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Binary mixture of pseudospin-% Bose gases with interspecies spin exchange: from
classical fixed points and ground states to quantum ground states
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We consider the effective spin Hamiltonian describing a mixture of two species of pseudo—spin—%
Bose gases with interspecies spin exchange. First we analyze the stability of the fixed points of
the corresponding classical dynamics, of which the signature is found in quantum dynamics with
a disentangled initial state. Focusing on the case without an external potential, we find all the
ground states by taking into account quantum fluctuations around the classical ground state in
each parameter regime. The nature of entanglement and its relation with classical bifurcation is
investigated. When the total spins of the two species are unequal, the maximal entanglement at
the parameter point of classical bifurcation is possessed by the excited state corresponding to the
classical fixed point which bifurcates, rather than by the ground state.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A remarkable discovery in recent years is that bifurca-
tion in classical dynamics is related to quantum entangle-
ment in the ground state of the corresponding quantum
Hamiltonian. In addition to its theoretical demonstra-
tion in the Dicke model @, E], in a model of two cou-
pled giant spins describing magnetic clusters B], and in
an integrable dimer model M], this association has also
been studied in the area of Bose-Einstein condensation
(BEC), including two-component BEC [d, [6] and two-
mode atomic-molecular BEC ﬂj, ] More recently, a
classical bifurcation has been observed in an experiment
realizing an internal Josephson effect in a spinor Bose-
FEinstein condensate, as an important step toward entan-
glement generation close to critical points E] Moreover,
in a laser-cooled atom, experimental evidence has been
observed for entanglement being a quantum signature of
chaos [10)].

On the other hand, a novel kind of BEC, the so-called
EBEC, that is, BEC of interspecies spin singlet pairs,
was found to be the ground state of a Bose system com-
posed of two species of pseudo-spin-% Bose atoms with
both intraspecies and interspecies spin-exchange interac-
tions in a considerable parameter regime . Under
the usual single orbital-mode approximation, the Hamil-
tonian of this system can be transformed into that of
two coupled giant spins. Alas, the ground states in all
parameter regimes have not yet worked out.

In this paper, we make each of the above two lines
of research useful for the other. We focus on the case
in the absence of an external potential. First, we study
the bifurcation of the classical dynamics corresponding
to the Hamiltonian of this Bose mixture, by analyzing
the stability of each fixed point. Quantum dynamics
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displays some features similar to the classical dynamics
if the initial state is a disentangled state, which, how-
ever, is not an energy eigenstate. When the numbers of
the atoms of the two species are equal, a bifurcation of
the fixed points indeed corresponds to a quantum phase
transition to a maximally entangled ground state. When
they are unequal, the quantum state corresponding to
the classical fixed point which bifurcates is also maxi-
mally entangled at the bifurcation point. However, it
is not the ground state. Finally, we analytically obtain
all the quantum ground states by considering quantum
fluctuations around the classical ground state in each pa-
rameter regime. The analytical results fit the numerical
results very well.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. The
model is introduced in Sec. [l The fixed points and bi-
furcations are studied in Sec. [l with the detailed cal-
culation reported in the Appendix. The classical ground
states are described in Sec.[[V] and the classical evolution
is described in Sec.[V] whose quantum analog is described
in Sec.[VIl Section [VIIldescribes the absence of the corre-
spondence between classical bifurcation and maximal en-
tanglement in the case of unequal populations of the two
species. In Sec. [VIIIl we find the quantum ground state
in each parameter regime by approximating the Hamil-
tonian around the classical ground state there. Finally
the paper is summarized in Sec. [[Xl

II. THE MODEL

Consider a dilute gas composed of two distinct species
of Bose atoms with the following property m, |E] Each
atom has an internal degree of freedom represented as
a pseudospin—%, with z-component basis states 1 and |.
Under the usual single orbital-mode approximation, for
each species a(a = a, b) and pseudospin o(o =T, ), only
the single-particle orbital ground state ¢, (r) is occu-
pied, then the Hamiltonian can be transformed into that
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of two coupled giant spins with spin quantum numbers
Sa = N, /2 and S, = N, /2. Here we focus on the uniform
case [14, [15], for which

H = JJ_(Sa;ESb;E + SaySby) + JzSaszz (1)
where J, = 4nh%¢./(mapQ)) while J, = 4mwh?(& —
&)/ (mapQ?), with mg, being the reduced mass of an a
atom and a b atom, & is the scattering length for the
scattering in which an a atom and a b atom exchange
pseudospins, & being the scattering length for the for-
ward scattering in which an a atom and a b atom have
different pseudospins without spin exchange, &4 being the
scattering length for the forward scattering in which an
a atom and a b atom have the same pseudospin with-
out spin exchange, 2 being the volume of the system,
ga = éz];sm/dg/, Soo 1s the single spin operator, a, de-
notes the annihilation operator associated with ¢, (r) of
species a. Without loss of generality, suppose S, > Sp.

The corresponding classical Hamiltonian is obtained
from () by treating the spin operators as the classical
spin variables,

7_[cl - JL(Saszz + SaySby) + JzSaszz

= Ju/(52 — 82.)(5% — 5.) cos(pu — @1)
+staz5bz

(2)

3)

0 _stbz JJ_Sby
Jszz 0 _JLsz
_ | ISy J1Sw 0
j - 0 JJ_sz _stby
_JJ_sz 0 Jsz;E
J1 Sy —J1L Sk 0

In studying the stability of a fixed point, J becomes the
Jacobian matrix when the spin variables adopt the values
at this fixed point.

The classical Hamiltonian in the form of ([B]) suggests
that the classical state of the system is completely deter-
mined by the variables S, ., Sp., and @, — .

We shall use (@) studying the evolution in Sec.[V], while
using (2)) in analyzing the fixed points in Sec. [[TI} because
there is arbitrariness of angles ¢, and ¢, in some fixed
points.

IITI. FIXED POINTS AND BIFURCATIONS IN

CLASSICAL DYNAMICS

The fixed points of the classical dynamics are obtained
from

dA
— =0 (6)

From the Hamiltonian (), one obtains the equations
of motion

dZ?m - JJ—SOZZSA’B,U - ngaygﬂza
dAZ;ﬂJ. = _JJ_SQZSBLE + sta15ﬂz7 (4)

B2 = J1 (SaySpe — SawSpy)-

The corresponding classical equations of motion, ob-
tained either from the classical Hamiltonian () or from
the quantum equations of motion by replacing the spin
operators as the classical spin variables, can be written
as

where A = (Sa;ﬂu Say7 Sazu Sbwu Sby7 SbZ)T7

0 JJ_Saz _JzSay
—JlSaz 0 JzSaz
JLSay _JLSaz 0
0 _JzSaz JJ_Say
staz 0 _JJ_Sam
_JLSay JLSaz 0

The stability of each fixed point can be examined first
by studying the eigenvalues of Jacobian matrix J at this
point: It is stable if every eigenvalue has a negative real
part, while it is unstable if any eigenvalue has a positive
real part. Otherwise, one cannot judge whether the fixed
point is stable from the eigenvalues of J, but it is cer-
tainly stable if a Lyapunov function can be constructed.
A Lyapunov function F is such that in a neighborhood
of the fixed point, £ is minimal (or maximal) at the fixed
point, and dL/dt < 0(or dL/dt > 0).

There exist eight fixed points in our system. Their
stability is analyzed in the Appendix. The stable pa-
rameter regimes of these fixed points are shown in
Figlll We specify the fixed point in terms of direc-
tion n, of the spin vector S, = Sang,, that is, n, =
(sin @, oS pq, Sin B, sin 4, cos b, ), with 0 < 0, < 7,0 <
Yo < 2w, a0 = a,b.

As shown in FIG. [I], the fixed points and their stable
regimes are the following.
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FIG. 1: (Color online) The stable parameter regimes of

the fixed points on J, — J, plane. The fixed points are
(1) ng = —nmp = (0,0,1) or n, = —n, = (0,0,—-1), (2)
n, = —n; = (cosp,sinp,0), (3) no = n, = (cos¢,singp, 0),
(4) ng =np = (0,0,1) or n, = np = (0,0, —1), (5) ng = ny,

(6) ng = —np, (7) no = (sinfcose,sinfsinp,cosbh),
while  np = (sin @ cos ¢, sin O sin ¢, — cos 6), (8)
n, = (sin @ cos p, sin@sin g, cosf),  while n, =

(—sinfcos ¢, —sinfsinp,cosf). The fixed point (4) is
always stable, which the stable regimes of the other fixed
points are indicated by using the curves with arrows at both
ends.

(1) ng = —np = (0,0,£1). One spin is the parallel
to the z direction while the other is antiparallel to the z
direction. This fixed point is stable when n|J,| > |J1|,

W vE)

(2) n, = —ny = (cosp,singp,0), where 0 < ¢ < 2.
The two spins are antiparallel and are both on the x —y
plane. This fixed point is stableif J; > 0 and J; > 12,
or J; <0and J; <neJ,, where no = ggsjrg%

(3) n, = 0 = (cosp,sin,0). The two spins are par-
allel and are on the x — y plane. This fixed point is
stable when J; > 0 and J; > —noJ,, or J; < 0 and
J < —mad.

(4) n, = n, = (0,0,4+1). The two spins are both
parallel or antiparallel to the z direction. This fixed point
is always stable.

(5) n, = —np. The two spins are always antiparallel.
This fixed point only exists at J; = J, and is stable.

(6) n, = ng. The two spins are always parallel. This
fixed point only exists at J; = J, and is stable.

(7) n, = (sinfcosy,sinfsinp,cosf) while n, =
(sinf cos ¢, sin fsin p, — cos ). The z components of the
two spins are opposite. This fixed point only exists at
J, = —J, and is stable.

(8) n, = (sinfcos¢y,sinfsinp,cosf) while n, =
(—sinf cos p, — sin O sin p, cos ). The xy components of
the two spins are opposite. This fixed point only exists
at J| = —J, and is stable.

where 11 =

FIG. 2: (Color online) Classical ground states in different
regimes of parameters J, and .J,. They are just the eight fixed
points, but there are differences in the parameter regimes al-
though there are overlaps. (i) J. > |J.|, the fixed point
(1) ; (i) Jor > |J2|, the fixed point (2); (iii) J1 < —|J:],
the fixed point (3); (iv) J. < —|Ji|, the fixed point (4);
(v)JL = J. > 0, the fixed point (5); (vi) J. = J. < 0,
the fixed point (6); (vil) J. = —J. > 0, the fixed point (7);
(viii) J. = —J. < 0, the fixed point (8).

It can be seen that J; = +n1J, and J; = +noJ, are
bifurcation points.

IV. CLASSICAL GROUND STATES

As depicted in Fig. 21 it can be found that classically
the energy is minimal at fixed point (1) when J, > |J|;
at fixed point (2) when J, > |.J.|; at fixed point (3) when
J1 < —|J.|; at fixed point (4) when J, < —|J_|; at fixed
point (5) when J; = J, > 0; at fixed point (6) when
J1L = J. <0; at fixed point (7) when J, = —J, > 0; at
fixed point (8) when J; = —J, < 0.

If S, = Sy, we have 171 = 12 = 1; therefore the param-
eter regimes of the bifurcation points are completely the
same as those of the classical ground states, respectively.
But if S, # Sy, there are differences although there are
overlap regimes.

V. CLASSICAL EVOLUTION

Because the Hamiltonian conserves S, + 5., we study
the dynamical evolution of S,, — Sy, and (v, — p)/2 for
some given values of S,, + Sp.. When S,, = S, while
Sy, = Sp, or S, = —S, while S, = —S5;, the system
is at the fixed point (1). When S,, = 0, Sy, = 0 while
(pa — ¥p)/2 = m/2, the system is at the fixed point (2).
When S,. =0, Sy, = 0 while (¢, — ¢p)/2 = 0 or 7, the
system is at the fixed point (3).

We have studied the evolution trajectories near fixed
points (1), (2) and (3) under various values of S, = Sp.
As shown in Fig. B when J, /J. < 1, fixed points (1)
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FIG. 3: (Color online) The evolution trajectories on the plane
of (Saz — Ssz)/Sy and (pa — b)/2, for various values of S, =
Sy. Here n = J1/J., Saz + Sp- = 0.
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FIG. 4: (Color online) The evolution trajectories on the plane
of (Saz — Ssz)/Sy and (pa — b)/2, for various values of S, =
2Sy. Here n = J /J.. The solid lines describe the dynamics
for Sa. + Sp. = 0 and the dot lines describe the dynamics for
Sa> + Sy, = :i:(Sa — Sb)

and (3) are stable while fixed point (2) is unstable; when
J1/J, > 1, fixed points (2) and (3) are stable while fixed
point (1) is unstable. This conclusion is reached by con-
sidering that a fixed point is stable if the evolution tra-
jectories are loops around a fixed point, otherwise it is
unstable.

We have also studied the case of S, # S,. As shown
in Fig. @ for S, = 25}, the evolution trajectories are
different from the case of S, = Sy. For J, /J, = 0.9 and
for Jy /J. = 1.03, three fixed points are all stable.

Note that all the results of the numerical simulation
are consistent with the above theoretical analysis.

VI. QUANTUM EVOLUTION WITH
DISENTANGLED INITIAL STATE

To simulate a quantum process closest to classical evo-
lution, we choose as the initial state a disentangled state,
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FIG. 5: (Color online) Quantum dynamics of (Sa.)/S. for

Sa = Sp = 300 and various values of n = J, /J.. The figures
on the upper line exhibit the stability of fixed point (1). The
figures on the second line exhibit the stability of fixed point
(2). The unit of ¢ is 1/J..

which can always be written as
—ipa/2 O iPa/2: O N
[¥) = (e7*Feos—r| P)a + e TsinTr] 1)a) ™

2 0
= |Sana> ® |Sbnb>.

®(e” Z“"*’/2(zos—| e + e“"”/Qsm

where | 1), denotes the spin state of a single atom of
species «, while |S,n,) represents the state of the to-
tal spin of species «. In this state, the spin compo-
nents of each species are similar to classical spins; that
is, (Saw) = Sasindycospy, (Say) = Sasind,sing,, and
<S’az> = S,c080, (o = a,b). Moreover, we choose 6, and
Yo in such a way that <§a> corresponds to a fixed point
in classical dynamics. For fixed point (1), n, = —n;, =
(0,0,1); thus the initial state is [¢)1)) = | 1)ENa| )P,
For fixed point (2), n, = —n; = (cosp,sinp,0); thus
the initial state is [t)(2)) = (% e 2 ) + %e“"/ﬂ i}

)a) N (\/% eTI/2| 1), + L “"/2| 1)5)®Ne. This is so be-

cause Saz = NaT — % = % — Nai, where Nag is the
number of atoms of species a with spin ¢ (o = a,b;

o =1,1).

For each initial state |¢) in the form of (), we evaluate

(Saz(t)) = <¢|61Ht5azeﬂ%t|w>v (8)

whose evolution actually represents the change of the dis-

tribution of the atoms of species « in the two pseudospin
states.

We choose the same initial conditions as in the classi-
cal case in last section to start the quantum dynamics.
It is found that the classification of the stability of the
classical dynamics still applies. The result is shown in
Fig. Bl for the case of S, = Sy, and in Fig. [6] for the case
of S, = 25y.
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FIG. 6: (Color online) Quantum dynamics of (S,.)/Sa for
Sa = 25, = 300 and various values of n = J /J.. The figures
on the upper line exhibit the stability of fixed point (1). The
figures on the second line exhibit the stability of fixed point
(2). The unit of ¢ is 1/J..

The reason why quantum dynamics under the disen-
tangled initial state is so close to classical one is the fol-
lowing. In Heisenberg picture, the quantum equations of
motion (@) reduce to the classical ones ([@l), with (Sai),
(i = z,y, ), substituting the corresponding classical spin
variable.

VII. BIFURCATION AND ENTANGLEMENT

The ground state can always be written as
|Gs.) = > f(m,S.)|Sa,m)a|Ss, S — m)p, where
the interspecies entanglement can be quantified as
=3, F2(m, S2)logyg, 1 f2(m, S2) [12]. It has been
shown that when S, = S, = 5, the entanglement of the
ground state is maximal at J; = J,, where the ground
state s (V2S5 + 1) 0 o (—1)™|S, m)a|S, —m)s
[12).  Using the transformation U = €™ we
can obtain the ground state at J, = —J. as
(V2S5 + 1) 320 o [8a,m)alSp, —m)p,  which s
also maximally entangled.

When S, = Sy, there is only one bifurcation point at
J1 = J. between the fixed points (1) and (2); there is
also only one bifurcation point at J; = —J, between the
fixed points (1) and (3). Each of these bifurcation points
corresponds to a maximally entangled quantum ground
state.

However, when S, # Sy, m # 72, there are two bi-
furcation points J; = mJ, and J; = n2J, between the
fixed points (1) and (2). Similarly, there are two bifur-
cation points J; = —mJ, and J; = —n9J, between the
fixed points (1) and (3).

Numerical calculations indicate that in consistency
with the classical ground states, the total z-component
spin exhibits the following features. When J, > 0 while
n <1, 85, = +(S, — Sp). When J, > 0 while n > 1,
S, = p, with p = 0if S, — S} is an integer while p = +1/2
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FIG. 7: (Color online) The numerical result of the entangle-
ment entropy of the quantum states of S, = 0 and S, =
Sa — Sh, as a function of n . Here S, = 35, J. > 0.

if S, — Sy is a half integer.

Numerical results of the entanglement entropy of the
states with S, = S, — Sy and S, = 0, varying with 7,
are shown in Figl[ for some integer values of S, and
Sa = 3Sp. For nn < 1, the ground state is the one with
S, = S, — Sy, whose entanglement values are plotted
as empty triangles. For n > 1, the ground state is the
one with S, = 0, whose entanglement values are plotted
as filled triangles. Therefore, there is a discontinuity of
entanglement in passing n = 1, where both states are
degenerate ground states.

According to the bifurcation analysis discussed above,
when S, = 35, the two bifurcation points are 1, =
$(V/1/3 + V/3) = 1.1547 and 7 = 0.6. As indicated
in FIG[] the entanglement entropy of the states with
S, =0and S, = S5, — S} is maximal at n; and 7, re-
spectively, and decreases rapidly in deviating from each
of them, with the decrease more rapid for n larger than
the maximal point.

Therefore, when S, # Sp, the quantum state corre-
sponding to each classical fixed point still possesses max-
imal entanglement at the parameter point where the fixed
point bifurcates. However, this quantum state is not the
quantum ground state. In other words, the entanglement
of the quantum ground state at each bifurcation point is
not maximal anymore.

VIII. ANALYTICAL SOLUTIONS OF THE

QUANTUM GROUND STATES

We now proceed to analytically find out the quan-
tum ground states on all J; — J, parameter regimes,
by using effective Hamiltonians which describe devia-
tions from the classical ground state in each parameter
regime. All the ground states are summarized in Fig.
Regimes A (J, > |J1|) and B (J, < —|JL]|) both cor-
respond to |5 — &4 > |€.]; i.e., the interspecies spin ex-
change scattering is quite weak, with A and B differing
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FIG. 8: (Color online) The quantum ground states in all
the parameter regimes. |G;) (i = A, B,C, D) represent the
ground states in the four bulk regimes, and are given in Secs.
[VTITAl to [VIITDL (1) to (4) represent the four boundaries, in
which the ground states are described in Sec. [VIITEl

in whether the equal-spin forward scattering length is
larger or smaller than the unequal-spin forward scatter-
ing length. Regimes C (J > |J;|) and D (J. < —|.J;|)
both correspond to |&c| > |&s — &ql; 1.e., the interspecies
spin exchange scattering is quite strong, with C and D
differing in whether the spin-exchange scattering length
is positive or negative.

Regime A (J, > J, ) corresponds to & — &4 > |&.[; i.e.,
the interspecies spin exchange scattering is quite weak.

A, T > |JL]

As shown in Fig. 2, in this parameter regime, the clas-
sical ground state is fixed point (1), i.e., |Sa, Sa)|Ss, —Ss)
or |Sa, —Sa>|Sb, Sb>.

First we consider the quantum ground state near
|Sa, Sa)| Sk, —Sp). One can make the Holstein-Primarkoff
transformation [16],

Sa_ :f; \/ 2Sa_flifa7 Sa+ =

2511 - f;fafau

Saz = Sa - f;fau (9)
Sy =1/28, — fgfbfb, Spy = fJ\/ 25y, — fJfb,
S :fljfb_sbu

with S”ai = S‘M:I:igay, a=a,b, fa and fl being bosonic
operators satisfying fa|na> = V/Nalna — 1), f£|na> =
\% Ne + 1|n0¢ + 1>7 [favfﬁ] = 07 [fOta f;] - 50157 Where

Ina) = [Sa;Sa — Na)a, (10)
Ine) = [Shy —Sb + nb)b, (11)

Ne =0,1,2,---,2S,. When S, is very large, (fff.) <
280” S ~ (2Sa)1/2f;rn SazSpz = Sbf;_fa + Safbijb -
S4Sp. Then the Hamiltonian () can be approximated as

H~— JzSaSb + Jz(sbflfa + Safl;rfb)

I o (12)
ARV SaSb(f;fl;r + fofa)s
Then we make the Bogoliubov transformation
; Ay+1, 1.
fo= 1| =5 fa+sgn(J1) I
X X (13)
; -1 +1 .
fd—Sgn(JL)\/le;ﬂL\/ —— fr,

sgn(Jy) is the sign of Ji, A =

J-(Sa+Sp)
\/']3(5a+5b)27:]i5a5b When S, = S and J. = Ji,

Ay £ 1 should be 1. Hamiltonian(I2)) becomes

where

Ha = e1of! fo + eraf) fa+ Ero, (14)

where FE¢ = —J,5.5 + Mill(s + Sp)

1TV (AT=1)8,5,, €10 = Jz(Aills + MS _
1LV (AZ = 1)5,5, €14 = Jz(AilHS +MS _

|71 |\/ (A% —1)S,S,.  Thus the energy spectrum is
Ea(ne,ng) = €1cne + €1ana + E19, where n. and ng are
nonnegative integer numbers. For J, > |J, |, €1, and €14
are always positive; therefore the ground-state energy is
E1(0,0) = Eyp. When J, — |J.|, Ep(0,0) approaches
—5Sp(S, 4+ 1), which is the the exact ground-state energy
at J. = |JL|.

Like the original Hamilton (), the effective Hamilto-
nian (I2)) also conserves the z component of the total
spin. Therefore any of its eigenstates can be written as

Z gl N, Mg, M
(15)

where max(—S,,5. — Sp) < m < min(S,, S, + Sp),
g1(ne,ng,m) is the expansion coefficient, and S, is the
total z component of the spin system. Using (I3 and

con51der1ng that |¢1 (ne, nq)) is an eigenstate of both fT f.

and f g fd, with eigenvalues n. and ng4 respectively, we ob-
tain

|1/11 n07nd |Sa7m> |Sb7 m>b7

nc—nd:Sa—Sb—Sz. (16)

For the ground state |11(0,0)), S, = S, — Sb.
It is easy to find the ground state |11(0,0)) of (I2)
from f.|¢1(0,0)) =0,



A+1]
|¢1(070)> =D Z l_sgn(JL) Al 1 |Sa7m>a|5b75a - Sb _m>b7 (17)
1
m=S,—25
Sh Sa—Sp—m
A +1
=D ZS l—sgn(JJ_) A1 |Sa, Sa — Sy — m)a|Sp, M), (18)
m=—9p

A G (Ap41)2Sb (A, —1)25 1, .
where D = [(Aiﬂ)sa Sy (Qatl) Q(Azif(l)slb ) 1712 is
the normalization coefficient. When J;, — 0, |G4) —
[Sa, Sa)| Sk, —Sp), which is an exact ground state of the

Hamiltonian () with J, =0 and J, > 0.
The excited states of (I2]) can be obtained by the action

of fI and f; on the ground state [1(0,0)). With S, >
Sp, €1 < €14, for a given S, the lowest excited state
is |¢1(ne,0)) if S, < S, — Sy and is |1 (0,ng)) if S, >
Sa — Sp. These two excited states can be written as

el A +1
|"/Jl (ncu )> D exp ZCT‘—Saz Z Z (_1)m+n( ﬁ)m-{&ncﬁc Cg:—m|sa7 m>a|Sbu Sa - Sb —Ne — m>b7
n=0m=S,—2S,—n
(19)
: S A +1
|¢1 (07 nd)> =Dy exp(_iQTSaz) Z (_ h)m gj-‘rnd—m"gaa m>a|Sb7 So — Sp+na — m>b7 (20)
m=S,—2Sp+nqg 1
where ( =01if J; > 0 while ( =11if J, <0; D. and Dy where
are the normalization constants, and C}* is the binomial
coefficient.
Now we consider the ground state close to the other A1 1
classical degenerate ground state |Sq, —Sq)|Sp, Sp), in a fh= Lf; + sgn(J.) ]Fl;’r,
way similar to the above. The Holstein-Primarkoff trans- 2 (24)
formation is . 1. A + 1
fa= sgn(J1) fat | =51
Si-=FIV2S = f1h, S =28 - f1
gl/Jz = Sb - fl;Tfév
. e Therefore the eigenstates can be written as
St =28, — fal fifr, St = fi\/28. — ful f1,
S(/zz = f(/lel; -8
(21) |1/11 nc?”d Zgl ncunda |Sa7m> |Sb7 m>b7
where the bosonic operators f. and f; act on (25)
with the constraint
[ng) = 1Sa; =Sa 4 ng)a; (22)
[ny) = S, Sp—14)p- (23)
Thus one obtains a Hamiltonian n, —ng=Se— S+ 5. (26)

H'y ~ —J.8uSy + J(Sufol fo+ Safil fo))
+ IV S S (FiE T+ L fL),
= ElcféTfé + €1dfgf;/1 + Eo,

For the ground state |1](0,0)), S, = Sp — S,.



Sy

[04(0,0)=D" Y

m=—3_Sy

[—sgn(JJ_)

where D' = [(Al+1)2;Z}i(1§51b71)25b+1]71/2. When J; —

0, |Ga) — |Sa, —S5a)|Sk, Sp), which is an exact ground
state of the Hamiltonian () with J, =0 and J, > 0.

The excited states of ([24]) can be obtained by the action
of f/ and fg on the ground state [¢1(0,0)). With S, >
Sp, €10 < €14, for a given S,, the lowest excited state is
|1 (n.,0)) if S, > Sy — S, and is |7 (0,n))) if S, < .S, —
Se. The explicit expressions of |1} (n¢, 0)) and [} (0,n4))
are like ([9) and 20) for |41 (n.,0)) and |11 (0, ng)), with
|Sa, m}a, |Sb, So— Sp —ne — m>b and |Sb, So— Sp +ng —
m) replaced as |Sq, —m)q, |Sp, —Sa + Sp + ne + m)p and
|Sp, —Sa + Sp — ng + m), respectively.

It is important to note that |1 (0,0)) and |11 (0, 0)) are
orthogonal unless S, = Sy. Therefore, when S, # Sy, the
ground states are doubly degenerate ones [11(0,0)) and
[1/1(0,0)) at each parameter point in this regime.

When S, = S, 7 = @0,0)64(0,0) =

2 S
(Alfgf;btll)_(?&:—l)l)zs*’“; hence we must find the ground

state in their two-dimensional subspace.

(110, 0)[H[¥1(0,0)) = (¥1(0,0)[H[¢1(0,0)) ~ Enoy.
Consequently, the ground state is found to be

Clearly

1

Ga(Sa = S)) = —=[141(0,0)) + [¢1(0,0))],  (28)

S

2

with energy Fio(1l 4+ v
41(0,0))] is Ero(1 — 7).

When J,; and J, approach the boundary J, = —J >
0 from the regime of |G4), |G4) approaches ei™5e=|S, —
Sp, £(Se—Sp)). When J, and J, approach the boundary
J, = J1 >0 from the regime of |G4), |G4) approaches
|Sa — Sb, £(Sa — Sp)).

~—

. The energy of \/ii[|1/11(0,0)> -

B. J.<-|J.|

In this parameter regime, the classical ground states
are |Sg, Sa)|Sp, Sp), in which the two spins are both along
the z direction, and |Sg, —S4)[Ss, —Sp), in which the two
spins are both along the —z direction.

Ne

W}Q (nm O)> = Dy, GXP(—iCWSaz) Z (_

m=mazx(n.—254,0)

where ¢ = 0 if J; > 0 while ( = 1 if J, < 0,

A +1
-1

Ay

14+ Ag

m

|Sa,Sb _Sa _m>a|Sbum>b7 (27)

Consider the ground state close to S, Sa)alSh, Sp)b-
We make the Holstein-Primarkoff transformation S,_ =

hiA2S0 — hiha, Sat = \/2Sa — Bihaha, Sa: = Sa —
BLEQ, where h, and BL are bosonic operators, now with
[Pa) = |Sa; Sa — Na)a, where ng = 0,1---,25,. When
S, is very large, (hlhg) < 254, Sa_ ~ (254)Y2h],
S,..8,, ~ SaSb—Sb;LIﬁa—Saﬁlbe. Then the Hamiltonian
(@ becomes

7:[3 =J.5,Sp — Jz(Sb]A”LJ;]A”La + SaiLZiLb)

NN IR (29)
+ J1\/SaSy(hihy 4 2l hg).
We define another two bosonic operators,
- 1—As- 14 As -
he = —SQW(JL)\/ 2ha + \/ ha =
(30)

. [T+ A, 1— Ay
hq = sgn(JL) 5 27, + 5 2 hy,

J.(Sa—5y)
\/72(8a—8,)2+4J2 SuSs
nian (1)) becomes

where Ay = . Then the Hamilto-

Hp = EQciLiiLc + €2dil,];ild + Ey, (31)
JzSaSb7 €2¢ = _[wsa +
L0282 6,411 |/ = A3)SS), €20 = — |
w&; —[J1]|y/(1 — A3)S,Sp]. The energy spectrum
is Eg(ne,ng) = €acne + €2qng + Fop. Thus the ground
state is [Sq, Sa)|Sp, Sb)-

The excited state [¢a(ne,ng)) of (Z9) can be ob-

tained by the action of Al and hj; on the ground state
[Sa, Sa)| Sk, Sp). It is obvious that eg. is always larger
than esy, for a given S, the lowest excited state is
[th2(ne, 0)), with

where E20 =
J.(1=Ay)
%SQ_F

Ne = Sa + Sb - Szu (32)

—A
2y JCm (S, Sa — m)a|Sp, Sy — ne + ms, (33)

1 (4A)™ e (1=A2)"0 —(14A)"0 (1 —Ag)e Tt q /9
and DQC = [ 2A5(Agt1)etro—1 ] / )



where ng = maz(n. — 25y, 0).

Using the same method, we obtain the approximate
Hamiltonian H'; close to the other classical ground state
[Sa, —Sa)|Sp, —Ss), which turns out to be the quantum
ground state. The Holstein-Primarkoff transformation is

now s = hi\/250 — hIhr Su = /280 — Wl0I
So. = hTh!, — S,, where h/, and hll are bosonic opera-
tors, with |n/) =S4, n,, —Sa)a. Thus we have Eqs. (29)
to 1) with primed operators. In this set of eigenstates,

the lowest excited states for a given S, are [4(n’,0)),
with

n. =S, + Sa+ Sp. (34)

|th(ne, 0)) are like B3)), with |S,, Sq —m), and | Sy, Sp —
ne+m), replaced by |Sq, =S, +m), and |Sy, —Sp + n. —
m>b.

[1)2(0,0)) and [15(0,0)) are orthogonal, hence are just
the doubly degenerate ground states in this regime, and
can be written as

IGB) =15 + Sp, £(Sa + 5b)). (35)

When J, and J, approach the boundary J, = J; <
0 from the regime of |Gp), |Gp) approaches |S, +
Sp, £(Sa+Sp)). When J, and J. approach the boundary
J1 = —J, > 0 from the regime of |Gp), |Gp) approaches
|Sa + Sp, £(Sq + Sp)).

C. JL>|JZ|

In this parameter regime, it is convenient to rewrite
the Hamiltonian as

H = JJ_\/(Sg — 52)(S2 — S2,) cos(pa — @) + J=54:5=,
(36)

where ¢, (o = a,b) is the azimuthal angle.

In the vicinity of the classical ground state, S,, ~ 0,
Spz ~ 0, pq — pp ~ 7, for simplicity we define ¢, —@p =
@ab + m. Therefore

J? — J?
He ~ —Ji/SaS(Se +1)(Sp +1) + —+—=__5?
¢ LSSl )5+ 1) 4(J1 & — J2)
JLng - Jz Jlé.f 2
+ 4 (SQZ JJ_§+ — Jz Slz)
+2J1V/S.5,(Sa + D(S + D52,
(37)
where So, = Su.—Sp., &4 = %(g—g+§—i), &= %(‘g—‘;—g—Z)

S, commutes with #, and is thus a constant of motion.
" - Jie A . N -
Then P, = S, — ﬁsz and X9 = @qp/2 are conju-

gate variables, as S.. and (Yq are canonically conjugate
variables. The Hamiltonian is then similar to that of a

harmonic oscillator. The energy spectrum is thus

Es5(n,S,) = —JL\/SaSb(Sa +1)(Sp+1)

Rk P
4(JL§+ - JZ)
1
+(n+ 5)\/2JL(JL§+ = L)V Sa(Sa + 1)Sy(Sy +1)
J2 o
~ = TLVSuB (S + DS+ 1) + 555
1
T (n+ 5)\/2JL(JL§+ = J2)5a S,
(38)

where n is the quantum number of the harmonic oscilla-
tor. The eigenstate for n = 0 can be written as

W)B(Ov Sz)> = Z(SZ) Z f(m, Sz)|S¢la m>a|Sbv SZ - m>b7a

(39)
where f(m,S.) = (—1)"exp[- %?S;S]:m(m B
JiZe—y,
e S, with max(=8,,8, — 8) < m <

. . _ 1
min(S,, S, + Sp); Z(S.) = NI
ization coefficient.

The ground state is thus

|Ge) = [3(0,p)) = Z(p) Y f(m,p)|Sa,m)al Sy, p—m)e,
(40)
where p = 0 if S, — S} is an integer, while p = +1/2 if
Sa — Sp is a half integer.
For S, =S, = S and J, > J,, we have calculated the
entanglement entropy of |G¢),

E(1Ge)) = =Y _[Z(p)f(m, p)logys 1 [Z(p) f (m. p)]*.
(41)

is the normal-

It is evaluated that when S — oo, £(|G¢)) & 1/2, which
is very large.

When J; and J, approach the boundary J, = J; >0
from the regime of |G¢), it approaches |S, — Sy, p), where
p=01if S, — S, is an integer while p = £1/2if S, — S is
a half integer. When J, and J, approach the boundary
J, = —J, < 0 from the regime of |G¢), it approaches
e™Saz|S, + Sy, p).

D. J, <_|Jz|

The energy spectrum for J; < 0 can be obtained by
using H(Jy,J,) = UH(=J,J,)UT, where U = ¢'™a=,
Therefore, in the regime J; < —|J,|, the energy spec-
trum is also given by Eq. (38)).

The ground state is thus

|Gp) = UlGc)

= 20) S If ) Su )| Spp —my, D



with max(—S,,S, — Sp) <m < min(S,, S, + Sp).

Obviously the entanglement entropy of |Gp) is the
same as that of |G¢), with J reversing its sign.

When J,; and J, approach the boundary J, = —J >
0 from the regime of |Gp), it approaches e!™%e:|S, —
Sp,p). When J; and J, approach the boundary J.
J1 < 0 from the regime of |Gp), it approaches |S, +
Sb, p>.

E. The ground states on the four parameter
boundaries

When J, = J, > 0, the Hamiltonian () is H =
J.S,-Ss, the degenerate ground states are [Sa—5h,S.) =
ng(Sa - Sb,Sz,m)|Sa,m>|Sb,Sz - m>7 with Sz -

Sp—Sas -+, Sq—Sp. Here g(S,—Syp, S», m) is the Clebsch-
Gordan coefficient.
When J, = —J, > 0, the degenerate ground

states are e™e=|S, — 5. 5.) = > (-1)"g(S, —
Sp, Sz, m)|Sa, m)|Sp, S,—m), with S, = Sp—Sq, -+, Sa—
Sbp.

When J, = J; < 0, the ground states are |S, +
Sy, S2) =3 9(Sa + Sy, Sz, m)|Sa, m)|Sy, S. —m), with
S, =—8,—5p, -, Sa + Sp. A

When J, = —J| < 0, the ground states are gimSaz |Sa+
Sy, Sz) =2, (=1)"g(Sa+ Sy, Sz, m)|Sa, m)|Sp, S, —m),
with S, = =S, — Sy, -+, Sa + Sb.

The boundaries are where quantum phase transition
take place. We have known that the ground states |G 4),
|GB), |Ge), |Gp), in the four regimes discussed in pre-
vious subsections, depend on the values of J, and J;.
Starting as a ground state in one of these regimes (see
FIG. B), when J, and J, adiabatically approach each
boundary regime, the ground state always approaches
one of the degenerate ground states on the boundary.
In entering the other regime across the boundary, the
ground state restarts from another one of the degenerate
ground states on the boundary.

F. Comparison with the numerical results

As each eigenstate for J; < 0 can be obtained by act-
ing €= on an eigenstate for J; = |.J| |, we only need
to consider the half of the parameter space with J, > 0.

In this half parameter space, We have calculated the
dependence of the entanglement on 1/ = J./J,, using
the ground states analytically obtained above in regimes
A, C, and B. We compare these analytical results with
the numerical results. The reason of choosing 1/n rather
than 7 is because J, = 0 in the middle of the half pa-
rameter space. In this half parameter space, regime B is
1/n < —1, regime C is —1 < 1/ < —1, while regime A
is1/np> 1.

Figure [ shows the the entanglement in the ground
states for different values of S, = S;, for 1/n > —1. Ne-
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FIG. 9: (Color online) The entanglement entropy of the
ground state as a function of 1/n == J,/J.. The filled

symbols describe the analytical results. The empty symbols
describe the numerical results.

glected is regime B, i.e. 1/ < —1, as the ground state
is exactly |Saq, Sa)|Sb, Sp) or |Sa, —Sa)| Sk, —Ss), without
entanglement. Figure[dl clearly indicates excellent fitting
between the analytical results in this section and the nu-
merical results.

Excellent fitting between our analytical results and the
numerical results are also obtained for excited states. We
have calculated the lowest energy states of different val-
ues of S, for S, = 12000 and S, = 10000. Figure
shows the the regime 1/n > —1, i.e., regimes C and A,
while Fig[[Tl shows the regime 1/ < —1, i.e., regime B.
The reason for this separation is that the low-energy ex-
cited state in regime B is with large magnitudes of S,
while those in regimes C and A are with small magni-
tudes of S,.

In conclusion, our analytical results fit the numerical
results very well.

IX. SUMMARY

In this paper, we considered a binary mixture of two
species of pseudo—spin—% atoms with interspecies spin ex-
change in the absence of an external potential, and ex-
tended the study of its ground states to the whole param-
eter space of the two effective spin coupling strengths.
Meanwhile, this provides a model of studying the rela-
tion between the classical model and quantum ground
states.

We first analyzed the corresponding classical Hamilto-
nian. We found the fixed points of the classical dynamics,
and discussed their stability situation both analytically
and numerically. The bifurcations were discussed.

The classical evolution can be reproduced in quantum
dynamics if starting from an initial state which is dis-
entangled between the two species, as we have demon-
strated.

In the case that the atom numbers of the two species
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lowest energy excited states for different values of S, under
Sa = 12000 and S, = 10000, as a function 1/n = J./J, . Here
we show the regime 1 > —1, in which the low-energy excited
states are with small magnitudes of S,. The filled symbols
describe the analytical results. The empty symbols describe
the numerical results.
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quantum states as a function 1/n = J, /J., for different val-
ues of S, under S, = 12000 and S, = 10000 in regime B
(1/n < —1), where the low energy excited states have large
magnitudes of S;. The filled symbols describe the analytical
results. The empty symbols describe the numerical results.

are equal, we confirmed in our system the previous claim
that a classical fixed point bifurcation corresponds to
maximal entanglement in the quantum ground state.
Moreover, we find the result that when the two atom
numbers are unequal, the entanglement of the quantum
ground state at the parameter point of the bifurcation is
not maximal, while the state corresponding to the fixed
point that bifurcates indeed possesses maximal entangle-
ment at that parameter point.

A quantum ground state can be regarded as the clas-
sical ground state with quantum fluctuations. This per-
spective leads to solutions of the ground states in all pa-
rameter regimes, by obtaining an effective Hamiltonian
near each classical ground state. Using entanglement en-
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tropy as the quantity characterizing the ground states, we
find that the analytical results fit the numerical results
very well. We have made many detailed discussions.

Our work establishes EBEC as a system manifesting
connections between classical dynamics and quantum be-
havior.
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Appendix: Classical fixed points

For our problem, the desired Lyapunov function will
always be found by defining
LZ’}/lH‘F”YQJz(Saz +sz)2 (Al)

where v; and 7, are suitably chosen coeflicients. It is
clear that % =0.

We find the following fixed points speci-
fied by the wvalues of S, = S,ng,, where
n, = (sinf, cos@q,,sinb, sinp,,cos,) , 0 < 0, <
7,0 < o <21, =a,b.

(1) n, = —n, = (0,0,%1); that is, one spin is

parallel to the z direction, the other is antiparallel to
the z direction. At these two point the eigenvalues
ijareu1:u2:O,M3)4::|:/<3 G _
= 2J25,8, — J2(S2 + S?), G4 =

S Sb \/J2 Sa —‘er) JQS Sp. If we define 1, =

(1 [5x4/ Sb) when m1|J.| < |JL|, there are eigenval-

ues with positive real part, and these two fixed points are
unstable. Otherwise, the stabilization cannot be judged
by the eigenvalues. One finds the Lyapunov function
L=H— %(Saz +Sp)?, which is minimal for J, > 0 (or
maximal for J, < 0) at each of these two fixed points in
the parameter region 7;|J.| > |J .|, where each of these
two fixed points is thus stable.

(2) n, = —n; = (cosp,sinp,0), where 0 < ¢ < 2.
The two spins are antiparallel and both are on the x —y
plane. At this point, the eigenvalues of J are u; = us =
ps = pa =0, pse = £/2J1.5.8 — J2(S2 + S7). If
we define 7o = S2S+Sb2, when 0 < J; < noJ, or moJ, <
J1 < 0, some elgenvalues have positive real part, hence
this fixed point is unstable. When J; > n9J, > 0 or
J1 < meJ, <0, one finds the Lyapunov function £ =
H+72J.(Saz + Sp-)?, which is minimal at the fixed point
as y2 — 00. When J.J; < 0, one finds that £L = —H +
Y22 (Saz+Sp2)? is minimal at the fixed point as v — co.

y, M56 =

+ M, where (3
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TABLE I: Stable regimes of the fixed points. 71 = % (1 / 2.—‘; + Q/%) "= Sie
a a 3

No. Fixed Points Stable regions
1 n,=-n,=(0,0,%1) ml|Jz| > |JL]
2  n, = -—n, = (cosp,sing,0) J1L >0,JL >md.or J <0,J1 <naJ.
3 ng,=mn, = (cosp,siny,0) J.>0,J.>—mJ.or J <0, J <-—maJ,
4 mng=mn,=(0,0,%1) All
5 ng=-m J=J.
6 n,=ny JiL=J;
7  ne = (sinfcosg,sinOsin ¢, cos ), J=—J.
n, = (sin 6 cos ¢, sin 6 sin ¢, — cos 0)
8 n, = (sind cos p,sin O sin ¢, cosh), J=—J.
n, = (—sin 6 cos ¢, —sin 0sin ¢, cos 0)
Thus this fixed point is stable if J, > 0,J; > n9J, or parallel. The Lyapunov function £ = —S, - S is minimal

J, <0,J1 <7’]2Jz.

(3) n, = np = (cosy,sing,0); that is, the two spins
are parallel and on the z — y plane. At this point, the
eigenvalues of J are p1 = po = p3 = pa = 0, ps6 =
:I:\/—Ji(Sg +57) = 2J1J.5,5,. When —npJ, < J| <
0or 0 < J,. < —mJ,, some eigenvalues have positive
real parts, hence the fixed point is unstable. For J, J, >
0, one finds £ = —H + v2J,(S4. + Sp.)? is minimal at
the fixed point as v — oo. For J;J, < 0 one finds
L =H+v2J.(Sa> + Sp-)?, which is minimal at the fixed
point as v, — oo. Therefore the fixed point is stable
when J; >0, J; > —nJ, or J; <0, J, < —nsJ..

(4) n, = ny = (0,0,%1); that is, the two spins
are both parallel or antiparallel to the z direction. At
each of these two fixed points, the eigenvalues of J

are py = pig = 0, pga = £1/952 56 = /952
here ¢ = —QJESaSb — J2(S2 + Sf), G = J.(S. +

Sb)\/JZQ(Sa —Sp)? + 4JJ2_SaSb. The stabilization cannot
be judged by the eigenvalues. But one finds the Lya-
punov function £ = —(S,. + Sp.)?, which is minimal at
the fixed point. Hence these two fixed points are always
stable.

(5) In case J, = J,, the solution n, = n, with any
possible is a fixed point; that is, the two spins are always

here, thus this fixed point is stable.

(6) In case J, = J, the solution n, = —n; with any
possible is a fixed point; that is, the two spins are al-
ways antiparallel. The Lyapunov function £ =S, - S; is
minimal here, thus this fixed point is stable.

(7) In case Jy = —J., n, =
(sin @ cos ¢, sin 6 sin p, cos ) while ny =
(sinf cos g, sinfsin p, —cosf) is a fixed point; that
is, the z components of the two spins are opposite.
One finds a Lyapunov function £ = —S, - S}, where

S, = (Spsinfcosy, Spsinfsinp, Spcosd), which is
minimal at this fixed point. Thus this fixed point is
stable.

(8) In case Jy = —J., n, =
(sin @ cos @, sin 8 sin @, cos ) while n =

(—sinfcosp,—sinfsinp,cosd) is a fixed point;
that is, the z and y components of the two spins are
opposite. One finds a Lyapunov function £ = S, - S},
where S} = (=S, siné cosp, —S,sinfsing, —Sy, cosh),
which is minimal at this fixed point. Thus this fixed
point is stable.

All of the fixed points and their stable regimes are
listed in Table Il
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