initial condition for the current T̂ (t) (dot-dashed line) is T̂ (0) = −0.9. The initial conditions for the first derivative of all currents is zero.

5 Summary

In summary, I have showed that a currents algebra appears when we calculate the quantum dynamics of the number bosons operators of each well. I have generalized the Heisenberg equation of motion to write the second time derivative of any operator. Then I have calculated the quantum dynamics of these currents and have showed that different dynamics appear when we consider different choices of the parameters of the Hamiltonian. For specific choices of the parameters some of the currents are uncorrelated and there is no interference between them.

Acknowledgement

I acknowledge CAPES/FAPERJ (Coordenação de Aperfeiçoamento de Pessoal de Nível Superior/Fundação de Amparo à Pesquisa do Estado do Rio de Janeiro) for the financial support.

References

[1] J. R. Anglin and W. Ketterle, Nature 416 (2002) 211.

[2] M. H. Anderson, J. R. Ensher, M. R. Mathews, C. E. Wieman and E. A. Cornell, Science 269 (1995) 198.

[3] J. Williams, R. Walser, J. Cooper, E. A. Cornell and M. Holland, Phys. Rev. A 61 (2000) 0336123.

[4] S. N. Bose, Z. Phys. 26 (1924) 178. [5] A. Einstein, Phys. Math. K1 22 (1924) 261.

[6] C. A. Sackett, C. C. Bradley, M. Welling and R. G. Hulet, Braz. Jour. Phys. 27 no. 2 (1997) 154.

[7] F. Dalfovo, S. Giorgini, L. P. Pitaevskii and S. Stringari, Rev. Mod. Phys. 71 (1999) 463.

[8] A. J. Leggett, Rev. Mod. Phys. 73 (2001) 307.

[9] P. W. Courteille, V. S. Bagnato and V. I. Yukalov, Laser Phys. 11 (2001) 659. [10] E. A. Cornell and C. E. Wieman, Rev. Mod. Phys. 74 (2002) 875. [11] E. A. Donley, N. R. Claussen, S. T. Thompson and C. E. Wieman, Nature 417 (2002) 529.

[12] A. F. R. T. Piza, Braz. Jour. Phys. 34 n. 3B (2004) 1102. [13] I. Bloch, J. Dalibard and W. Zwerger, Rev. Mod. Phys. 80 (2008) 875. [14] I. Carusotto and C. Ciuti, Rev. Mod. Phys. 85 (2013) 299.

[15] M. R. Andrews, C. G. Townsend, H.-J. Miesner, D. S. Durfee, D. M. Kurn and W.

Ketterle, Science 275 (1997) 637.

[16] Y. Shin, M. Saba, T. A. Pasquini, W. Ketterle, D. E. Pritchard and A. E. Leanhardt, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92 (2004) 050405.

[17] B. D. Josephson, Phys. Lett. 1 (1962) 251. [18] B. D. Josephson, Rev. Mod. Phys. 46 (1974) 251.

[19] G. Santos, A. Tonel, A. Foerster and J. Links, Phys. Rev. A 73 (2006) 023609. [20] A. P. Tonel, C. C. N. Kuhn, G. Santos, A. Foerster, I. Roditi and Z. V. T. Santos, Phys.

Rev. A 79 (2009) 013624.

[21] G. Santos, A. Foerster, J. Links, E. Mattei and S. R. Dahmen, Phys. Rev. A 81 (2010) 063621.

[22] Qi Zhou and Das Sarma, Phis. Rev. A 82 (2010) 041601(R). [23] I.V. Stasyuk and O.V. Velychko, Cond. Matt. Phy. 14 (2011) 13004: p1-14. [24] J. Javanainen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 57 (1986) 3164.

[25] G. J. Milburn, J. Corney, E. M. Wright and D. F. Walls, Phys. Rev. A 55 (1997) 4318. [26] I. Zapata, F. Sols and A. J. Leggett, Phys. Rev. A 57 (1998) R28(R). [27] A. P. Hines, R. H. McKenzie and G. J. Milburn, Phys. Rev. A 67 (2003) 013609. [28] A. P. Tonel, J. Links and A. Foerster, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 38 (2005) 6879. [29] A. P. Tonel, J. Links and A. Foerster, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 38 (2005) 1235. [30] A. P. Hines, R. H. McKenzie and G. J. Milburn, Phys. Rev. A 71 (2005) 042303. [31] G. Santos, A. Foerster, I. Roditi, Z. V. T. Santos and A. P. Tonel, J. Phys. A: Math.

Theor. 41 (2008) 295003 (9pp).

[32] G. Santos, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 44 (2011) 345003. [33] J. Links and H.-Q. Zhou, Lett. Math. Phys. 60 (2002) 275.

[34] J. Links, H.-Q. Zhou, R. H. McKenzie and M. D. Gould, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 36 (2003) R63.

[35] J. Links and K. E. Hibberd: SIGMA 2 (2006) 095 (8pp).

[36] A. Foerster, J. Links and H.-Q. Zhou, in: Classical and quantum nonlinear integrable systems: theory and applications, edited by A. Kundu (Institute of Physics Publishing, Bristol and Philadelphia, 2003) pp 208–233.

[37] A. P. Tonel and L. H. Ymai, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 46 (2013) 125202 (14pp).

[38] J. Links, A. Foerster, A. P. Tonel and G. Santos, Ann. Henri Poincaré 7 (2006) 1591. [39] D. Rubeni, A. Foerster, E. Mattei and I. Roditi, Nuc. Phys. B 856 (2012) 698. [40] G. Santos, C. Ahn, A. Foerster and I. Roditi, Phys. Lett. B 746 (2015) 186. [41] J. Links and I. Marquette, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 48 (2015) 045204 (15pp). [42] G. Santos, A. Foerster and I. Roditi, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 46 (2013) 265206 (12pp). [43] M. Albiez, R. Gati, J. Fölling, S. Hunsmann, M. Cristiani and M. K. Oberthaler, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 95 (2005) 010402.

[44] T. Zibold, E. Nicklas, C. Gross and M. K. Oberthaler, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105 (2010) 204101.

[45] R. Gati, M. Albiez, J. Fölling, B. Hemmerling and M. K. Oberthaler, Appl. Phys. B 82 (2006) 207.

[46] M. Gell-Mann, Phys. Rev. 125 (1962) 1067.

[47] K. Micadei, D. A. Rowlands, F. A. Pollock, L. C. Céleri, R. M. Serra and K. Modi, New J. Phys. 17 (2015) 023057.

[48] I. Bloch, Nature 453 (2008) 1016.

[49] Ch. Schneider, D. Porras and T. Schaetz, Rep. Prog. Phys. 75 (2012) 024401 (33pp). [50] B. M. Escher, R. L. de Matos Filho and L. Davidovich, Braz. J. Phys. 41 (2011) 229. [51] R. Auccaise, A. G. Araujo-Ferreira, R. S. Sarthour, I. S. Oliveira, T. J. Bonagamba and I. Roditi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 (2015) 043604.

[52] C. Gross, T. Zibold, E. Nicklas, J. Estéve and M. K. Oberthaler, Nature 464 (2010) 1165.

[53] Christian Gross, J. Phys. B: At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 45 (2012) 103001 (20pp). [54] D. R. Dounas-Frazer, A. M. Hermundstad and L. D. Carr, Phis. Rev. Lett. 99 (2007) 200402.

[55] G. N. Santos Filho, Current algebra for a generalized two-site Bose-Hubbard model, arXiv:1511.05026 [cond-mat.quant-gas].