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In recent years, the systems comprising of bosonic atoms confined to optical lattices at ultra-cold
temperatures have demonstrated tremendous potential to unveil novel quantum mechanical effects
appearing in lattice boson models with various kinds of interactions. In this progress report, we aim
to provide an exposition to recent advancements in quantum simulations of such systems, modeled
by different ‘non-standard’ Bose-Hubbard models, focusing primarily on long-range systems with
dipole-dipole or cavity-mediated interactions. Through a carefully curated selection of topics, which
includes the emergence of quantum criticality beyond Landau paradigm, bond-order wave insula-
tors, the role of interaction-induced tunneling, the influence of transverse confinement on observed
phases, or the effect of cavity-mediated all-to-all interactions, we report both theoretical and ex-
perimental developments from the last few years. Additionally, we discuss the real-time evolution
of systems with long-range interactions, where sufficiently strong interactions render the dynamics
non-ergodic. And finally to cap our discussions off, we survey recent experimental achievements in
this rapidly evolving field, underscoring its interdisciplinary significance and potential for ground-
breaking discoveries.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Since its derivation in 1963 [1], the Hubbard model
became an iconic Hamiltonian in condensed matter
physics [2, 3]. As originally conceived, this model
mimics electrons in a discrete geometry characterized
by different two-body interactions: pair- and density-
induced-tunneling processes, as well as inter-site and on-
site density-density interaction. Nevertheless, the pe-
culiar screened shape of the Coulomb potential led to
a drastic simplification of this model where the inter-
particle interactions reduce to onsite processes only. Af-
ter almost three decades, this last point in addition to
the lack, at that time, of concrete physical implementa-
tions influenced the derivation of the bosonic counterpart
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of the Hubbard Hamiltonian: the Bose-Hubbard model
(BHM)[4] capturing the motion of bosonic particles inter-
acting through contact repulsion. Let us note, that the
original derivation of the lattice boson model should be
credited to Gersch and Knollman [5] - this work preceded
that of Hubbard.

In such a context, the end of twentieth century repre-
sents the beginning of a new and exciting era where the
advent of atomic quantum simulators working at ultra-
low temperatures [6] promised, among other things, to
revolutionize the way that Hubbard models were studied
and conceived [7, 8]. This promise became reality in the
early 2000s, when a new technology, the optical lattices,
enabled the first experimental realization of the Bose-
Hubbard model [9]. This revolutionary result allowed for
the blossoming of new ideas [10, 11] to experimentally re-
alize non-standard BHMs [12], characterized by beyond
onsite interacting terms, which can result in the appear-
ance of new states of matter. As shown by the first real-
izations of BHMs with density-induced tunneling [13] and
density-density inter-site interaction [14], nowadays non-
standard BHMs [12] can be realized efficiently, paving the
way for a new adventure in the exploration of strongly
correlated quantum matter.

Nine years have passed since the appearance of a pre-
vious review on extended Hubbard models [12]. The aim
of this report in progress is to provide an update on this
rapidly developing field covering some of the advance-
ments that occurred in the last decade in the engineer-
ing and characterization of novel non-standard BHMs.
The progress is stimulated by the realization that non-
standard BHMs yield thrilling possibilities to demon-
strate novel states of matter, often with quite intrigu-
ing properties. More importantly, however, is the enor-
mous recent experimental progress with modifying and
manipulating optical lattices, harnessing and controlling
inter-atomic interactions, and, in particular, recent suc-
cess with experimental implementations of long-range in-
teractions either of dipolar nature or those mediated by
resonant cavities.

The progress in this areas over the last few years is
quite broad and spectacular. Instead of providing a com-
prehensive review of various aspects of the field, we have
chosen to describe a few carefully chosen examples to
illustrate the recent progress. To make this work self
contained we introduce the basics of the tight binding de-
scription in Section II. Section III discusses ground state
properties coming from different non-standard BHMs dis-
cussing e.g., topological quantum criticality, the role of
interaction induced tunnelings or how the transverse con-
finement may profoundly affect the phase diagram of non-
standard BHMs. The next Section IV reviews phases
for cavity-mediated interactions, again of current experi-
mental interest. We do not restrict ourselves, however, to
ground state physics, we discuss possible nontrivial dy-
namics occurring at “infinite” temperature i.e., for initial
high-energy states in Section V. Importantly, we do not
forget about the real excitement in this field describing

the current status of leading experiments (Section VI).
We conclude by speculating on the possible future de-
velopments as well as we mention topics that we had to
omit in this, necessarily, brief report.

II. CONSTRUCTION OF THE “LATTICE”
REPRESENTATION

The usual derivation of a Bose-Hubbard Hamil-
tonian starts by considering a system of ultracold
bosons trapped in an optical lattice having wave-number
k0 = 2π/λ0 with λ0/2 = a being the lattice constant.
In particular, we focus on scenarios where atoms can ei-
ther move in the two-dimensional (2D) x-z plane or in
a one-dimensional (1D) line along the z-direction. The
single-particle Hamiltonian of the atoms is given by

H0
sp = − ℏ2

2m
∇2+V0

(
cos2(k0z) + β cos2(k0x)

)
+

mω2

2
y2,

(1)
where the first term corresponds to the kinetic energy of
the atoms and the second term denotes the potential seen
by the atoms due to the optical lattice in x-z plane with
V0 and βV0 being the lattice depths in z and x direc-
tions respectively. For the standard isotropic 2D lattice
system we have β = 1, while β ≫ 1 corresponds to the
1D case. Unless stated otherwise, we predominantly keep
our discussion concentrated on 1D optical lattice systems
throughout this progress report. The lattice depth V0 is
typically measured in the units of the lattice recoil en-
ergy ER = ℏ2k20/2m, e.g., s = V0/ER. The additional
harmonic potential in the third term, with mω2/2 ≫ V0,
restricts the atomic motion in the y-direction. The result-
ing many-body Hamiltonian, in the second-quantization
language, that takes into account two-body interactions,
reads as [6]

Ĥ =

∫
d3r Ψ̂†(r) H0

sp Ψ̂(r)

+
1

2

∫
d3r

∫
d3r′ Ψ̂†(r)Ψ̂†(r′)Uint(r− r′)Ψ̂(r′)Ψ̂(r) ,

(2)

where the field operators Ψ̂(r) and Ψ̂†(r) obey the com-
mutation relation

[
Ψ̂(r), Ψ̂(r′)†

]
= δ3 (r− r′), while the

specific form of the two-body interaction, Uint(r − r′),
depends on the experimental setup.

The field Ψ̂(r)/Ψ̂†(r) operators may be decomposed in
terms of annihilation/creation bosonic operators b̂j/b̂

†
j ,

labeled by the lattice site j = (jx, jz) using the
lowest-band Wannier function Wj(r) localized at posi-
tion rj = (ajx, ajz) as Ψ̂(r) =

∑
j Wj(r)b̂j [6]. In a 1D

geometry, after evaluating the integrals (for details see,
e.g., [15, 16]) and keeping the most relevant terms, one
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obtains the general description of the system in Eq. (2):

Ĥ =− t

L−1∑
j=1

(
b̂†j b̂j+1 +H.c.

)
+

U

2

L∑
j=1

n̂j (n̂j − 1)

+
1

2

L∑
j ̸=k

V|j−k|n̂j n̂k

− T

L−1∑
j=1

[
b̂†j (n̂j + n̂j+1) b̂j+1 +H.c.

]

+
P

2

L−1∑
j=1

(
b̂†j+1b̂

†
j+1b̂j b̂j +H.c.

)
. (3)

The first line gives the standard one-dimensional Bose-
Hubbard Hamiltonian [4] with tunneling amplitude t and
onsite interaction strength U . Note that we take into ac-
count the nearest neighbor tunneling only. This approx-
imation is valid for sufficiently deep optical lattices, say
s > 5 (compare [17]). The second line gives inter-site in-
teractions V|j−k| whose possible shapes will be discussed
in the next sections. The third line in Eq. (3) denotes
the interaction-induced tunnelings (IIT), while the last
line describes pair tunneling processes. We point out
that in all the models and setups covered in this review,
these last terms result in P ≈ 0. Nevertheless, as de-
scribed in [18], pair tunnelings might be of fundamental
relevance in order to investigate the physics of p-orbital
models. In this regard, we underline that proposals to
explore such systems in atomic quantum simulators have
been very recently derived [19, 20].

III. GROUND STATE PHYSICS FOR THE
NON-STANDARD BOSE-HUBBARD MODEL

Before considering the non-standard effects, let us
first review the physics of the ‘standard’ extended Bose-
Hubbard (EBH) model, i.e., the Hamiltonian (3) in the
regime where T = P = 0, and V1 = V while V|j−k| = 0
for |j − k| > 1. While in higher dimensions such EBH
models have been investigated, both theoretically [21]
and experimentally [14, 22], to capture the presence of
states of matter with broken translational symmetry, i.e.,
charge-density wave (CDW) and supersolid (SS) phases,
along with standard Mott insulator (MI) and superfluid
(SF) phases, its 1D version has provided an incompara-
ble resource to investigate symmetry protected topolog-
ical (SPT) [23] phases. As first pointed out in [24] and
subsequently confirmed in a series of papers [25–31], for
intermediate and comparable values of the onsite inter-
action strength U and the inter-site interaction ampli-
tude V the system supports a topological phase, called
the Haldane insulator (HI), at the unit density regime
ρ = N/L = 1 (with N being the total particle number
and L being the number of lattice sites), see Sec. III B.
The phase diagram of the EBH model, at unit filling, is

FIG. 1. The phase diagram of the ‘standard’ EBH model
at unity filling in the (U/t, V/t)-plane obtained by quan-
tum Monte Carlo (QMC) calculations. The figure has been
adapted and reprinted with permissions from [30] published
in 2014 by the American Physical Society.

shown in Fig. 1. Apart from the different phases men-
tioned above, a region of phase separation (PS) appears
for smaller U and large V [30, 32].

Let us also mention shortly that interesting physics
may occur also for fillings larger than unity. For exam-
ple, filling 3/2 allows one to find low-lying excitations as
fractional domain walls between different charge-density
waves. This domain walls may be interpreted as non-
Abelian Fibonacci anyons [33, 34]. While of limited im-
portance in 1D, when combined into a two-dimensional
network, braiding of Fibonacci anyon excitations has po-
tential applications for fault tolerant, universal, topolog-
ical quantum computation.

A. Order Parameters

To distinguish different phases appearing in the EBH
models, several observables have been considered in liter-
ature. For example, to determine the spectral properties
of the system one can calculate the so-called bulk neutral
gap ∆n and the charge gap ∆c defined as [29, 30]

∆n = E1(N,L)− E0(N,L),

∆c = E0(N + 1, L) + E0(N − 1, L)− 2E0(N,L), (4)

where E0(N,L) and E1(N,L) are the ground-state and
first excited-state energies respectively for a system of
length L with particle number N . Finite values of the
charge gap ∆c implies the presence of an insulting state
such as MI, CDW, or HI, while on the other hand, for the
gapless phases (e.g., the standard SF phase) both gaps
vanish in the thermodynamic limit 1.

1 It should be noted that for the spontaneous symmetry broken
(SSB) phases, such as the CDW, the above definition of ∆n van-
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Since in 1D the gapless phases are Luttinger liquids [25,
35, 36], the off-diagonal correlation

Cj(r) = ⟨b̂†j b̂k⟩ (5)

is expected to strictly decay algebraically with the dis-
tance r = |j − k|. Moreover, any modulations in the
off-diagonal correlations can be revealed by the momen-
tum distribution being defined as the averaged Fourier
transform of Cj(r) [37]:

M(q) =
1

L2

∑
j,r

e−iqrCj(r). (6)

For a standard SF phase the maximum component of
M(q) is at q = 0, while for other gapless phases with
modulations in the off-diagonal correlations, like the stag-
gered SF (SSF) discussed below, M(q) can attain the
maximum value for specific non-zero values of q.

Density modulated phases, i.e., regimes where the
translational symmetry of the system is broken, can
be distinguished by the diagonal density-density corre-
lations [25, 28] and their Fourier transform:

S(q) =
1

L2

∑
j,k

eiq(j−k) ⟨n̂j n̂k⟩ , (7)

the so-called structure factor. As an example, it is
straightforward to understand that for two-site trans-
lational symmetry broken phases S(q) shows a peak at
q = π. Such density-modulated phases, where S(q) at-
tains a maximum at q ̸= 0, can be either a CDW or a
SS phase depending on whether the phase is gapped or a
superfluid.

The topological nature of the HI phase is uniquely cap-
tured by the long-range behavior of non-local string cor-
relation functions [24, 25, 29, 30]:

Oα
S(r) = ⟨Ŝα

j eiπ
∑j+r

k=j Ŝα
k Ŝα

j+r⟩ α = x, z, (8)

where Ŝx
j = 1√

2

(√
1− n̂j

2 b̂j + b̂†j

√
1− n̂j

2

)
and Ŝz

j = n̂j −
ρ. In the HI phase, both Oz

S and Ox
S remain finite as

r → ∞.
Phases and corresponding values of these observables

are summarized in Table I.

B. Topological quantum criticality

The observation that the string correlations Oα
S , α =

x, z show long-range behaviors in the HI phase has made

ishes due to ground-state degeneracy. In such cases, the neutral
gap is defined after adding a symmetry breaking perturbation
to the Hamiltonian by hand so that it remains finite for gapped
SSB phases.

FIG. 2. (a) The bulk ξb and (b) the edge ξe correlation lengths
in units of the lattice spacing a as a function of V/t for the
EBH model at unit filling with U/t = 6. The insets show the
finite size extrapolation of ξe and ξb at the the MI-HI (squares)
and HI-CDW (pentagons) critical points where Lm is the
maximum length to extract ξe. (c) The neutral gap ∆En

(orange) and the charge gap ∆Ec (blue) for L = 200. The
gaps are computed by fixing the edge occupation by means of
large chemical potential. (d)-(f) The decay of C(r) (green),
Ox

S(r) (purple) and Oz
S(r) (magenta) relative to: (d) HI at

V/t = 3.65, (e) the HI-CDW critical point at V/t = 3.86, and
(f) CDW at V/t = 3.91. The figure has been adapted and
reprinted with permissions from [16] published in 2022 by the
American Physical Society.

it possible, on one side, to reveal the SPT nature of this
regime and, on the other, to establish a rigorous con-
nection between this EBH Hamiltonian and the spin-1
Heisenberg model [38], whose topological nature has al-
ready been deeply understood [23]. It has become further
clear that larger values of V renders the HI phase unsta-
ble. In particular, a strong inter-site repulsion makes it
possible for the breaking of the translational symmetry
and therefore for the appearance of a CDW spontaneous
symmetry broken (SSB) phase characterized by the per-
fect alternation between pairs of bosons and empty sites.
Such specific symmetry breaking implies that the string
correlation function Oz

S(r) as well as the two-point corre-
lator C(r) = ⟨Sz

j S
z
j+r⟩ shows long-range behavior, while

the other string correlation function Ox
S(r) decays expo-

nentially with the distance r.
Recently, an important question has been put forward,

wondering whether topological properties can persist at
critical points not captured by the Landau’s theory [39]
like the ones involving a topological phase. In order to
shed light on this subject, a recent matrix-product state
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Phase Acronym ∆n ∆c M(q) S(q) Oz
S Ox

S

(Eq. (4)) (Eq. (4)) (Eq. (6)) (Eq. (7)) (Eq. (8)) (Eq. (8))
Mott insulator MI ̸= 0 ̸= 0 = 0 = 0 = 0 = 0

Superfluid SF = 0 = 0 ̸= 0 (q = 0) = 0 = 0 = 0

Charge-density wave CDW ̸= 0 ̸= 0 = 0 ̸= 0 (q ̸= 0) ̸= 0 = 0

Haldane insulator HI ̸= 0 ̸= 0 = 0 = 0 ̸= 0 ̸= 0

Supersolid SS = 0 = 0 ̸= 0 (q = 0) ̸= 0 (q ̸= 0) ̸= 0 = 0

Staggered superfluid SSF = 0 = 0 ̸= 0 (q ̸= 0) = 0 = 0 = 0

staggered supersolid SSS = 0 = 0 ̸= 0 (q ̸= 0) ̸= 0 (q ̸= 0) ̸= 0 = 0

TABLE I. Different phases and their acronyms appearing in ‘non-standard’ EBH systems with corresponding values of the
observables in the thermodynamic limit.

(MPS) [40–42] based analysis in [16] has explored the
behavior of both the bulk ξb and the edge ξe correlation
lengths, see Fig. 2(a) and (b), and of both the bulk and
charge gaps as reported in Fig. 2(c). Specifically, it has
been shown that ∆En, vanishes at the critical point be-
tween the HI and CDW phases and, as a consequence,
the bulk correlation length ξb ∼ ∆−1

n has been found to
diverge, see Fig. 2(a). As, in general, SPT phases are ex-
pected to occur in presence of a finite gap, the previous
results were pointing in the direction that the topological
properties of the HI are lost at this critical point. Nev-
ertheless, the same analysis has revealed that the charge
gap, ∆Ec, presented in Fig. 2(c), remains finite at this
transition point. Moreover, it has been discovered that
the edge states of the HI phase are still finite at the crit-
ical point as pointed out by the stable and finite value
of the edge correlation length ξe

2 depicted in Fig. 2(b).
Finally, the long-range character of Oz

S(r) along with the
algebraic decay of Ox

S(r) and C(r) = ⟨Sz
j S

z
j+r⟩ reported

in Fig. 2(d)-(f) allowed one to identify this critical point
as new SPT regime called topological quantum critical
point (TQCP) – previously uniquely predicted to occur
in a spin-1 chain [43]. Furthermore, the same investiga-
tion in [16] has also shown the possible appearance of
TQCPs in a Hubbard chain subject to a lattice dimer-
ization along with inter-site repulsion.

C. Frustrated extended Bose-Hubbard model

Effective geometrical frustration can be naturally gen-
erated in the EBH model by specifically tuning the sign of
the hopping processes and by enlarging their range up to
next-nearest neighbor sites. An example of a frustrated
EBH (FEBH) Hamiltonian fulfilling such constraints is

2 ξe is extracted from a linear fit of log(|E+−E−) versus L, where
E± are the energies of the two degenerate ground states |L⟩±|R⟩
with |L⟩(|R⟩) denoting a state with the left (right) edge state
occupied by a bosonic pair and the right (left) edge state empty

the one derived in [44]:

ĤFEBH =−
∑
j

[
t2(b̂

†
j b̂j+2 + H.c.) + t1(−1)j(b̂†j b̂j+1 + H.c.)

]
+

U

2

∑
j

n̂j(n̂j − 1) + V
∑
j

n̂j n̂j+1. (9)

Here, t2 refers to the the tunneling processes connecting
sites spaced by two lattice sites, while the frustration is
induced by the staggered sign of t1. Contrary to pre-
vious proposals [45–51] to generate frustration in Bose-
Hubbard models, the implementation of Eq. (9) does
not require neither Floquet procedures to tune the hop-
ping sign nor direct realizations of frustrated geometries.
Specifically, it can be achieved through optical lattices at
the anti-magic wavelength [52–54] where, depending on
the atom polarizability, bosons can be effectively trapped
both in the maxima and the minima of the optical lat-
tice. As a result, the effective lattice spacing is reduced
by a factor two, i.e., λ/4, with respect to usual optical
lattices. This point allows to induce strong inter-site in-
teractions not only through dipolar couplings but, when
possible [44], also by tuning the scattering length to large
values. The phase diagram of the model in Eq. (9) is re-
ported in Fig. 3(a).

Here, as expected, for low t2 and V a normal superfluid
occurs. On the other hand, the results in Fig. 3 show that
at the specific density ρ = 1/2 the presence of frustration
gives rise to a SSB bond-order-wave (BOW) insulating
phase captured by the local order parameter3

∆B =
1

L

∑
j

⟨B̂j + B̂j+1⟩, (10)

with B̂j = (b̂†j b̂j+1 + b̂†j+1b̂j) and where ∆B ̸= 0 implies
the breaking of the discrete site inversion symmetry. By
increasing V , the BOW is replaced by a CDW phase

3 Notice that the + in the definition of ∆B between the two opera-
tors is required because of the specific gauge constraint in which
we are working, namely by the staggered t1.
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FIG. 3. Effect of the nearest-neighbor repulsion V in the
FEBH model described by the Hamiltonian (9). For all the
panels, we fix U/t1 = 6 and density ρ = 1/2. (a) Phase di-
agram of HFEBH in the (V/t1, t2/t1) plane. (b) ∆B and δN
as a function of V/t1 for t2/t1 = 0.45. (c) The bulk cor-
relation length ξb as a function of V/t1 for different MPS
bond dimensions χ and fixed t2/t1 = 0.45. Inset: scal-
ing of the entanglement entropy S(ξb) as a function of ξb
at the critical point for bond dimensions χ = 400, 500, 600
showing the extrapolated central charge c = 1. (d) De-
cay of correlation functions OCDW(r) = ⟨(n̂j − ρ)(n̂j+r − ρ)⟩
and OBOW(r) = ⟨(B̂j + B̂j+1)(B̂j+r + B̂j+r+1)⟩ at the criti-
cal point for fixed t2/t1 = 0.45. The figure has been adapted
and reprinted with permissions from [44] published in 2024
by the American Physical Society.

where, as already pointed out, the discrete translational
symmetry is broken, which can be captured by the den-
sity modulation

⟨δN⟩ = 1

L

∑
j

(−1)j(⟨n̂j⟩ − ρ). (11)

The Landau-Wilson-Ginsburg paradigm of phase transi-
tions [39, 55] states that, as a long as two different SSB
are connected through a phase transition, this has to be
discontinuous where, therefore, the gap never vanishes.
Nevertheless, the analysis in [44] shown in Fig. 3 demon-
strated instead this phase transition to be continuous.
This is confirmed by the fact that the local order pa-
rameters relative to the BOW and CDW clearly vanish
continuously at the same transition point, see Fig. 3(b).
As a consequence, at this transition point the gap is ex-
pected to vanish and therefore to support the diverging
correlation length reported in Fig. 3(c). In addition, in
Fig. 3(d), the presence of a critical transition point is fur-
ther confirmed by the algebraic decay of the correlators
capturing the BOW and CDW ordering. These results

allow the identification of this transition point as a de-
confined quantum critical point [56], whose existence has
been first predicted in two dimensional frustrated quan-
tum magnets [57] and systems with multi-spin interac-
tions [58], and subsequently extended to systems in both
lower [59, 60] and higher dimensions [61, 62]. Their rele-
vance lies in the fact that on one side they represent an
example of transition points totally induced by quantum
fluctuations and therefore not captured by the Landau-
Wilson-Ginsburg paradigm and, on the other, they can
be characterized by fractional excitations and emergent
gauge fields.

D. Interaction induced tunnelings

Let us now enrich the problem a bit by considering the
role of interaction induced tunnelings (IIT) in the Hamil-
tonian (3), i.e., we consider the situation with non-zero T
coefficient. The role of IIT terms for contact interactions
was discussed in detail in [12] here we shall concentrate
more on physics of dipolar interactions for which IIT may
strongly affect the phase diagram.

In the case particles have strong dipolar momenta,
Uint(r) consists of both, the contact interaction term
Uc(r) = gδ(3)(r) with g = 4πℏ2as/m and as being the
s-wave scattering length, and the dipolar term

Ud(r) =
Cdd

4π

1− 3 cos2(θ)

r3
, (12)

where θ is the angle between the dipole and r, and Cdd

is either µ0µ
2
m for particles having a permanent mag-

netic dipole moment µm (µ0 being the permeability of
vacuum) or µ2

e/ε0 for particles having a permanent elec-
tric dipole moment µe (ε0 being the vacuum dielectric
constant). We shall use a dimensionless quantity d =
mCdd/(2π

3ℏ2a) to characterize the dipole interaction
strength. We further assume that V|j−k| = V/a3|j − k|3
in (3), seemingly correct for permanent dipole-dipole in-
teractions.

For shallow enough lattices, as mentioned above, one
may consider even next-neighbor tunnelings, see e.g., [63,
64]. However, even with nearest-neighbor hopping, the
ground state of the Hamiltonian (3) is very rich, as it may
be affected by several parameters: t, U , V|i−j|, and T ,
which depend in turn on the optical lattice geometry and
depth as well as on the mutual strengths of the dipolar
and contact interactions. These have to be determined
with care for any experimental realization, as the physics
of the model strongly depends on them. We shall just
give a few examples here.

Figure 4(a) shows the relations between typical pa-
rameters appearing in the Hamiltonian for 1D lattices
(assumed depth s = 8) obtained when varying the dipo-
lar strength d and the scattering length as as shown in
Fig. 4(b). In effect V/U = 0.5 is kept constant here.
Note that the IIT coefficient T is negative and is of the
same order as the kinetic tunneling t. This immediately
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FIG. 4. (a) Interaction induced tunneling coefficient T (blue)
and pair-hopping coefficient P (green) as a function of t/U for
V/U = 0.5. (b) The corresponding values of the dimensionless
dipolar interaction strength d (blue) and of the s-wave scat-
tering length as in units of a (green) are shown. By changing
both d and as the ratio V/U is changed. The vertical black
line in (a) indicates the value of t/U for which kinetic and
interaction induced tunnelings mutually cancel in the mean-
field consideration for uniform density ρ = 2. The figure has
been adapted and reprinted with permissions from [15] pub-
lished in 2022 by the American Physical Society.

suggests a possible negative interference between both
mechanisms of particle motion. Writing the tunneling
terms together as [65]:

T̂eff =
∑
j

b̂†j b̂j+1 [−t− T (n̂j + n̂j+1 − 1)] + H.c. (13)

one observes that for density ρ the mean-field value of
this term vanishes for −t−T (2ρ− 1) = 0. For ρ = 2 this
leads to the condition 3T = −t , visualized in Fig. 4(a) by
the dotted line. The IIT will strongly modify the phase
diagram as discussed below. On the other hand the pair-
tunneling coefficient P is 2 orders of magnitude smaller
and thus can be neglected.

Let us first consider the higher density ρ = 2.
The characteristics of the phases found by MPS-based
density-matrix renormalization group (DMRG) [66, 67]
is determined by measuring the site occupation num-
ber variance, directly proportional to the compressibil-
ity [68–70], as well as the momentum distribution of the
off-diaginal correlations M(q) defined in Eq. (6) and the
structure factor S(q) defined in Eq. (7).

The standard superfluid reveals a peak of M(q) at
q = 0, the staggered superfluid (SSF) at q = π [71].
On the other hand, a maximum of S(q) at q = π re-
veals period-2 density correlations. For an incompress-
ible gapped phase, this will be a period-2 charge-density
wave (CDW2) as mentioned earlier, while the compress-
ible gapless phase will be a period-2 supersolid (SS2).
When the supersolid phase is accompanied by a stagger-
ing in the off-diagonal correlations, i.e., displays a peak
of M(q) at q = π, it will be a period-2 staggered super-
solid (SSS2). All these phases are shown in Fig. 5(a) with
the color coding representing the entanglement entropy
of the ground state - that is why no border between MI
and CDW2 appears in this plot. Figure 5(b) presents a
correlation function of the SSF phase with its staggered
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 5. (Top panel) Rich phase diagram of dipolar gas in
1D optical lattice for density ρ = 2 as visualized by the
ground state entanglement entropy. The MI and SF phases
are accompanied by period-2 charge-density wave (CDW2)
and period-2 staggered supersolid (SSS2) phases. Staggered
superfluid (SSF) appears close to V/U = 0.5. (Bottom panel)
The correlation function in the SSF phase in the middle of the
chain reveals characteristic oscillations with a power-law de-
caying envelope. The figure has been adapted and reprinted
with permissions from [15] published in 2022 by the American
Physical Society.

shape. Let us note here also that the SSF may also be ob-
served in two-dimensional systems as revealed by cluster
mean field study [72].

Consider now the often studied unit filling case, men-
tioned already above, and let us consider the differences
in phase diagrams in the presence and in the absence of
IIT as shown in Fig. 6 [15] obtained via infinite DMRG
(iDMRG) [73]. For this comparison, the interactions has
been restricted to nearest neighbors only as in the ear-
lier studies [28–30]. The colors in the figure indicate the
value of the von-Neumann entropy of the ground state
calculated by splitting the (infinite in iDMRG numerical
treatment) 1D chain in two parts. Observe that in the
presence of IIT, insulating phases move towards lower in-
teraction values as IIT partially cancels the kinetic tun-
neling. The borders of the phases in the plot are calcu-
lated using order parameters mentioned in Table I. This
also helps to identify the topological Haldane insulator
where the string correlations Oα

S , α = x, z, remain finite
in the thermodynamic limit.
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(a) (b)
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FIG. 6. The phase diagram of EBH at unit filling in
the (U/t, V/t)-plane obtained with iDMRG. Squares indi-
cate boundaries identified using iDMRG and correspond to
the values where the string OS(ρ) (black) and/or parity OP

(red) order parameters vanish. The left panel shows the von-
Neumann entropy for T ̸= 0, whereas the right panel is for
T = 0. The figure has been adapted and reprinted with per-
missions from [32] published in 2022 by the American Physical
Society.

E. The role of the transverse confinement

Above we have assumed a standard 1/r3 decay of the
inter-site interactions. This decay may be significantly
altered by transverse lattice confinement [74]. For a tight
transverse confinement the decay may be faster leading
to an effective decay of 1/rβeff with βeff > 3 affecting
the location of transition between different phases in the
phase diagram. The problem has been revisited recently
[75] for a weak transverse confinement after realizing that
such a geometry also strongly affects the dynamics for
interacting dipoles (see below and [76]).

The inter-site interaction between dipoles located at
site 0 and j is

Vj =

∫
d3r

∫
d3r′ V (r⃗− r⃗′)|W (r⃗)|2|W (r⃗−jae⃗z)|2, (14)

with a being the lattice constant and

V (r⃗) =
Cdd

4πr3
(
1− 3 cos2 α

)
. (15)

the dipolar interaction.
As discussed in detail in [74], the inter-site interaction

dependence on the distance may be safely estimated (for
sufficiently deep optical lattice) using a Gaussian approx-
imation (note that such an approach is not justified for
the calculation of tunneling amplitudes) for the Wannier
functions:

W (r) =
e−z2/2ℓ√√

πℓ

e−(x2+y2)/2ℓ⊥

√
πℓ⊥

(16)

with ℓ⊥ =
√

ℏ/mω⊥ being the transverse harmonic os-
cillator length and ℓ = a/(πs1/4), where s is the depth of
optical lattice potential in the units of the recoil energy,
ER = π2ℏ2

2ma2 . With this notation one arrives at [63, 76–78]

Vj

ER
=

3B3/2

2π2
(3 cos2 α− 1)

(add
a

)
f(
√
Bj), (17)

FIG. 7. Phase diagram in the (t/V, µ̃/V ) plane for the stan-
dard βeff = 3 decay (blue lobes) and the modified dipolar
interaction with βeff = 2 (red lobes). The inset reveals the
details of the top left corner of the main plot. The figure
adapted from [75] published in 2023 by the American Physi-
cal Society.

where add = mCdd/(12πℏ2) is the dipolar length, B =
π2

2
χ

1− χ

2
√

2

, χ = ℏω⊥/ER, and

f(ξ) = 2ξ −
√
2π(1 + ξ2)eξ

2/2erfc(ξ/
√
2). (18)

Observe that Vj = V Gj(B) where V = V1 and
Gj(B) = f(

√
Bj)/f(

√
B) depends on the confine-

ment geometry only. Thus fixing the ratio of next-
nearest neighbor (NNN) to nearest-neighbor (NN) cou-
pling V2/V = 1/2βeff determines the potential shape. In
particular, the ground state properties are determined by
V/t and βeff. For tight transversal binding, ℓ⊥ << ℓ, βeff
may slightly exceed the standard value of 3 corresponding
to ℓ⊥ = ℓ. Importantly, for a shallow perpendicular trap
βeff may reach much smaller values, strongly affecting the
ground state properties.

This has been discussed in detail for hard-core bosons
in [75] both for repulsive and attractive interactions. In
the former case, significant shifts of the boundaries of
different insulating devil’s staircase phases for fractional
filling was found - see Fig. 7. The plot utilizes particle
hole symmetry of the diagram when represented with the
rescaled chemical potential µ̃ = µ/[2

∑
j Gj(B)]. For at-

tractive interactions, the standard model predicts the ap-
pearance of self-bound lattice droplets [79–81]. Smaller
βeff < 3 interactions result in a reduction of the criti-
cal dipole interaction strength for the formation of self-
bound clusters, and for an enhancement of the region of
liquefied lattice droplets [75].

A very interesting case is the celebrated unit density
filling in 1D, studied in detail earlier [24, 26–29, 31], as
mentioned in Section III. The recently obtained [82]
phase diagrams are presented in Fig. 8 for sufficiently
deep lattice (s = 13) such that the density-dependent
tunnelings do not play any role. In order to identify
different density wave insulators, not only CDW2 with
period two, but also CDW3 and period-4 CDW4, the
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FIG. 8. The phase diagram of EBH at unit filling in the
(U/t, V/t)-plane obtained with iDMRG for different lattice
geometry: (a) Standard dipolar tail for βeff = 3. Observe the
existence of topologically trivial insulator (TTI) absent for
the nearest neighbor model; (b) The phases for a shallow per-
pendicular binding with βeff = 1. In addition to TTI a new
topological insulator (TI) phase appears. See text for discus-
sion and [82] for more details. The figure has been adapted
from [82] published in 2024 by the American Physical Society.

iDMRG with 12-sites unit cell was used (assuring conver-
gence with respect to on-site Hilbert space dimension).
The dashed yellow lines in the diagrams show that the
transition points are not determined accurately in the
approach assumed, mainly in the transition between su-
perfluid and Haldane insulator. For small U and large V
a region with phase separation is predicted for the EBH
model [29, 30, 83], but let us note that this parameter
region may be hard to reach experimentally.

We shall concentrate here, however, on the role of
the long-range interaction tail, typically neglected in the
standard EBH model. The left panel of Fig. 8 depicts
the phase diagram for the interactions not limited to
nearest neighbors as before, but when the full dipolar
tail is taken into account (in numerics, converged results
are obtained for interaction ranges bigger than 10 sites).
While the occurrence of a period-3 CDW3 – denoted as
a brown patch in the right down corner of Fig. 8(a) –
is to be expected for sufficiently large V , a new phase
denoted as TTI (topologically trivial insulator) [82] also
appears in Fig. 8(a). We shall discuss the properties of
this phase in detail below. Upon increasing the role of
the dipolar tail by making the trap shallow in the direc-
tions perpendicular to the one of the lattice, the phase
diagram becomes even more interesting as visualized in
Fig. 8(b) for βeff = 1. In addition to different charge
density waves and the TTI phase a novel topological in-
sulator is found (denoted as TI), sandwiched between the
TTI and CDW4 phase. The gray triangle in Fig. 8(b) is
excluded from the calculations. It may contain higher
order density waves as well as phase separation as for the
standard EBH model [29, 30, 83].

Let us now discuss the properties of the novel phases
found: TTI and TI. Their existence is surprising, since
it breaks the common lore (coming from the physics of
S = 1 systems) that the phases at unit density are either
the disordered one (i.e., MI), SSB phases (charge density

waves) or the topological HI.
The insulating character of the TTI phase is evident

from the correlator Cj(r) (see Eq. (5)) exponentially de-
caying with distance. The entanglement spectrum is not
fully degenerate in TTI, ruling out its topological char-
acter. Also, contrary to CDW2T and CDW3, the phases
that show a pronounced peak in S(k) for k = π/2 and
k = 2π/3, respectively, S(k) does not indicate any spacial
periodicity in the TTI phase. TTI is, however, not fully
disordered as the MI phase is. Instead, it is characterized
by an intricate correlation between occupations of sites,
which is not revealed by the standard string correlator
(8). Let us define an operator [82]

P̂i(q) =
∏
k ̸=s

(n̂− k)/
∏
k′ ̸=q

(q − k′)

which projects into states with q particles at site i. Using
it we define a generalized string correlator

R(q) = lim
j→∞

⟨P̂0(q)e
iπ

∑
0<k<j

∑
s P̂k(2s)P̂j(q)⟩

⟨P̂0(q)P̂j(q)⟩
, (19)

which measures the parity of the number of evenly occu-
pied sites between two sites occupied by q particles. Fur-
ther we define RE =

∑
s R(2s) and RO =

∑
s R(2s+ 1).

Let us see how these correlators signal different phases.
For the HI we have RO ≃ 0 and RE < 0 due to
singly occupied sites (singlons) with occasional alternat-
ing appearance of empty and doubly occupied sites (dou-
blons). On the other hand, deep in the CDW3 phase, the
ground state consists (approximately) of triply-occupied
sites (triplons) | . . . 030030030 . . . ⟩, with maximal triplon
population P3 ≡

∑
i⟨P̂i(3)⟩ = L/3 (with L being the

system size). (030) blocks sometimes decay into defects
(120) or (021) due to tunneling as shown in Fig. 9(a1).
Thus for CDW3 phase RO > 0, since between two
triplons there is always an even number of doublons plus
zero occupied sites. Also RE = 0 as two doublons or two
zero occupied sites are separated by an arbitrary number
of evenly-occupied sites. Now assume lowering V along
a horizontal line in Fig. 8. The number of defects in the
CDW3 phase increases and the system enters the TTI
phase roughly when P3 ≃ L/6. Interesting insight is fur-
ther obtained using the parity order associated to pairs
(12) or (21), OP (1, 2) = ⟨(−1)

∑
i<l<j(P1(l)+P2(l))⟩. It is fi-

nite inside the CDW3 phase, vanishes at the CDW3-TTI
transition and remains zero in the TTI phase where the
number of “defects” (021) an (120) is strongly increased.
Still, it seems that hopping mainly affects doublons, sin-
glons and empty sites located between (030) blocks (or-
ange region in Fig. 9 (a2)). That does not modify RE or
RO, so the correlations RE ≃ 0 and RO > 0 are preserved
in the TTI phase.

The long-range periodic positional correlations are
lost in the TTI phase (as revealed by lack of pro-
nounced peaks in S(k)), still short-range correlations
do remain. To unravel them, consider ηr(3) =
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FIG. 9. (a1) Illustration of the number distribution deep within the CDW3 phase: (030) blocks (blue slabs) with occasional
interspersed defects (021) or (120) (pink slabs) induced by hopping. (a2) In the TTI, regions with empty sites, singlons, and
doublons (pink slabs) are mixed with rare (030) blocks (blue slabs), which reveal a tendency to form pairs. (b) Structure factor
S(k = 2π/3) and triplon population P3 at the TTI-CDW3 interface for U/V = 0.74. (c) Triplon correlation ηr(3) and (d)
probability Qr to find nearest triplons at a distance r (see text), for U/t = 2.8 and V/t = 3.8, deep within the TTI phase. In
all cases we consider βeff = 1. The figure has been adapted from [82] published in 2024 by the American Physical Society.

1
3 ⟨P̂i(3)P̂i+r(3)⟩/⟨P̂i(3)⟩2, describing the correlation of
triplons. In the CDW3 phase η3n(3) = 1 and η3n±1(3) =
0. The triplon correlation η3n(3) remains nonzero in TTI
phase as presented in Fig. 9(c). We may also consider the
distribution of triplons separated by r sites

Q̄r = ⟨P̂j(3)[Πj<k<j+r(1− P̂k(3))]P̂j+r(3)⟩, (20)

which obviously reveals a single peak at r = 3 deep in the
CDW3 phase. In the TTI phase, triplons still like to be
r = 3 apart, for longer distances the distribution resem-
bles poissonian (i.e. random) statistics – c.f. Fig. 9(d).
All those discussed residual correlations disappear at the
TTI-SF transition.

Consider now the TI phase. Similarly to TTI it is
insulating with exponentially decaying correlation Cj(r).
S(k) does not reveal any significant positional ordering,
in particular the k = π/2 peak, characterizing CDW4,
vanishes at the transition between CDW4 and TI. The
standard string order vanishes in this phase. This is due
to the fact that both triplons and 4-bosons occupancies
are abundant in that phase. While deep in the CDW4

phase, one has RE < 0 and RO = 0 as appropriate for a
repeating (0400) string (possible defects 13 or 31 do not
affect that). RE < 0 persists in the TI phase with RO ≃
0. Similar behavior is observed for the HI. Importantly,
the TI phase satisfies the necessary condition for being a
topological phase with a doubly degenerate entanglement
spectrum. While [82] does not indicate which symmetries
protect the possible topology, a subsequent study [84]
indicates that the TI is protected by the same lattice
inversion symmetry as the HI phase is [85].

A more detailed analysis reveals [82] that HI-TTI and
TTI-TI transitions belong to the Luttinger liquid univer-
sality class (as the MI-HI transition [25, 85]) with the
central charge c = 1 as obtained from the scaling of the
entanglement entropy at the criticality. Similar analysis
shows that the HI-CDW2 transition belongs to the Ising
universality class with c = 1/2 in agreement with the
finding for extended Hubbard model with nearest neigh-
bour interactions [25, 85]. However, TTI-CDW3 belongs
to 3-state Potts universality class of with c = 4/5 while

TI-CDW4 yields again c = 1 which is attributed to 4-
state Potts universality class [86].

F. Induced density dependent tunnelings

Up till now we considered EBH models with inter-site
terms appearing due to interactions. On the other hand,
one may design models where the IIT’s are induced in the
system externally, e.g. due to inter-species interactions
or due to the so-called Floquet engineering [11, 87]. We
provide here a few examples of such situations, realizing
that the list is far from being complete.

One proposition considers the mixture of two types of
particles with each type being confined to its own lat-
tice with the spacing between both lattices being λ/4.
Due to interactions between “a” and “b” particles, the
tunneling of say “a” particles depends on the presence or
absence of the “b” species. Such situations were consid-
ered e.g. in [88–92], resulting in novel physics. Inter-
estingly, in the seminal paper [6], where such a configu-
ration was also considered, the IIT terms were omitted.
In particular [88] suggested the existence of a bosonic
analog of Peierls transition with spontaneously broken
translational symmetry of the underlying lattice. This
leads to an analogous to the Su-Schrieffer-Heeger model,
a topological insulator in the presence of interactions.
The phase diagram of the model shows different types of
bond order waves and topological solitons [88–91]. Simi-
larly [92] finds unusual superfluid phases with clustering
properties. Those are probably closely linked to stag-
gered superfluid phases discussed above for dipolar sys-
tems. Let us note, that the creation of density dependent
tunnelings due to interspecies interactions shows a great
similarity with the link model for lattice gauge theory
implementations [93]. We do not want to review this ex-
citing and rapidly developing field further and refer the
reader to recent reviews [94, 95].

A second possibility arises due to Floquet engineering.
Consider a standard Bose-Hubbard model, given by the
first line of (3), with periodically driven onsite interac-
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tions U(t) = U0 + U1 cos(ωt) [96, 97]. The correspond-
ing effective time-independent Hamiltonian obtained af-
ter averaging the rapidly oscillating terms contains the
modified tunneling term, leading to:

Heff = −J
∑
<ij>

b̂†iJ0

(
U1

ℏω
(n̂i − n̂j)

)
b̂i+

U0

2

∑
i

n̂i(n̂i−1).

(21)
Note that the density dependent tunnelings remain as
the only possible tunneling mechanism in this scenario.
The argument of the Bessel function contains the differ-
ence between occupations on the nearby sites. In effect
one may expect a strong modification of the phase dia-
gram with creation of pair superfluidity. An extension
of this model to two types of particles sitting in nearby
sites allows for the creation of density-dependent syn-
thetic gauge fields [98]. The experimental demonstration
of Floquet engineering based on (21) is described below
in the experimental Section.

G. Two dimensional extended Bose-Hubbard
models

Extending the analysis to higher dimensional lattices
is of particular interest also from the experimental point
of view. Here, various novel phases have been predicted,
in particular for standard square lattices, using quan-
tum Monte Carlo (QMC) techniques, as reviewed in [12].
Since then, a further significant progress has been made
with the help of EBH models for interacting dipoles with
different orientation with respect to the plane of the op-
tical lattice. On one side, Gutzwiller mean field cluster
calculations have been developed [72, 99], on the other a
further spectacular progress has been made with QMC
techniques [100–103]. In particular [103] brings a most
recent analysis for dipoles tilted with respect to the lat-
tice plane, taking into account a possible shaping of lat-
tice sites in the transverse direction. The study is done
for different fractional fillings at rather strong on-site in-
teractions U/t = 20. A multitude of different phases
were found that depend on the direction of the dipoles,
in particular various types of supersolids (e.g., checker-
board, stripe) and solids (checkerboard, stripe, diagonal
stripe).

Interestingly, also a cluster supersolid is found. It is
characterized by the formation of horizontal clusters of
particles. These clusters further order along a direction
at an angle with the horizontal. This arrangement re-
sults from the competition between attractive interac-
tion along the x direction which favors a stripe solid
structure, and also attractive interaction along the pos-
itive diagonal. Another new phase found is dubbed a
grain-boundary superfluid, as in it regions with solid or-
der are separated by extended defects—grain boundaries,
supporting superfluidity. In another study of a simi-
lar system [104] a cluster mean field approach is com-
bined with infinite projected entangled-pair tensor net-

work techniques to improve on the phase boundaries.
Let us mention briefly that other lattice geometries are

also considered for dipolar interactions [105, 106].

IV. GROUND-STATE PHYSICS WITH
CAVITY-MEDIATED INTERACTIONS

Up to this point, our discussion has predominantly re-
volved around scenarios in which the interaction between
the bosons and the trapping laser light is minimal. In
essence, this implies that the likelihood of a photon be-
ing scattered by a particle is so low that the occurrence
of a subsequent scattering event involving the same pho-
ton is exceedingly rare. As a result, laser light forms a
static “classical” optical lattice for the ultracold bosons.
However, the dynamics change notably when the optical
lattice setup is placed inside a high-finesse optical cav-
ity that is pumped by an external transverse laser field
(see Fig. 10(a) for the schematic of the setup in 2D ge-
ometry) [107–125]. In this situation, photons from the
pump field get scattered off the atoms and populate the
cavity mode(s), and thereby lead to the emergence of
effective light-mediated long-range interactions between
the bosons due to cavity backaction [111, 116, 126, 127].

Such cavity quantum electrodynamics (cQED) setups
with bosonic ultracold atoms, recently realized experi-
mentally [126–130], have become extremely suitable for
realizing quantum simulations of effective many-body
long-range Hamiltonians. This has allowed exploration of
non-conventional superradiant [131, 132] quantum many-
body phases beyond the typical superfluid and Mott-
insulator phases in controllable experimental conditions
(see Fig.10(b) for a recent experimental phase diagram).
It is to be noted that the cQED with ultracold atoms is
a rapidly evolving area of research, accompanied by an
extensive body of literature. For detailed and compre-
hensive discussions on this subject, we refer to the recent
reviews [133–135] and references therein.

The typical setup for cQED supporting a single cavity-
mode is depicted in Fig. 10(a) where atoms can move in
a 2D layer. Here, a static optical lattice with lattice con-
stant λ0/2 (wavenumber k0 = 2π/λ0) is placed inside a
high-finesse cavity that can support standing-wave modes
of periodicity λc (wavenumber kc = 2π/λc). The setup is
driven using a standing-wave pump laser with Rabi fre-
quency Ω, oriented along the x-axis. For a large detun-
ing ∆a = ωL − ωa between the pump frequency ωL and
atomic transition frequency ωa, excited atomic states can
be adiabatically eliminated and the single-particle Hamil-
tonian in the reference frame rotating at frequency ωL is
given by [111, 126, 127]

Hsp =H0
sp + V1 cos

2(kcx+ ϕx)

+ ℏ
(
∆c − U0 cos

2(kcz + ϕz)
)
â†â

+ ℏη(â+ â†) cos(kcx+ ϕx) cos(kcz + ϕz), (22)

where H0
sp is defined in Eq. (1). As before, for the stan-
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FIG. 10. (a) Schematic depiction of cavity quantum electro-
dynamics setup to simulate extended Bose-Hubbard model
with long-range interactions in 2D geometry. The ultracold
bosons (red spheres) are tightly confined by an optical lat-
tice with lattice constant λ0/2 and dispersively interacting
with a standing-wave mode of the cavity having wavelength
λ. The setup is driven by a transverse pump laser beams
with Rabi frequency Ω. Photon scattering off the atoms re-
sult into cavity-mediated long-range interactions among the
bosons. (b) The phase diagram of the extended Bose-Hubbard
model with cavity-mediated infinite-range interactions exper-
imentally determined by the Quantum Optics Group at ETH
Zurich. The interplay between the global and short-range
interactions gives rise to superradiant CDW and SS phases,
alongside the standard SF and MI phases. Panels (a) and (b)
have been adapted and reprinted with permissions from [111]
published in 2013 by the American Physical Society and [127]
published in 2016 by the Nature Publishing Group, respec-
tively.

dard isotropic 2D lattice system, we have β = 1, while
β ≫ 1 corresponds to the 1D case. The second term
in the equation above is due to the standing-wave po-
tential of depth V1 = ℏΩ2/∆a along the z direction cre-
ated by the pump laser. In the third term operators
â and â† denote the photon annihilation and creation
operators, ∆c = ωL − ωc is the detuning between the
pump frequency ωL and the cavity-mode frequency ωc,
and U0 = g20/∆a is the dynamical Stark shift of a single
maximally coupled atom with g0 being the atom-cavity
coupling strength. The last term represents a dynamical
square-lattice potential describing the coherent pumping
of the cavity field via photon scattering by the atoms.
Here, η = g0Ω/∆a is the amplitude of scattering of a
laser photon into the cavity mode by a single atom. The
phases ϕx,z denote the phase differences between the cav-
ity mode and the optical lattice along x and z directions
respectively.

In the language of second-quantization, the many-body
Hamiltonian reads as

Ĥcavity =

∫
dr Ψ̂†(r)

[
Hsp + gΨ̂†(r)Ψ̂(r)− µ

]
Ψ̂(r),

(23)
where Ψ̂(r) is the bosonic field operator, g is the con-
tact interaction strength and µ is the chemical poten-
tial. In the lowest-order approximation, one can expand
the bosonic field operator in the basis of Wannier func-

tions of the lowest Bloch band as Ψ̂(r) =
∑

j Wj(r)b̂j,
where Wj(r) is the lowest-band Wannier function local-
ized at site rj = (jx, jz)λ0/2, and b̂j is the corresponding
bosonic annihilation operator. Within this approxima-
tion, the system is described by the boson-cavity Hamil-
tonian [108]:

Ĥcavity =−
∑
j,δ̂

tj+δ̂(b̂
†
j b̂j+δ̂ + h.c.) +

U

2

∑
j

n̂j(n̂j − 1)

+
∑
j

(
ℏV1M

x
j − µ

)
n̂j + ℏU0â

†â
∑
j

Mz
j n̂j

+ ℏη(â+ â†)
∑
j

Zjn̂j +
∑
δ̂

Yj+δ̂(b̂
†
j b̂j+δ̂ + h.c.)


− ℏ∆câ

†â. (24)

Here, tj+δ̂ =
∫
drWj(r)

[
H0

sp + V1 cos
2(kcx+ ϕx)

]
Wj+δ̂(r)

describes the nearest-neighbor tunneling amplitude and
U = g

∫
dr W 4

j (r) is the onsite Hubbard interaction.
The other coefficients are given by the Wannier function
overlap integrals as

Mµ
j =

∫
dr W 2

j (r) cos
2(kcµ+ ϕµ);µ = x, z,

Zj =

∫
dr W 2

j (r) cos(kcx+ ϕx) cos(kcz + ϕz),

Yj+δ̂ =

∫
dr Wj(r) cos(kcx+ ϕx) cos(kcz + ϕz)Wj+δ̂(r).

(25)

Here, the terms beyond the nearest-neighbor ones are
neglected due to the strong localization of the Wannier
functions. Due to the same reason, Yj+δ̂ ≪ Zj, except for
very fine-tuned scenarios (see below) [123] and hence the
Yj+δ̂ term can be also dropped from the above Hamilto-
nian.

The EBH model with cavity mediated infinite-range in-
teractions (cEBH) arises after adiabatically integrating-
out the cavity degree of freedom in the limit of large
detuning ∆c and cavity decay-rate κ. In this limit, the
timescale of the atomic dynamics is much larger com-
pared to that of the photons, and thus the cavity field
reaches its steady state very fast [109, 111, 117]. Assum-
ing ∆c, κ ≫ U0

∑
j M

z
j n̂j, up to second-order in 1/∆c, we

arrive at the cEBH Hamiltonian [111, 117, 122, 123, 127]:

ĤcEBH =−
∑
j

tj+δ̂(b̂
†
j b̂j+δ̂ + h.c.) +

U

2

∑
j

n̂j(n̂j − 1)

+
∑
j

(
ℏV1M

x
j − µ

)
n̂j +

U1

L
Θ̂2. (26)

The last term in Eq. (26) describes the cavity-
mediated infinite-range interaction with strength U1 =
2ℏ∆cη

2L/(∆2
c + κ2), with L the total number of lattice
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sites, and with

Θ̂ =
∑
j

Zjn̂j +
∑
δ̂

Yj+δ̂(b̂
†
j b̂j+δ̂ + h.c.)

 (27)

being a global operator acting on the bosonic degrees of
freedom.

In case of attractive cavity-mediated interactions
(U1 < 0), the system may attain non-zero Θ = ⟨Θ̂⟩
featuring a modulated spatial profile, while the param-
eter Θ vanishes for standard MI and SF phases. The
phases with non-vanishing Θ are the superradiant ones
where the steady-state cavity field âss ∝ Θ̂ becomes fi-
nite. Therefore, the parameter Θ can serve as an order
parameter for spatially modulated superradiant phases.
The exact nature of the superradiant phases depends on
the ratio λc/λ0 and the phase differences ϕx,z, as we dis-
cuss below.

A. Charge-density wave and supersolid phases

In a 2D geometry (β = 1), for commensurate cavity-
mediated interactions, i.e., λc/λ0 = 1, and zero phase
differences between the cavity-mode and the optical lat-
tice, i.e., ϕx,z = 0, one obtains

tj+δ̂ = t =

∫
dr Wj(r)H0

spWj+δ̂(r),

Mx
j = Mx =

∫
dr W 2

j (r) cos
2(k0x),

Zj = (−1)jx+jzZ =

∫
dr W 2

j (r) cos(k0x) cos(k0z),

Yj+δ̂ = 0. (28)

The cEBH Hamiltonian (26) then simplifies further to

ĤcEBH =− t
∑
j

(b̂†j b̂j+δ̂ + h.c.) +
U

2

∑
j

n̂j(n̂j − 1)

+ (ℏV1M
x − µ)

∑
j

n̂j +
Z2U1

L
D̂2, (29)

with D̂ =
∑

j(−1)jx+jz n̂j. The same Hamiltonian can
also be obtained in 1D geometry (β ≫ 1). The corre-
sponding phase diagram of the system has been studied
extensively, both in 2D and 1D settings, using mean-
field analysis, different Monte-Carlo methods, exact di-
agonalization, and tensor network techniques [116–118,
121, 123, 136], as well as in experiments (see Fig. 10(b)).

In the absence of cavity-mediated interactions, the sys-
tem refers to the standard BHM, where for integer den-
sities and below a critical hopping amplitude t < tc
the system is in a gapped MI phase, otherwise a (gap-
less) compressible SF phase is observed. These two
phases are distinguished by either the superfluid order
parameter bSF = ⟨b̂⟩avg or the momentum distribution

FIG. 11. (a) The phase diagram of the EBH Hamiltonian
(29) with cavity-mediated long-range interaction in 2D ge-
ometry. The colorbar corresponds t = 0 plane and indicates
(twice) the order parameter OD indicating average density
imbalance. The transparent colors show the different phases:
MI (green), CDW (red), and SS (blue). SF phase is not in-
dicated by colors, but fills the remaining space. The panel
has been adapted and reprinted with permissions from [117]
published in 2016 by the American Physical Society. (b)-(c)
The phase diagram of the same system but in 1D and at unit
density. The panels (b) and (c) depict the order parameters
maxq M(q) = M(0) and OD respectively. These two panels
have been adapted and reprinted with permissions from [123]
published in 2022 by the American Physical Society.

M(q) = 1
L2

∑
j1,j2

eiq.(j1−j2) ⟨b̂†j1 b̂j2⟩ defined in Eq. (6) for
the 1D scenario. In the SF phase, bSF and M(0, 0) (or
M(0) in case of 1D) are finite, while they vanish for the
MI phase. In the case of negative cavity interactions, the
D̂2 term may favor population imbalance between odd
and even sites that spontaneously breaks the discrete Z2

lattice translational symmetry. For low values of the tun-
neling amplitude t, such Z2 symmetry breaking results
in a CDW phase. This incompressible phase with diag-
onal (density) long-range order is characterized by finite
OD = 1

L | ⟨D⟩ | and vanishing M(0, 0) (or M(0)). In be-
tween the gapless SF and gapped CDW phase, an exotic
Z2-broken gapless phase – the SS phase – appears, where
the diagonal (density) long-range order due to sponta-
neous breaking of the lattice translational symmetry co-
exists with the superfluid order. In the SS phase, both
OD and M(0, 0) are non-zero. The phase diagram of the
system is depicted in Fig. 11.

It is important to note that here we are ignoring the
effect of dipolar interactions among the bosons. Nonethe-
less, in case of atoms with substantial dipole moments,
such as Er or Dy, inter-atomic dipole-dipole interactions
with a power-law tail may coexist with cavity-meditated
infinite-range density-density interactions. In a recent
study [137], such a scenario has been considered where
bosons interact via repulssive V|i−j| ∝ 1/|i − j|3 dipolar
interactions in 2D setting. Using QMC simulations, it
has been shown that CDW and SS phases having checker-
board order get enhanced due to additional inter-atomic
dipolar interactions.
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B. Bond order and topology

In case of a commensurate geometry λc/λ0 = 1, when
the phase differences ϕx,z between the cavity mode and
the optical lattice are not zero, the parameter Yj+δ̂ does
not vanish. Furthermore, the relation Yj+δ̂ ≪ Zj is no
longer valid for ϕx,z ≈ π/2, and thus Yj+δ̂ may no longer
be neglected and the effective EBH Hamiltonian (29)
needs to be modified. For 1D chains (β ≫ 1) along
the z axis (see Fig. 10(a)), the effective Hamiltonian
reads [116]:

ĤcEBH =− t
∑
j

(b̂†j b̂j+1 + H.c.) +
U

2
n̂j(n̂j − 1)

+
U1

L
(ZD̂ + Y B̂)2, (30)

where D̂ =
∑

j(−1)j n̂j , B̂ =
∑

j(−1)j(b̂†j b̂j+1 + H.c.),
and the parameters Z and Y are defined by the Wannier
function overlap integrals:

Z =

∫
dz W 2

j (z) cos(k0z + ϕz),

Y =

∫
dz Wj(z) cos(k0z + ϕz)Wj+1(z). (31)

Here, we have identified j = jz, and assumed Wjx(x) =
δ(λ0x/2) for β ≫ 1 and ϕx = 0.

For ϕz = 0 the parameter Y vanishes and we go back to
the previous scenario, whereas it becomes finite for ϕz =
π/2 while Z is zero [122, 123]. The scenario of ϕz = π/2
arises when the 1D optical lattice along z has minima
(i.e., the lattice sites) at the nodes of the cavity mode.
In this case (Z = 0), for attractive cavity-mediated inter-
actions U1 < 0, the B̂2 term in Eq. (30) induces global
correlated hopping among the bosons, and favors dimer-
ized bond order OB = 1

2L | ⟨B̂⟩ | ̸= 0 in the system. Apart
from the MI and SF phases, the system supports a bond-
ordered superfluid (BSF) phase [116, 122, 123] where the
Fourier transform M(q) at quasi-momentum q = ±π/2
attains sharp-peaks indicating (quasi-)long-range coher-
ence among the bosons. Moreover, in this compressible
fluid, OB is also non-zero due to spontaneous breaking of
the discrete Z2 translational symmetry by dimerization
in alternating bonds.

The most interesting scenario occurs for half-integer
densities, where an incompressible insulating phase ap-
pears between the gapless SF and BSF phases (see
Fig. 12(a)). This insulating phase is a bond-order wave
(BOW) with finite OB ̸= 0 and vanishing M(q) = 0.
The emergence of the BOW phase corresponds to a
bosonic Peierls insulator where dimerization by Z2 sym-
metry breaking is driven by atom-photon interaction –
reminiscent of the Peierls transition driven by electron-
phonon interactions in the Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH)
model [138, 139]. Furthermore, similar to the SSH model,
the BOW phase is a symmetry protected topological
(SPT) phase that is characterized by the existence of

FIG. 12. Bond-ordered wave and symmetry protected topo-
logical phases in the EBH model (30) with cavity-mediated
long-range interaction at Z = 0 at half-filling. (a) The phase
diagram of the EBH model in 1D geometry in terms of the
maximum of the momentum distribution M(q) and the bond
order parameter OB . The blue dashed lines indicate the bor-
ders between different phases. Here, Y = 0.0658 correspond-
ing to the lattice depth V0 = 4ER. (b) Site-dependent proper-
ties of the trivial and topological states of the insulating BOW
phase. (Left) Effective tunneling amplitudes ⟨b̂†i b̂i+1 +H.c.⟩
as a function of the bonds (i, i+1). Orange (teal) bars denote
the even (odd) bond. (Right) Density ⟨n̂i⟩ as a function of the
lattice site. The dashed lines are guide to the eyes. Panels
(a) and (b) have been adapted and reprinted with permis-
sions from [122] published in 2021 by the Quantum journal.
(c) Two-mode cQED setup for realizing the EBH model of
Eq. (30) with Z = 0 in 2D geometry. Here the atoms are
coupled to two cavity modes created by two optical cavities
aligned in the x and z directions, and to a laser pump aligned
in the y direction. In each direction, the relative phase be-
tween the optical lattice (blue) and the cavity mode (orange)
is chosen such that the nodes of the latter coincide with the
lattice sites. (d) Topological corner states in the 2D EBH
model (30) with Z = 0. The panel shows real-space bond
pattern and local occupation for the topological configuration
for a system with lattice sites L = 10×10. Panels (c) and (d)
have been adapted and reprinted with permissions from [125]
published in 2023 by the American Physical Society.

two-fold degenerate edge states having particle-hole ex-
citations on the edges (see Fig. 12(b)), and other indi-
cators of a topological phase, such as non-zero string or-
der, degeneracy in the entanglement spectrum, quantized
many-body Berry phase etc. [122].

It is important to note that in this system the two-fold
degenerate topological states are only quasi-degenerate
with the non-topological ground state. This is because
for finite sizes with open boundaries, the lowest-energy
state is the one with positive values of ⟨b̂†j b̂j+1 + H.c.⟩
at the boundaries. However, the topological states can
be reliably prepared by implementing a tailored SSH-like
alternating potential and subsequently removing it adi-
abatically. The two dimensional version of the system
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FIG. 13. (a) The phase diagram of the 1D EBH model
with incommensurate cavity-meditated interactions for (semi-
)irrational ratio λc/λ0 = 830/785 and η

√
L/κ = 0.004. The

gray regions indicate incompressible MI phases at integer den-
sities and the blue regions indicate gapless and compressible
Bose glass (BG) phases with vanishing superfluid order. (b)
Local density ⟨n̂j⟩ and local density fluctuations ⟨n̂2

j ⟩ − ⟨n̂j⟩2
as a function of the site index in the BG phase for µ = 0 and
η
√
L/κ = 0.004. The panels have been adapted and reprinted

with permissions from [111] published in 2013 by the Ameri-
can Physical Society.

(30) with Z = 0 is rich as well [125]. In [125] an alter-
nate setup for realizing the system with two single-mode
cavities has been proposed (Fig. 12(c)), and a higher
order SPT phase has been observed with corner states
(Fig. 12(d)) via bosonic Peierls transition.

In the scenarios where the phase difference ϕz is not
zero or π/2, e.g., ϕz = π/4, both the coefficients Z and Y
in Eq. (31) are finite. In such cases, the spatial modula-
tion appears both in the lattice sites and the bonds, and
the system supports a gapless bond-ordered supersolid
phase, and an insulating phase with both charge-density
wave and bond order, in conjunction with the MI, SF,
and SS phases [116, 123].

C. Incommensurate cavity and the Bose glass
phase

Let us now consider the situation when the wavelength
λc of the cavity mode is not commensurate with the op-
tical lattice wavelength λ0, i.e., when λc/λ0 is not a ra-
tional number (for simplicity, here we fix ϕx,z = 0, and
assume Θ̂ =

∑
j Zjn̂j as usually Zj ≫ Yj+δ̂). In such in-

stances, the cavity-mediated interaction induces an effec-
tive quasi-periodic potential for the bosons [111, 112, 136]
– a situation that is reminiscent of cold atoms confined
in bichromatic quasi-periodic optical lattices [140–142].
Figure 13(a) shows the phase diagram of the EBH model
with incommensurate cavity in a 1D (β ≫ 1) setup.
Apart from standard MI and SF phases, the system sup-
ports gapless Bose glass (BG) phases sandwiched be-
tween different MI lobes. Since the strength of the cav-
ity interaction now oscillates at a wavelength λc which is
incommensurate with respect to the optical lattice wave-
length λ0 (see Eqs. (24)-(27)), the atoms fails to develop
proper CDW order due to incommensurability effects.

Instead, the system features a gapless compressible state
(∂n̄/∂µ = 0 with n̄ being the average density) with van-
ishing superfluid order and leading CDW instability, re-
sulting in the BG phase akin to disordered Bose-Hubbard
systems. In this phase, the leading CDW instability man-
ifests in quasi-periodic density modulations that oscillate
with the beating frequency |kc − k0|/2π (see Fig. 13(b)).
In 1D, the BG phase corresponds to a superradiant phase
where ⟨Θ̂⟩ is non-zero and the cavity field is finitely popu-
lated as the atoms coherently scatter the photons coming
from the pump field into the cavity at wavelength λc. On
the other hand, in 2D (i.e., β = 1), the BG phase can
also occur due to the pump field being incommensurate
with the optical lattice resulting in a ‘disordered’ chemi-
cal potential for the lattice bosons (see the third term in
Eq. (24) or in Eq. (26)). In such cases, finite superfluid
order can coexists with the CDW leading instability in
the BG phases [112, 136].

V. EXCITED STATES DYNAMICS

While up to now we have considered mainly the prop-
erties of low lying (or just solely ground) states, interest-
ing physics may occur for highly excited states. Those
are often associated with many-body localization (MBL)
phenomena that are postulated for strongly disordered
systems [143]. Recent doubts [144] concerning the ex-
istence of MBL in the thermodynamic limit [145–148]
made some authors to shift the MBL border to very large
disorder values [149, 150], while a search for models dif-
ferent than the paradigmatic Heisenberg chain resulted
in studies of the Quantum Sun model [151–153], which
shows a genuine MBL transition in the thermodynamic
limit.

Already much earlier, a similar discussion concerning
the existence of MBL in systems with power law decay-
ing tunnelings or interactions took place [154–159], and
similar studies have been recently performed for infinite-
range cavity-induced interactions [160–162]. The charac-
ter of MBL changes in such systems with respect to short
range models. Without going into details that are beyond
the scope of this review let us mention that the thermo-
dynamic limit problem in these cases becomes even more
cumbersome.

On the other hand, typical quantum simulators work
in finite size configurations. Additionally, the times at
which one may consider such systems to be effectively
isolated from the surroundings are finite. From a prag-
matic point of view, the thermodynamic limit is then not
of primary importance, as cold-atomic systems are typi-
cally finite and coherent dynamics may be observed, e.g.
in optical lattices, for up to at most several hundreds of
tunneling times [163]. Thus, a slow approach to ergodic-
ity may be unnoticed - on experimental scales one may
still observe spectacular nonergodic dynamics.

Such a situation may happen also in systems with-
out disorder. A seminal example of such a scenario was
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discussed by Carleo and collaborators [164] for the stan-
dard Bose-Hubbard model. If the onsite interaction, U ,
between bosons is sufficiently strong, the dynamics may
slow down, the spectrum of the BH Hamiltonian becomes
fragmented, and a slow nonergodic dynamics may be re-
alized. This is due to repulsively bound pairs (doubly
occupied sites or doublons dynamically formed due to an
additional energy, U , that makes their decay via tunnel-
ing costly) whose motion is effectively slowed down [164].
Additional slow down is due to an effective attraction of
doublons which makes their clusters hard to break.

Note that too large U may results in an effective split-
ting of the Hilbert space between states with at most
singly occupied sites and those with multiple occupa-
tions. The latter, due to high energy cost, are necessar-
ily lying high in energy and affect little the evolution of
the singly occupied subspace. The low energy subspace
is then well described in terms of hard-core bosons, ap-
pearing already several times in this review.

A. Out-of-equilibrium dipoles

The similar situation for dipolar particles was analyzed
in [165]. Here the long-range strong interactions may lead
to inter-site doublons, i.e. situations, where two atoms on
neighboring sites are bound together. Moreover, clusters
of bigger sizes are possible to be formed - those move
even slower than inter-site doublons. The effective dy-
namics becomes extremely slow, resulting in the fact that
if some non-equilibrium steady state is formed, it remem-
bers its initial configuration for quite a long time, often
exceeding the possible experimental time. In this way a
quasi-many-body localization is formed involving those
large clusters, realizing localization even in the absence
of disorder.

While the dynamics described in [165] considered very
strong dipolar attractive interactions with V = −100t,
it turns out that nonergodic dynamics appears also for
much weaker interactions. As pointed out in [166] it is
particularly important to take into account the dipolar
tail of the interactions and to not restrict it to the lead-
ing nearest neighbor (NN) terms. Due to the, typically,
1/r3 tail, the next-nearest neighbor (NNN) interaction
strength is just 1/8 of the NN contribution. Taking into
account NNN terms may lead, in the spectral domain,
to Hilbert space shattering [167], and in the time dy-
namics to the appearance of the intermediate time scale
in the evolution when the dynamics seems not thermal.
As long as approximate constants of motion of the sys-
tem, i.e. the number of NN pairs and the number of NNN
pairs, are conserved, the dynamics seems nonergodic, and
the time evolved state resembles its initial state. Even-
tually, approximately conserved quantities are destroyed
and the system becomes ergodic at large time scales, how-
ever, that may be typically well beyond the capability of
current experimental realizations. Thus, for times of the
order of hundreds of tunneling times, the dynamics may

FIG. 14. Time evolution of the initial density wave VA, for
V/t = 16 and a) Vj = V/j3 and (b) Vj = V Gj(B) with
B = 2.54 (βeff ≈ 2). The system size is L = 60 and the
result is obtained with time-dependent variational principle
algorithm [42, 168, 169]. The has been adapted and reprinted
with permissions from [76] published in 2023 by the American
Physical Society.

appear to be effectively strongly nonergodic and appar-
ently many-body localized [166]. Only at later times one
observes the decay of the prethermalized phase towards
the ergodic long time characteristics. Let us stress that
this behavior is observed for hard-core bosons with strong
dipole-dipole interactions of V/t ≈ 50.

As discussed in Section III E, the inter-site interactions
may be significantly altered by changing the transverse
confinement. This in turn affects not only the ground
state properties as discussed there, but also the time
dynamics [76]. Changing the interactions from 1/23 to
1/2βeff with βeff < 3 enhances long-range interactions.
One might naively expect more ergodic dynamics in such
a case due to the enhanced interactions range. In fact the
situation is opposite, small βeff enhances the role of NNN
couplings that were found to be particularly important
for the Hilbert space shuttering mechanism [166]. This is
reflected in the time dynamics as exemplified in Fig. 14
for the hard-core interacting bosons model. As the initial
state the following density wave is taken:

| · · · ⟩,

(where ( ) denote filled (empty) site, respectively. Such
a state may be prepared experimentally using superlat-
tice techniques [170]). Fig. 14 shows the time dynamics
for such an initial state for Vj = V/j3 and for B = 2.54
(βeff ≈ 2). In the latter case, the initial state density
pattern is preserved for a much longer time, exceeding
500 tunneling times. This correlates well with the result
of [166] who found that NNN terms slow down the relax-
ation. While NNN terms are present in both simulations,
they are more significant for the case of smaller βeff ≈ 2,
explaining the stronger nonergodic effect. As discussed
in the original work [76], the nonergodic character of the
dynamics for strong dipolar interactions is within the ex-
perimental reach for 164Dy in an UV lattice or for NaK
molecules in a λ = 500nm lattice.
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FIG. 15. Final inhomogenity, I(τf ), as a function of V/t,
for N = 6, L = 12. In the absence of IIT (dot-dashed:
red (black) curve for the NNN = 2 (3) sector), the dynam-
ics becomes steadily more non-ergodic with increasing V/t.
The blue (black) dashed line show our results for s = 8 for
the NNN = 2 (3) in the presence of IIT. The green dashed
line corresponds to a deeper s = 10 lattice (for the NNN = 2
sector). Observe that the peak of enhanced inhomogeneity
depends on the lattice depth, being at V/t = 8.8 for s = 8
and at V/t ≈ 13 for s = 10. The inset shows the depen-
dence of T/t on V/t for s = 10. The confluence of tunnelings
T/t = −1 occurs for V/t ≈ 13. The figure has been adapted
and reprinted with permissions from [171] published in 2023
by the American Physical Society.

B. The role of density-dependent tunnelings for
the motion of soft-core bosons

While up-till-now we have discussed only the hard-core
bosonic systems, it is also interesting to consider the
general soft-core bosons and, in particular, the role of
interaction-induced tunnelings. As for the ground state
properties we consider now the full Hamiltonian of the
problem

ĤEBH = −t

L−1∑
j=1

(
b̂†j b̂j+1 +H.c.

)
+

U

2

L∑
j=1

n̂j(n̂j − 1)

+
V

2

∑
i̸=j

1

|i− j|3
n̂in̂j

− T

L−1∑
j=1

[
b̂†j(n̂j + n̂j+1)b̂j+1 +H.c.

]
. (32)

with on-site interaction U (consisting of contact and
dipolar terms) as well as interaction-induced tunnelings
(IIT) T . We fix U/t = 3 [171] and adjust V and T
by changing the lattice depth s = U0/ER (this requires
tuning the contact interactions via a suitable Feshbach
resonance).

Let us consider such a system with half-filling and look
at the dynamics. As a measure of the inhomogeneity we

take [171]:

I(τ) =
∑L

i=1 (⟨n̂i(τ)⟩ − ρ)
2∑L

i=1 (⟨n̂i(0)⟩ − ρ)
2
, (33)

with ρ = N/L = 1/2 being the overall particle density.
The normalization assures that 0 < I(τ) < 1, interpo-
lating between being homogeneous and fully correlated
with the initial state density. For the latter we assume
a random Fock-like separable state with a well defined
number of nearby pairs NNN, as this determines the dy-
namics [166] for large V/t.

The final time inhomogeneity, I from exact time prop-
agation up to time τf = 500/t for N = 6 bosons on
L = 12 sites with open boundary conditions is plotted
in Fig. 15 as a function of V/t in the presence and in
the absence of interaction induced tunneling T . One can
observe that for large V/t the interaction induced tun-
neling partially restores ergodicity - in fact this process
dominates tunneling. On the other hand, there exists
an optical lattice depth, s, depending on the strength
of the interaction value V/t, for which T = −t, where
destructive interference between the kinetic and interac-
tion driven tunnelings occurs [compare (13)]. This point
manifests itself as a spectacular maximum of the inho-
mogeneity for relatively low V/t.

The small system size makes it also possible to per-
form a spectral analysis, summarized in Fig. 16. For suf-
ficiently large V the density of states, P(ϵ), shows signa-
tures of fragmentation in the form of pronounced peaks,
responsible for the lack of full ergodicity. This structure
is partially destroyed by IIT, explaining the enhanced lo-
calization. A common signature of global spectral prop-
erties is the mean gap ratio, r, defined as an average of
gap ratios, rn:

rn ≡ min{∆n,∆n+1}
max{∆n,∆n+1}

, (34)

where ∆n = ϵn+1 − ϵn are the spacings between subse-
quent eigenenergies. For truly ergodic system, following
random matrix theory predictions, r ≂ 0.53 while for the
orderly, integrable case, r ≃ 0.389 [172]. The mean gap
ratio, for a model without IIT, shows a monotonic de-
crease with V to the integrable value. In the presence
of IIT we observe a sharp minimum around T = −t, the
point where the negative interference of tunnelings oc-
curs - c.f. Fig. 16(c) - as well as mixed statistics even for
the largest values of V/t considered. These results are
additionally confirmed by the fractal dimensions of the
eigenstates, Dα, defined as Dα = Sα/N , where N is the
Hilbert space dimension and

Sα =
1

1− α
ln

( N∑
i=1

|⟨i|Ψ⟩|2α
)
, (35)

are the participation entropies - compare Fig. 16(d).
Since D∞ ̸= D∈, the eigenstates seem to be multifractal,
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FIG. 16. Energy density for T = 0 (a) and in the presence of
IIT (b) for V/t = 30 and for N = 7 bosons in L = 14 sites. (c)
Mean gap ratio, r and (d) mean fractal dimensions Dα of the
eigenstates as a function of V with (circles) and without (tri-
angles) IIT. The figure has been adapted and reprinted with
permissions from [171] published in 2023 by the American
Physical Society.

their higher values for the model which includes IIT for
sufficiently large V/t supports delocalization in that case.

While the results reviewed for the full soft-core bosons
case are obtained with exact diagonalization for small
system sizes, they are expected to hold for larger systems
as well as in 2D. In particular, the effect of negative in-
terference of kinetic tunnelings with IIT [15, 171] should
be amenable to experiments.

VI. EXPERIMENTAL REALIZATIONS

A. Periodically modulated contact-interacting
systems

Contact-interacting systems usually are sufficiently de-
scribed via the standard Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian, as
all additional terms typically are orders of magnitude
smaller than the main terms on-site interactions U and
single-particle tunneling t. Nonetheless, under certain
conditions this does not hold anymore, and additional
extensions have to be taken into account to accurately
describe the physics at play. Often, dynamical modifi-
cations of the lattice structure or of the interactions are
key to induce those additional terms.

An example of such a situation comes from Floquet en-
gineering described as a second example in Section III F
and realized via Eq. (21). One successful experimental
realization of this concept used cesium atoms in an op-
tical lattice [173], which enables modulation of U via its
magnetic scattering length tunability [174]. To measure
the effective tunneling rate of the system, they investi-
gated the response of a singly-occupied Mott insulator
to a quench in the on-site interaction, see Fig. 17. More
specifically, it was first quenched to zero U = 0 to in-

FIG. 17. Floquet engineering. a) Effective tunneling rate
as a function of the modulation strength for two different
occupation scenarios. b) Measurement procedure to detect
the modified tunneling rates. c) Measured tunneling strengths
normalized to the bare single-particle tunneling rate for the
two processes indicated in a). The figure has been adapted
and reprinted with permissions from [173] published in 2016
by the American Physical Society.

duce tunneling dynamics, and then – after some evolu-
tion time – quenched to a deep lattice J ≈ 0 to freeze the
system. The observed reduction of singly occupied sites
during this evolution time due to an increase of doubly-
and triple-occupied sites matched the expected single-
particle tunneling rate. Now they modulate the on-site
interaction with varying δU = U1/ω and observe a clear
Bessel-type dependence of the tunneling dynamics on the
modulation strength with pronounced minima indicating
coherent destruction of tunneling. By using an additional
gradient similar to earlier work [175] they were able to in-
dependently measure the dependence on the occupation
difference, see Fig. 17.

Combining periodic modulation of the interaction
strength with the periodic modulation of the bare tun-
neling rates via lattice shaking has also been experimen-
tally demonstrated recently in [176], realizing a density-
dependent gauge field. Here, they again use a BEC of
cesium atoms, now loaded into a single 2D square lattice
plane with spacing d = 532nm. The phase and therefore
the lattice site positions of each lattice direction can be
modulated independently, enabling full control over the
relative phase θs. The shaking frequency has been cho-
sen to be slightly higher than the excitation gap. The
resulting effective single-particle dispersion relation - for
modulation amplitudes larger than a critical strength -
develops four minima at finite momentum and induces
a phase transition in which the condensate segregates
into domains, each containing atoms occupying one of
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the minima.
This picture stays only valid as long as interactions

are not included. As the resulting micro-motion within
a single lattice site modulates the onsite density, the on-
site interaction strength gets modulated as well. When
averaging this effect over a modulation period it can be
shown that in general the modulation does not cancel
out and shifts compared to the bare interaction strength.
This means that the interaction energy develops a depen-
dence on the direction of modulation, i.e. an interaction-
momentum coupling, breaking the four-fold symmetry of
the effective single-particle dispersion relation. Only for
circular modulation θs = π/2, this effect again vanishes.
In this case, a synchronized modulation of the bare inter-
action strength with relative phase θg allows to reestab-
lish the density-dependent gauge field.

A different scenario is realized when interactions are
becoming comparable to the bandgap. Such a system
has been realized again by using cesium atoms in an op-
tical lattice, but pushing the interactions to large positive
or negative values [177]. In this case, also higher-order
terms, normally neglected, and dissipative on-site terms
have been taken into account. The full Hamiltonian of
the system then reads

Ĥ =− t
∑
i

(
b̂†i b̂i+1 +H.c.

)
+

U

2

∑
i

n̂i(n̂i − 1)

+ Ũ
∑
i

(
b̂†i b̂

†
i b̂ib̂i+1 + b̂†i b̂

†
i+1b̂i+1b̂i+1 +H.c.

)
− i

γ3
12

∑
i

b̂†3i b̂3i (36)

Here, γ3 denotes the corresponding three-body loss co-
efficient (in principle scaling with the fourth power of
the scattering length), and Ũ the nearest-neighbor two-
body interaction arising purely from contact interactions.
For the contact interaction terms, the analytic correc-
tions [178] due to the renormalization have been included
as well. In the experiment, they are probing atom loss
from a doubly occupied Mott insulator after a quench in
the interaction parameter. They observe a peculiar scal-
ing of the loss as a function of the scattering length with
a strong asymmetry in positive vs. negative scattering
lengths. While the overall behavior can be captured by
the theory, a more quantitative description fails. The
paper speculates that the effects of mixing ground and
excited on-site three-body states and a further renormal-
ization of the tunneling rates would be necessary to re-
produce the experimental dynamics.

B. Dipolar long-range systems

This section deals with the experimental realization of
spinless dipolar particles in optical lattice configurations,
a recent review of experiments with magnetic quantum

FIG. 18. Extended Bose–Hubbard model with dipolar bosons.
a) Detection scheme for the nearest neighbor interaction using
directional particle-hole excitations. b) Experimental mea-
surement of the nearest neighbor interaction. c) Experimental
evidence of an anisotropic shift of the superfluid to Mott insu-
lator transition caused by anisotropic density-induced tunnel-
ing. The figure has been adapted and reprinted with permis-
sions from [14] published in 2016 by the American Association
for the Advancement of Science.

gases including fermionic gases and spinful Hamiltonians
is given in [179].

The experimental realization of Bose-Hubbard models
including dipolar extensions was a long-standing chal-
lenge. The reasons behind this were manifold: First, the
most promising candidate to realize such models – het-
eronuclear ground-state molecules yielding a large elec-
tric dipole moment – turned out to be much more dif-
ficult to prepare with a reasonable phase space density
or lattice occupation, as even for chemically stable com-
binations fast collisional losses occurred. This limited
the realized Hamiltonians to spinful systems in a frozen
regime to avoid collisions and subsequent losses. Only
very recent advances in experimental techniques have
shown a workaround which allows efficient shielding of
losses [180], which will open again the doors for future
use of heteronuclear molecules for Bose-Hubbard physics.
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FIG. 19. Extended Bose–Hubbard model with dipolar ex-
citons. a) Illustration of the physical system. b) Relevant
energy terms of the realized Hubbard system. c) Expected
phase diagram with the checkerboard phase at half filling.
d) Measured compressibility of the system, indicating incom-
pressible phases at half and unity filling. The figure has been
adapted and reprinted with permission from [185] published
in 2022 by the Nature Publishing Group.

Second, magnetic atoms – while brought to degeneracy
without big hurdles on the way already more than 10
years ago [181–183] – feature only a comparatively weak
dipolar strength and it was a priori not clear if the ex-
pected effects will be strong enough to be detected at
realistic experimental parameters [184].

Nonetheless, in 2016, the first experiment reported on
the observation of dipolar long-range effects using spin-
polarized bosonic 168Er atoms in a three-dimensional op-
tical lattice [14]. A short lattice spacing along two di-
rections, forming a tetragonal unit cell with spacings
(266, 266, 512) nm, and the large magnetic moment of
7µB resulted in a comparatively large nearest-neighbor
interaction of V/h ≈ 30Hz in side-by-side configuration
and V/h ≈ −60Hz in head-to-tail orientation within
planes. After adiabatic loading of a BEC of 168Er into the
lattice and forming a Mott-insulating state, lattice mod-
ulation spectroscopy [186] was used to map out the exci-
tation spectrum as a function of lattice depths and dipole
orientation relative to the (anisotropic) on-site wavefunc-
tion. This revealed the contribution of DDI to the on-site
interaction energy which vanishes for a spherical sym-
metric situation. Doublon-hole excitations in the Mott-
insulator can also change the number of attractive and
repulsive nearest-neighbor bonds when the dipoles are
oriented along one lattice direction, see Fig. 18. By using
a differential measurement method, Baier et al. managed
to experimentally determine the nearest-neighbor inter-
action energy difference between head-to-tail and side-
by-side configurations to ∆V/h = 80.5(17)Hz. Finally,
they characterized the angle-dependence of the quantum
phase transition between superfluid and Mott-insulator.

Here, not only the on-site contribution of DDI plays a
significant role, but they found better agreement with
theory when including density-induced tunneling being
modified by DDI.

The extended Bose-Hubbard model was recently also
realized using dipolar excitons [185], a quasiparticle
formed by an electron-hole pair in a semiconductor [187].
The lattice is created by electric fields from an array of
electrodes, forming a sinusoidal two-dimensional square
lattice with 250 nm period. Excitons are then optically
injected with laser pulses, whose power controls the mean
density per lattice site. After they thermalize within
a few nanoseconds they occupy essentially two Wannier
states with large on-site interactions compared to tunnel-
ing (U ≫ t) and comparatively strong nearest-neighbor
interactions (V/t ≈ 20). From photoluminescence spec-
tra, Lagoin et al. deduced the compressibility and found
an incompressible state at unity filling, corresponding to
a Mott-insulator, see Fig. 19. Here they additionally ob-
serve a shift in energy compared to very low fillings, in
good agreement with the energy given by four nearest
neighbor bonds 4V . They also found such an incom-
pressible state at half filling, indicating the preparation
of a checkerboard phase.

The first single-site resolved observation of dipolar
quantum solids has been realized very recently using a
quantum gas microscope for erbium [22]. Using a single
plane with lattice spacings of (266, 266) nm, again, NN
couplings of V/h ≈ 30Hz (V/h ≈ −60Hz) were reached.
The target state is prepared by adiabatically ramping
the lattice depth up. The final imaging is done by freez-
ing out the motion of atoms, expanding the density pat-
tern with an accordion lattice and performing single-site
resolved ultra-fast imaging [188]. Here, two counter-
propagating imaging beams resonant with the main cool-
ing transition of erbium at 401 nm - pulsed in alternating
order - illuminate the atoms in order to scatter the maxi-
mum amount of photons within a few µs. This results in
stochastic momentum kicks during this time and a diffu-
sive broadening of the atom position. The favorable com-
bination of a broad transition (= fast scattering rate),
small wavelength (= high resolution) and large mass (=
small momentum kicks) in lanthanides as erbium makes
them especially applicable to such an imaging scheme.
The final detection fidelity reaches above 99% and addi-
tionally allows a parity-projection-free imaging [188].

For half filling, the resulting ground states [104, 184,
189–191] are sensitively depending on the dipole orienta-
tion, with θ the polar angle and ϕ the azimuthal angle.
For dipoles oriented perpendicular to the plane (θ = 0◦)
they observe a checkerboard solid, while dipoles oriented
along one lattice direction (θ = 90◦, ϕ = 0◦) results in a
stripe phase. For diagonal orientation (θ = 50◦, ϕ = 45◦)
the system exhibits diagonal ordering. This diagonal
ordered pattern changes with the polar angle until at
(θ = 90◦, ϕ = 45◦) phase separation happens with a
central (elliptic) area with unity filling. The experi-
ment also probed out-of-equilibrium dynamics by ramp-
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ing from the superfluid into the phase-separated state
(θ = 90◦, ϕ = 45◦) with varying ramp speed, showing
that at fast ramps meta-stable diagonal stripes form,
while adiabatic ramps lead to the phase-separated state.

C. Cavity-enhanced systems

As we already discussed in section IV, long-range inter-
actions and therefore extended Hubbard models can be
also introduced by harnessing the back-action of a cavity
onto the atoms inside of it. Specifically, light scatter-
ing from atoms into the cavity mode and back introduce
an effective light-mediated up-to-infinite-range interac-
tion that can be controlled independently to the other
system parameters.

Such a system has been realized in Ref. [127], see also
Figure 20. Here, they realized a lattice model with on-
site and infinite range interactions mediated by the cav-
ity photons. For this, they prepared a BEC of 87Rb
atoms within an optical cavity with a Finesse of more
than F > 105 [126]. Then they split up their system into
separated 2D layers by an optical lattice formed by a
back-reflected beam at λ = 670 nm propagating perpen-
dicular to the cavity. Finally they create a 2D square
lattice within each layer formed by one back-reflected
beam at λ = 785nm, again propagating perpendicular
to the cavity, and light at λ = 785 nm co-linear with the
cavity mode. The perpendicular 785 nm lattice is also
responsible for inducing long-range interactions via off-
resonant scattering of its photons into the cavity mode.
The realized Hamiltonian then reads as:

Ĥ =− t
∑
⟨e,o⟩

(
b̂†eb̂o +H.c.

)
+

Us

2

∑
i

n̂i(n̂i − 1)

− Ul

L

(∑
e

n̂e −
∑
o

n̂o

)2

−
∑
i

µin̂i (37)

The infinite-range interaction, given by Ul, acts be-
tween even (e) and odd (o) sites and – for positive Ul –
favors a particle imbalance between the two checkerboard
sublattices located on even and odd sites respectively. It
can be controlled independently by the detuning of the
perpendicular λ = 785nm lattice light with respect to
the cavity resonance frequency. To characterize the sys-
tem, they measure the presence of global phase coherence
by probing the interference pattern of the cloud after free
expansion. This information indicates the transition be-
tween a superfluid and an insulating state. Additionally
they record the amplitude of the scattered light leaking
out of the cavity. This amplitude is directly proportional
to the population imbalance between even and odd sites,
indicating a transition from a regular Mott insulator to a
charge density wave, or from a superfluid to a supersolid.

Figure 20 shows the experimentally obtained phase
transitions using the two probes, which can be used to
construct the full phase diagram as shown in Fig. 10.

FIG. 20. Extended Bose–Hubbard model with cavity. (a) Il-
lustration of the experimental setup indicating the 2D lat-
tice structure relative to the cavity. (b) Experimentally de-
termined phase transitions. (c) Hysteresis in the imbalance
when quenching close to the phase transition point. (d) Hys-
teresis in the MI-CDW phase transition observed for the dif-
ferent ramp directions. (e) Full phase diagram including the
information where the hysteresis area opens (green and or-
ange diamonds) and where imbalance jumps occur (blue dia-
monds) [129]. The panels (a) and (b) have been adapted and
reprinted with Authors’ permission from [127] published in
2016 by the Nature Publishing Group, and the panels (c)-(e)
have been adapted and reprinted with Authors’ permission
from [129] published in 2018 by the National Academy of Sci-
ences.

For large detunings (small U1) they observe the usual
superfluid-to-Mott insulator phase transition, while for
small detunings (large U1) they detect that the Mott in-
sulator is replaced by a charge density wave state, and
that a supersolid state – sharing both superfluid and
charge density wave properties – lies in between the iso-
lating state and the superfluid state. They also observed
hysteresis appearing when performing ramps between the
Mott insulator and the charge density wave state, point-
ing towards a first-order phase transition between them.

This also shows that the system can be used to explore
out-of-equilibrium dynamics within this Hamiltonian. In
a subsequent work [129] the group investigated the ini-
tially observed hysteresis and additional quench dynam-
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ics in more detail. Especially the availability of real-time
information on the system obtained from the scattered
light signal allows an in-depth analysis. Using quench
experiments they observe a metastable region where the
measured imbalance depends on the starting state of the
quench. They characterize this region by recording the
time-resolved imbalance when ramping over the phase
transition and determining the turning points of the im-
balance against the ramp value. They also observe a
peculiar jump in the time-resolved imbalance data when
ramping from a Mott insulator into the charge density
wave state. This behavior could be explained by atoms
within the central Mott insulator tunneling collectively
to even (odd) sites and thereby building up the charge
density wave. This collective event gets triggered by indi-
vidual tunneling events happening first in the outer layers
due to the experimental harmonic trapping, increasing
the mobility at the outer areas of the system.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this report on progress we collected some of the
most recent and exciting results on the investigation of
non-standard Bose-Hubbard models in the context of
atomic quantum simulators. Specifically, we first pro-
vided a general derivation of these iconic Hamiltoni-
ans and subsequently discussed how different interacting
terms and/or geometrical configurations can give rise to
intriguing states of matter and quantum mechanical ef-
fects. Notably, we tackled these subjects both from a
theoretical and an experimental perspective.

Specifically to the theory side, we covered topics rang-
ing from beyond Landau’s criticality and the role of inter-
action induced tunnelings to cavity mediated interactions
and dipolar systems in out-of-equilibrium configurations.
The experimental sections have described recent setups
made of ultracold atoms with special attention on Flo-
quet engineerings, phases of matter induced by strong
dipolar repulsion and atom-cavity setups.

This impressive amount of recent results which were
not present in the last review on this fascinating sub-
ject [12], demonstrates again the central importance that
non-standard Hubbard models had, have and will have in
order to understand fundamental laws of nature appear-
ing in condensed matter and, as recently realized, high
energy physics [192] and quantum chemistry [193]. We
thus believe that this review poses the ground towards
many more scientific achievements that the future will
bring.
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