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We study the quantum-droplet state in a 3-dimensional (3D) Bose gas in the presence of 1D
spin-orbit-coupling and Raman coupling, especially the stripe phase with density modulation, by
numerically computing the ground state energy including the mean-field energy and Lee-Huang-
Yang correction. In this droplet state, the stripe can exist in a wider range of Raman coupling,
compared with the BEC-gas state. More intriguingly, both spin-orbit-coupling and Raman coupling
strengths can be used to tune the droplet density.
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Introduction. Ultracold atoms have been excellent
platforms for investigating many-body quantum phe-
nomena since the experimental realization of Bose-
Einstein condensation(BEC) [1–3]. In most cases, Gross-
Pitaevskii (GP) equations, derived by minimizing mean-
field energy functional with respect to condensation
wavefunction, provide a good description for the BEC
state of trapped Bose gases [4]. The next-order cor-
rection to the gound state energy, i.e. the Lee-Huang-
Yang(LHY) energy, is usually negligible in the dilute
limit. However in a binary boson mixture, it was found
that when the attractive inter-species coupling constant
g↑↓ is a little larger in magnitude than the geometric av-
erage of the repulsive intra-species coupling constants g↑↑
and g↓↓, the repulsive LHY energy overtakes the attrac-
tive MF ground-state energy, and the system becomes
a self-bound quantum droplet [5]. The quantum droplet
was first observed in dipolar Bose gases [6–10] and later in
binary boson mixtures [11–13]. The self-binding mech-
anism of a single-component dipolar Bose gas is simi-
lar to that of a boson mixture except that the residual
MF attraction arises from the counterbalance between
attractive dipole-dipole interaction and repulsive contact
interaction. Theoretically, the quantum droplet has been
investigated with various methods, including variational
HNC-EL method [14], ab initial diffusion Monte-Carlo
[15], and extended GPEs with the LHY correction in-
cluded [16].

On the other hand, Raman-induced spin-orbit-
coupling(SOC) has been realized experimentally in recent
years both in bosonic [17, 18] and fermionic [19, 20] sys-
tems. Alternative scheme of SOC which is immune from
heating problem has been theoretically [21–23] and ex-
perimentally [24] investigated. In a two-component Bose
gas with a one-dimensional (1D) SOC, a stripe struc-
ture appears when the inter-species coupling constant
is smaller than geometric average of intra-species cou-
pling constants below a critical Raman coupling (RC)
[17, 25–30]. In previous studies, the stripe state has
been investigated in the BEC-gas region with repulsive
MF ground-state energy. Recently, theoretically stud-

ies [31, 32] reveal that the stripe state can also exist in
the quantum droplet regime. In Ref. [31], the quantum
droplet was found in a two-dimensional Bose gas with
very weak SOC, where the LHY energy density was ap-
proximated by that of a uniform system without SOC. In
Ref. [32] the LHY energy of a three-dimensional system
with SOC was calculated numerically, and its fitted form
was used in the extended (GP) equation. The phase tran-
sition between a stripe gas and a stripe liquid was found
by tuning coupling constants and RC. In their calcula-
tion, the ultraviolet divergence in the expression of LHY
energy was removed by dimensional regularization. In
this work, we apply the standard regularization scheme
to treat the ultraviolet divergence in the LHY energy of
a three-dimensional system with SOC. We found that
the droplet density can be easily tuned by RC and SOC,
even to the zero limit. Compared to the case with a re-
pulsive inter-species interaction, in the quantum droplet
the stripe phase can exist in a bigger regime of RC and
SOC.
Boson mixture with SOC. We study a two-component

Bose gas system with total particle number N and vol-
ume V . In momentum space, its Hamiltonian is given
by

H =
∑

k

∑

ρρ′

φ̂†
ρk

(

(k− krexσz)
2

2
+

Ω

2
σx

)

ρρ′

φ̂ρ′k

+
1

2V

∑

k1,k2,q

∑

ρρ′

gρρ′ φ̂†
ρk1+qφ̂

†
ρ′k2−qφ̂ρ′k2

φ̂ρk1
, (1)

where φ̂ρk and φ̂†
ρk are the annihilation and creation op-

erators of the ρ-component boson with the momentum k,
{ρ, ρ′} = {↑, ↓}, kr and Ω are the strengths of SOC and
RC respectively, ex is the unit vector in x-direction which
is the SOC direction. For convenience, we set h̄ and the
boson mass to be one. In this paper, we focus on the
Ω < 4Er regime where the lower excitation spectrum of
the single-particle Hamiltonian has two degenerate min-
ima [17, 28]. For simplicity, the interactions are chosen
to be symmetric g↑↑ = g↓↓ = g. The droplet regime is
set by the condition g↑↓ <∼ −g [5].
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To implement Bogoliubov approximation to obtain ex-
citation spectra, and thereby LHY correction, we need
to know ground state(GS) wavefunction. To this end, we
determine GS by variationally minimizing MF energy.
We choose GS ansatz to be superposition of plane waves
[27, 28],

φ(r) =

(

φ↑

φ↓

)

=

√

N0

V

∑

m

(

φ↑m

−φ↓m

)

eimk1·r, (2)

where N0 is the particle number of the condensate, k1≡
(γkr, 0, 0), γ is a variational parameter to be determined.
In the lowest order, only m = ±1 components corre-
sponding to the two minima of the lower single-particle
spectrum are relevent [27]. However, the periodic stripes
induced by the condensation of ±k1 will lead to the cou-
plings between the momenta differing from each other by
reciprocal lattice vectors. Therefore, it is necessary to
include all the components with momenta K± k1 in the
higher order approximations [28], where K = 2sk1 with

s = 0,±1,±2, . . . , are reciprocal lattice vectors. In short,
the summation is over all the odd integer m = 2s± 1 in
the region −C1 ≤ m ≤ C1 where the cutoff C1 is a posi-
tive odd number. The normalization relation is given by
∑

ρ,m |φρm|2 = 1.
In the BEC state, following the Bogoliubov prescrip-

tion, we replace φ̂
(†)
ρmk1

by
√
N0φ

(∗)
ρm + φ̂

(†)
ρmk1

and keep
terms up to the quadratic order. The first-order terms
vanish due to the minimization of MF energy. The
number of atoms in the condensation is given by N0 =
N − ∑′′

ρ,k φ̂
†
ρkφ̂ρk which can be used to rewrite N0 in

terms of the total atom number N . The MF energy
per particle εMF and the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian HB are
given by

εMF =
∑

m

∑

ρρ′

(

k2r
2
(mγ − σz)

2 − Ω

2
σx

)

ρρ′

φ∗
ρmφρ′m

+
∑

m+l=i+j

∑

ρρ′

gρρ′n

2
φ∗
ρmφ∗

ρ′lφρ′iφρj , (3)

HB =EMF +
∑

ρρ′

∑

k

(

(k− krexσz)
2

2
+

Ω

2
σx − µÎ

)

ρρ′

φ̂†
ρkφ̂ρ′k

+
∑

ρ,q

∑

m+l=α+β

gρρl

2

[

2φ∗
ρmφ∗

ρlφ̂ραk1−qφ̂ρβk1+q + 2φ∗
ρmφρ−l(φ̂

†
ρ−αk1+qφ̂ρβk1+q + φ̂†

ρ−αk1−qφ̂ρβk1−q) +H.c.

]

+
∑

ρ6=ρ′,q

∑

m+l=α+β

gρρ′ l

2

[

(−φ∗
ρmφ∗

ρ′l)(φ̂ρ′αk1−qφ̂ρβk1+q + φ̂ρ′αk1+qφ̂ρβk1−q) + (−φ∗
ρmφρ′−l)×

(φ̂†
ρ′−αk1+qφ̂ρβk1+q + φ̂†

ρ′−αk1−qφ̂ρβk1−q) + φ∗
ρmφρ−l(φ̂

†
ρ′−αk1+qφ̂ρ′βk1+q + φ̂†

ρ′−αk1−qφ̂ρ′βk1−q) +H.c.

]

, (4)

where m, l, i, j, α, β are all odd integers with
−C1 ≤ m,n, i, j ≤ C1 and −C2 ≤ α, β ≤ C2, C2

is another cutoff necessary for numerical diagonaliza-
tion of Bogoliubov Hamiltonian, qx is in the first Bril-
lioun zone, 0 < qx < k1, n is total particle density,

and µ =
∑

m

∑

ρ,ρ′

(

k2

r

2 (mγ − σz)
2 − Ω

2 σx

)

ρρ′

φ∗
ρmφρ′m +

∑

m+l=i+j

∑

ρ,ρ′

gρρ′nφ∗
ρmφ∗

ρ′lφρ′iφρj is, in nature, the MF

chemical potential, satisfying µ = ∂EMF/∂N .

In Hamiltonian Eq.(4) there are not only terms equiv-
alent to periodic potentials, but also off-diagonal terms
such as φ̂ραk1+qφ̂ραk1−q. The quasiparticle spectra are
characterized by band index and quasimomentum.

We define a column operator

Âq ≡
(

· · · , φ̂†
↑αk1−q, φ̂

†
↓αk1−q, φ̂↑αk1+q, φ̂↓αk1+q, · · ·

)T

with α = ±1,±3, . . . ,±C2, and rewrite Eq.(4) in a com-

pact form

HB = EMF + E1 +
∑

q

Â†
qHqÂq,

where

E1 = −
∑

m,q,±

[

(mk1 − q± kr)
2

2
− µ+ gn+

g↑↓n

2

]

. (5)

The matrixHq can be obtained from Eq.(4) and subse-
quently diagonalized to obtain quasiparticle spectra. The
diagonalized Bogoliubov Hamiltonian is given by

HB = EMF + E1 +
∑

α,q

(E↑−
α (q) + E↓−

α (q))

+
∑

α,q,±

∑

ρ

Eρ±
α (q)

ˆ̃
φ†
ραk1±q

ˆ̃
φραk1±q, (6)

where
(

· · · , ˆ̃φ†
↑αk1−q,

ˆ̃φ†
↓αk1−q,

ˆ̃φ↑αk1+q,
ˆ̃φ↓αk1+q, · · ·

)T
=

MqÂq, Mq the Bogoliubov transformation matrix sat-
isfying MqΣM

†
q = Σ, and Σ is a diagonal matrix with
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every four diagonal matrix elements given by−1,−1, 1, 1.
The quasi-particle energy Eρ±

α (q) can be solved from
the generalized secular equation |Hq − λΣ| = 0.
Before we write down the expression of LHY en-

ergy, we need to rewrite gρρ′ in terms of scattering
length aρρ′ through regularization relation gρρ′ = Uρρ′ +
(U2

ρρ′/V )
∑

k 1/k
2 [33] where Uρρ′ = 4πaρρ′ . The LHY

energy is therefore given by

ELHY = E1 +
∑

α,q

[

(E↑−
α (q) + E↓−

α (q)) +

(

∑

m+l=i+j

∑

ρ,ρ′

(Uρρ′n)2

2
φ∗
ρmφ∗

ρ′lφρ′iφρj

)(

∑

±

1

(αk1 ± q)2

)]

, (7)

where the summation converges quickly for large momen-
tum due to regularization. In contrast, the divergence of
LHY energy was removed by dimensional regularization
in Ref. [32].
Self-bound quantum droplet with stripe With the ex-

plicit expressions of MF energy Eq.(3) and LHY cor-
rection Eq.(7), we are ready to investigate the inter-
play between SOC, RC and interactions in the forma-
tion of droplet. We take Er ≡ k2

r/2 and kr as en-
ergy and momentum units respectively. The dimension-
less version of MF and LHY energies are given in ap-
pendix. In the following numerical calculations, we use
the parameters a↑↑ = a↓↓ ≡ a = 89.08a0, a↑↓ = −1.1a
where a0 is the Bohr radius. Correspondingly, we de-
fine U ≡ 4πa = U↑↑ = U↓↓. And before the effect
of SOC is considered, the recoil momentum is fixed at
kr = 2π × 106m−1(or equivalently akr ≈ 0.0296).
When implementing the numerical calculations, we

introduce two cutoffs: C1 is for the ground-state
ansatz, Eq.(2), and C2 is for the diagonalization of the
otherwise infinite-dimensional Bogoliubov Hamiltonian,
Eq.(4). We have numerically verified the convergence of
wavefunctions and LHY energies, and find that the choice
of C1 = 9 and C2 = 39 can produce sufficiently accurate
results. The condensate fraction at m = 9 is about 10−14

of the total density. In our calculations, the two charac-
teristic momenta,

√
gn and

√
Ω, are at most of the same

order of the recoil momentum kr. The momentum cut-
off C2kr is much larger than any of them. Therefore,
throughout our calculations, we set C1 = 9 and C2 = 39.
We first minimize the mean-field energy at fixed to-

tal density n to determine variational parameters φρm

and γ. It shows that, at low densities, the mean-field
energy per particle εMF shows linear dependence on den-
sity, and can be fitted by εMF = c0 + c1(Un/Er). The
density-independent background energy appears due to
Raman energy in Eq.(3), and thus c0 depends strongly
on the strength of RC, while the proportionality coef-
ficient c1, as shown in Fig.1, weakly relies on the RC
strength in the considered regime. Both c0 and c1 are
irrelevant to the strength of SOC, kr, since the MF en-
ergy has been rescaled in the unit of Er. Moreover, c1 is

negative throughout the considered regime, which indi-
cates the tendency to collapse in the mean field and thus
higher-order correction is necessary to stabilize such a
system.

In the low density region, the mean-field density dis-
tribution exhibits stripes as in the low RC limit in re-
pulsive BEC-gas [27]. As has been studied [17, 27, 29],
in experiments on 87Rb atoms, stripe phase exists only
for very small Ω (<∼ 0.2Er), and stripes cannot be de-
tected directly in the absoption imaging. In contrast,
the stripe phase of the quantum droplet can survive in
a much larger range of RC, of the order of several Er.
This result can be obtained in the variational theory [27]
of a Bose gas with SOC, where the stripe phase and the
plane-wave phase can all be described. In the low den-
sity limit with strong SOC, there is a transition between

these two phases at a critical RC, ΩI-II = 4Er

√

2γ
1+2γ

where γ = (g− g↑↓)/(g+ g↑↓) (see Eq.(12) in [27]). Con-
sequently, we can reach a conclusion that in a quantum
droplet with Ω < 4Er and strong SOC, stripe phase is
favored. Compared to the BEC case with repulsive iner-
species interaction where ΩI-II <∼ 0.2Er, one can draw
the conclusion that it is the strong inter-species attrac-
tion that significantly enlarges the region of stripe phase.

We compute the LHY energy by solving excitation
spectra and numerically performing the integration in
Eq.(7). As in the case without SOC [5], the lowest exci-
tation spectrum at qx ≈ 0 and 2kr has small imaginary
part. When performing the numerical integration, we
keep all the real and imaginary contributions in the exci-
tation energies. Even though the resulting LHY energy
is complex, the imaginary part is at least three orders
smaller in magnitude than the real part in the parameter
region that we are considering, i.e. with low density and
strong SOC. Consequently, the imaginary parts can be
safely omitted in the ensuing calculations as in the case
without SOC [5].

Notice that LHY energy is a function of three di-
mensionless parameters, Un/Er, Ω/Er and akr (see
Eq.(A.9)) whereas the MF energy depends only on the
first two parameters as can be seen in Eq.(A.8). In the
dilute limit, in terms of Un/Er, the LHY energy per par-
ticle can be fitted by the formula εLHY = c2(Un/Er) +
c3(Un/Er)

3/2, where c2 and c3 are positive fitting param-
eters. Compared to the case without SOC, in addition
to the usual term proportional to n3/2, a linear repulsive
term appears in the LHY energy which will be discussed
later.

The coefficient c2, as shown in Fig.1, has a roughly
quadratic dependence on RC strength while c3 remains
constant in the range of 0 < Ω < 3Er, in agreement with
the preceding work [32]. Also, such a behavior occurs in
the Rabi-coupled case [34] where the coefficient of usual
n3/2 term in LHY energy is free of Ω. For Ω > 3Er,
only low density region can be sampled, and while the
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0 1 2 3 4
0.00

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

Ω/Er

|c1|

c2

c3

FIG. 1. Three fitting coefficients c1, c2 and c3 in MF en-
ergy and LHY energy vs the strength of Raman coupling Ω
at akr ≈ 0.0296. c1 is negative and has been shown by its
magnitude for convenient comparison with c2.

fitted c1 and c2 remains reliable, the value of c3, which
determines the behavior of the LHY energy in the higher
density region, can not be trusted due to the deficiency
of sampling.

0.001 0.010 0.100 1
-0.008

-0.006

-0.004

-0.002

0.000

0.002

Un/Er

�

/E
r

�=1 /2

�=3 /2

�=5 /2

�=7 /2

FIG. 2. Sampled points (dots) and fitting functions (solid
lines) of total energy per particle ε = εMF + εLHY for several
Raman coupling strengths at akr ≈ 0.0296. The constant
energy background from the MF energy has been subtracted
for comparison.

Including both MF and LHY energies, the total en-
ergy per particle in the droplet regime is shown in Fig.2.
Near the collapse point of the MF energy, contrary to
the monotonously decreasing tendency of the MF energy
with density, the total energy has a minimum, because
the repulsive LHY energy overcomes the attractive MF
energy at larger densities. As discussed above, the MF
wavefunction shows density modulation. Therefore, in
the droplet regime, the self-bound stripe phase exists and
can survive for even larger Raman coupling compared to
the BEC gas regime [17, 27, 29].

Although the general analytic total energy per particle

0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30

10
17

10
18

10
19

10
20

akr

n
d
/m

-
3

Ω=1 /2

Ω=3 /2

Ω=5 /2

FIG. 3. Droplet density nd versus SOC strength kr for several
RC strengths. With RC fixed, the stronger the SOC is, the
smaller the equilibrium density of droplet becomes. When
SOC is strong enough, for example at akr ≈ 0.32 for Ω =
1/2Er, the droplet state disappears and the system expands
without an external trap.

is inaccessible in the presence of SOC and RC, it can be
approximated by adding together the fitted MF and LHY
energies, ε = c0+(c2−|c1|)(Un/Er)+c3(Un/Er)

3/2 with
c0,1,2,3 all fitted numerically. The equilibrium density of
self-bound droplet can obtained by solving zero-pressure
condition, i.e. P = ∂ε/∂V = 0, yielding Und/Er =
4(|c1| − c2)

2/9c23 for |c1| − c2 ≥ 0.

We now discuss the role played by RC strength on
droplet formation. The dependence of droplet on RC
is similar to the case in uniform Rabi-coupled binary
mixture which has been reported in 3D [34] and lower
dimensions [35]. The similarity stems from the gapped
single-particle spectrum. Without RC, the single-particle
spectra of both components are gapless. The finite RC
induces coupling between the two components leading to
the new quasi-particle spectra, with the lower one gap-
less and the higher one gapped. Due to the gapped mode,
LHY correction per particle acquires a positive term lin-
ear in density n in addition to the n3/2 term, as men-
tioned above.

As Ω increases, the rapid increase of c2 results in the
decreasing of |c1| − c2 in magnitude, which is mani-
fest in Fig.1, with c3 remaining almost constant, mak-
ing it easier to counterbalance the attractive MF energy.
Thus the equilibrium density of droplet is smaller for
larger Ω as shown in Fig.2. A critical point is reached
at |c1| = c2, as shown in Fig.1 where Ωc ≈ 3.5Er at
akr ≈ 0.0296. Above this point, the total energy in-
creases monotonously with density since both c2 − |c1|
and c3 are positive, and thereby no self-bound droplet
can exist. A similar droplet-gas transition has been re-
ported theoretically in Rabi-coupled binary mixture in
both 3D [34] and lower dimensions [35].

It is easier to consider the dependence on SOC strength
as kr (Er ≡ k2

r/2) serves as the momentum (energy)
unit. From the dimensionless expression of MF and LHY
energies Eq.(A.8) and Eq.(A.9), it’s easy to see that the
MF energy only depends on Un/Er and Ω/Er, and so
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does the excitation energy Eρ±
α (q). With fixed reduced

interaction Un/Er and Raman coupling Ω/Er, the LHY
energy is proportional to kr, and as a consequence, the
fitting parameters in LHY energy, c2 and c3 are both
linearly proportional to kr. Since c1 is independent of
kr, increasing SOC strength kr has the same effect as
increasing RC strength Ω. Although the energy unit Er

is also increased in the same process, the overall effect of
increasing SOC strength is, as shown in Fig.3, decreasing
equilibrium density of droplet. And finally above some
specific value, no droplet can exist any more.

Conclusion and Discussion In current experiment on
39K, the droplet state has been realized in the mixture of
hyperfine states |1,−1〉 and |1, 0〉 by tunning scattering
lengths [5, 11–13], but the artificial SOC has not been re-
alized in this system. In contrast, in 87Rb systems [17, 18]
the SOC has been realized and the stripe state has been
observed, but tunning the interactions in this system has
not been achieved. Our results could be tested experi-
mentally if the interactions can be tuned and the artificial

SOC can be generated in the same system.
In conclusion, we have studied the quantum droplet

state of a uniform binary Bose gas in the presence of 1D
spin-orbit-coupling and Raman coupling, and find that
ground state can display density modulation of the stripe
phase in the low Ω regime [27, 28]. The density modula-
tion can survive for much larger Ω than in the BEC gas
state with inter-species interaction. Compared to the
case without SOC, the droplet density can be tuned by
changing the strength of SOC and RC. With the increase
of SOC and RC, the droplet density can be reduced by
several orders of magnitude, and eventually to the zero
limit at a critical kr or Ω. We plan to study the finite-
size effect of the quantum droplet with SOC in the future
work.

Appendix

Dimensionless MF and LHY energies per particle are
given by

EMF/(NEr) =
∑

m

∑

ρρ′

(

(mγ − σz)
2 − Ω

2
σx

)

ρρ′

φ∗
ρmφρ′m +

∑

m+l=i+j

∑

ρρ′

Uρρ′n

2
φ∗
ρmφ∗

ρ′lφρ′iφρj , (A.8)

ELHY /(NEr) = (akr)
1

π2(Un)

∑

α

∫ γ

0

∫ γC2

−γC2

∫ γC2

−γC2

dqxdqydqz

[

(E↑−
α (q) + E↓−

α (q))−
∑

±

(

(αγ − qx ± 1)2 + q2y

+ q2z − µ+ Un+
U↑↓n

2

)

+

(

∑

m+l=i+j

∑

ρρ′

Uρρ′n

2
φ∗
ρmφ∗

ρ′lφρ′iφρj

)(

1/2

(αγ ± qx)2 + q2y + q2z

)]

, (A.9)

where Ω, Uρρ′n and excitation spectra Eρ−
α are in the

unit of Er.
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