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In this paper, we investigate the spin and tunneling dynamics of a spin-orbit-coupled noninteracting

Bose-Einstein condensate in a periodically driven non-Hermitian double-well potential. Under high-frequency

driving, we obtain the effective time-averaged Hamiltonian by using the standard time-averaging method, and

analytically calculate the Floquet quasienergies, revealing that the parity-time (PT )-breaking phase transition

appears even for arbitrarily small non-Hermitian parameters when the spin-orbit coupling strength takes

half-integer value, irrespective of the values of other parameters used. When the system is PT -symmetric

with balanced gain and loss, we find numerically and analytically that in the broken PT -symmetric regions,

there will exist the net spin current together with a vanishing atomic current, if we drop the contribution of

the exponential growth of the norm to the current behaviors. When the system is non-PT -symmetric, though

the quasienergies are partial complex, a stable net spin current can be generated by controlling the periodic

driving field, which is accompanied by a spatial localization of the condensate in the well with gain. The results

deepen the understanding of non-Hermitian physics and could be useful for engineering a variety of devices for

spintronics.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Over the years an intense research effort has been made

to investigate non-Hermitian systems both theoretically and

experimentally[1, 2]. In conventional quantum mechanics, the

Hermiticity requirement of a Hamiltonian guarantees the re-

ality of the energy spectrum and conserved total probability.

However, it is ubiquitous in nature that the quantum prob-

ability (the norm of the state) is effectively not conserved

due to the exchange of energy, particles, and information be-

tween the environment and the quantum subsystem of our

interest[3]. An important development in the physics of non-

Hermitian systems was the discovery, by Carl Bender and

co-workers, that a broad class of non-Hermitian Hamiltoni-

ans can exhibit purely real spectra as long as the system pos-

sesses a combined parity and time-reversal symmetry, that is,

parity-time (PT ) symmetry[4, 5]. A distinctive characteris-

tic in PT -symmetric systems is the spontaneous-symmetry-

breaking phase transition, where the spectrum changes from

all real (exact phase) to complex (broken phase) when the

gain-loss coefficient exceeds a critical threshold. The ex-

ploitation of PT -symmetric systems with static (i.e., time-

independent) potentials has been prolific. Recently, manip-

ulation of the spontaneous PT -symmetry breaking (and non-

Hermitian physics) by making use of periodic driving schemes

has also attracted much attention[6–22]. For example, as

shown in Refs. [10, 20], the spontaneous-symmetry-breaking

phase transition emerges even for arbitrarily weak gain-loss

coefficient by adjusting the parameters of periodic driving

∗Corresponding author: xiaobingluo2013@aliyun.com

field.

On another front, there have been remarkable progresses

and research activities in the study of the quantum dynamics

of Bose-Einstein condensates (BECs) in a double-well poten-

tial, due to the fundamental significance and numerous po-

tential applications. The prototypical system of an atomic

BEC in a double-well potential represents a bosonic Joseph-

son junction (BJJ)[23, 24], i.e., a bosonic analogue of the

well-known superconducting Josephson junction[25], and the

coherent dynamical behaviors such as the Josephson oscilla-

tions (JO) and macroscopic quantum self-trapping (MQST)

have been observed experimentally[26, 27]. Early theoreti-

cal efforts have already been carried out in generalizing the

Josephson junctions with scalar condensates to mixtures[28–

31], or spinors[32–37], and a variety of fundamental tunnel-

ing phenomena have been uncovered. On the other hand,

the controlled removal of atoms from a Bose-Einstein con-

densate (BEC) was realized by using the experimental tech-

nique based on the electron microscopy[38, 39], which pro-

motes the boson-Josephson junction manipulated by a local

dissipation as a governable open quantum system for imple-

menting the switching between a self-trapping state and the

macroscopic quantum tunneling regime[40]. In addition, ex-

perimental realization of a PT -symmetric two-well system of

ultracold atoms is made possible by embedding it within ad-

ditional time-dependent wells which act as particle reservoirs,

as identified in the early proposal[41, 42].

Spin-orbit coupling (SOC), the interaction between the par-

ticle dynamics and its spin, has already been extensively stud-

ied in diverse branches of physics, which contributes to the

electronic fine structure of atoms and condensed matter phe-

nomena and applications like topological insulator[43], spin

Hall effect[44], and spintronic[45]. In cold atom systems,

http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.13198v1
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spin-orbit coupling can be generated experimentally by cou-

pling two hyperfine states of atoms via a pair of counter-

propagating Raman lasers[46]. Such Raman-induced spin-

orbit coupling opens new possibilities for investigating the

Josephson effects (JEs) in two-component cold atom systems,

for which two components can be explained as two hyper-

fine (pseudospin) atomic states. Recently, the role played by

SOC on the tunneling dynamics of BECs in double-well po-

tentials were addressed in several works[47–54]. In Ref. [47],

Zhang and co-worker discovered that a net atomic spin cur-

rent termed as spin JEs can be induced by the spin-dependent

tunneling between two wells. Subsequently, Ref. [48] concen-

trated on the effect of atom-atom interactions and provided a

classic study of self-trapping dynamics of the spin polariza-

tion and population imbalances of each bosonic pseudospin

species. A parallel work analytically treated the quantum be-

havior of spin-orbit coupled BECs from the viewpoint of a

two-mode Bose-Hubbard-like Hamiltonian[50]. The dynam-

ical suppression of tunneling of spin-orbit-coupled noninter-

acting Bose-Einstein condensate in a double-well potential

under periodic driving were reported in Ref. [52]. We also

notice that two very similar four-level systems were studied in

Refs. [55, 56], which discussed the spin dynamics of a single

spin-orbit-coupled electron in a double quantum dot. In view

of the aforementioned achievements both in non-Hermitian

physics and spin-orbit-coupled BJJ, it is natural to ask the

following two important questions: can the PT -symmetry-

breaking phase transition be induced for arbitrarily weak gain-

loss coefficient if given certain suitably chosen values of SOC

strength? can the net atomic spin current still occur in the

non-Hermitian two-well system of cold atoms with SOC?

The aim of this paper is to answer the above concerns and

questions by investigating the non-Hermitian system of a spin-

orbit-coupled atom (or noninteracting Bose-Einstein conden-

sate) in a periodically driven double-well potential. Fortu-

nately, the answers to both of the questions above are def-

inite “yes”. In such a system, we have the following main

observations: (i) managing effective SOC alone can achieve

PT -symmetry-breaking transition for arbitrarily small non-

Hermitian parameters, which has the same effect as the use

of periodic driving schemes; (ii) despite existence of non-

Hermiticity, a net spin current (i.e., the atomic current is zero

while the spin current is nonzero), which is termed as spin

Josephson effects (JEs), can still exist, indicating that there

are spin exchanges but no net-particle tunneling between the

two wells of the potential.

II. MODEL

In the pioneering experiment by NIST group[46], the syn-

thetic SOC was successfully realized by coupling two hy-

perfine states of atoms via a pair of Raman lasers. Rely-

ing on this experimental setup, we consider a single ultra-

cold atom (or noninteracting BEC) with two hyperfine pseu-

dospin states | ↑〉 and | ↓〉 in a periodically driven open double-

well potential with synthetic SOC. Assuming that the pseu-

dospin bosonic atom occupies the lowest state of each well,

the quantum dynamics of a spin-orbit-coupled atom (or nonin-

teracting BEC) confined in a periodically driven open double

well can be rather generally described by the non-Hermitian

Hamiltonian[53, 57]

Ĥ =
∑

σ

[

(ε + iβl) n̂lσ − (ε + iβr) n̂rσ

]

+
Ω

2

∑

j,σ

ĉ
†
jσ

ĉ jσ
′ − ν

(

ĉ
†
l
T̂ ĉr + H.c.

)

. (1)

Here ĉ
†
j
=

(

ĉ
†
j↑, ĉ

†
j↓

)

, ĉ j =

(

ĉ j↑, ĉ j↓
)T

(superscript T stands

for the transpose), ĉ
†
jσ

(ĉ jσ) describes the creation (annihi-

lation) of a pseudospin σ =↑, ↓ boson in the jth ( j = l, r)

well, and H.c. denotes the Hermitian conjugate of the preced-

ing term. n̂ jσ = ĉ
†
jσ

ĉ jσ represents the number operator for

spin σ in the jth well, ν is the usual tunneling amplitude with-

out SOC, and Ω is the Raman coupling strength. The spin-

dependent hopping matrix T̂ = e−iπγσ̂z is obtained through

Peierls substitution[58], where σ̂z is the z component of Pauli

operator, and γ = 2d/λr (here, d is the distance of two trap

centers and λr = 2π/kr is the wavelength of the Raman laser)

characterizes the effective SOC strength. The tunneling is

controlled by out-of-phase periodic modulation of depths of

two wells of the potential, described by ε = α cos (ωt) with

α the driving amplitude and ω the driving frequency. In ad-

dition to the periodic driving, we incorporate gain and loss

mechanisms into the system, and, without loss of generality,

assume the non-Hermitian coefficient β j > 0, which indicates

that the left well experiences gain while the right well loss.

A schematic view of our model system is shown in figure 1.

Throughout this paper, we have set ~ = 1 and let the sys-

tem parameters α, ω, β j, ν, Ω be in units of the reference

frequency ω0 = 0.1Er = 2.25kHz with Er = ~
2k2

r / (2m) be-

ing the single-photon recoil energy, and time be normalized in

units of ω−1
0

. In the experiments[26, 46, 59, 60], the system

parameters can be adjusted in a wide range: ν, Ω, β j ∼ ω0 and

α ∼ ω ∈ [0, 100](ω0).

FIG. 1: (color online) Schematic view of (a) a spin-orbit-coupled

noninteracting BEC in a double well. Atoms are injected into the

left well (gain) and removed from the right well (loss). The two

wells of the potential are out-of-phase driven periodically. (b) The

dynamic process of the system, where the solid lines represent the

four modes and the dashed lines represent the Raman coupling and

the spin-dependent interwell tunneling.

Since the Hamiltonian (1) is periodic in time with period

τ = 2π/ω, the Floquet theorem tells us that there exists a

complete set of solutions to the time-dependent Schrödinger
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equation i∂|Ψ (t)〉/∂t = Ĥ|Ψ (t)〉 of the form |ψn (t)〉 =
e−iεnt|ϕn(t)〉, |ϕn(t)〉 = |ϕn(t + τ)〉, where |ϕn (t)〉 are Floquet

states and εn are quasienergies. The Floquet states can be ob-

tained by solving the eigenvalue equation

(

Ĥ − i
∂

∂t

)

|ϕn (t)〉 = εn|ϕn (t)〉. (2)

In general, it is hard to obtain the exact Floquet solutions

of Eq. (2), but the quantum dynamics can be investigated

analytically in high-frequency region where ω is far greater

than all other frequencies of the physical system. In the

high-frequency limit, the effective time-averaged Hamiltonian

can be derived by using a time-averaging method, which has

been routinely employed in periodically driven quantum sys-

tems. According to the well-established method, a static ef-

fective Hamiltonian can be obtained by time averaging of the

periodic-driving terms, i.e.,

Ĥeff =
ω

2π

∫ 2π
ω

0

dtŜ −1
[

−ν
(

ĉ
†
l↑e
−iπγ ĉr↑ + ĉ

†
l↓e

iπγĉr↓ + H.c.
)]

Ŝ

+
ω

2π

∫ 2π
ω

0

dtŜ −1

















∑

σ

(iβln̂lσ − iβrn̂rσ) +
Ω

2

∑

j,σ

ĉ
†
jσ

ĉ jσ
′

















Ŝ ,

(3)

where Ŝ = e−iA(t)
∑

σ (n̂lσ−n̂rσ) and A (t) =
∫ t

0
[α cos (ωt)]dt =

α
ω

sin (ωt). Implementing the integral in Eq. (3), we get the

effective Hamiltonian

Ĥeff =

∑

σ

(iβln̂lσ − iβrn̂rσ)

+
Ω

2

∑

j,σ

ĉ
†
jσ

ĉ jσ
′ −

(

ĉ
†
l↑Jĉr↑ + ĉ

†
l↓J
∗ĉr↓ + H.c.

)

, (4)

where J = νe−iπγJ0

(

2α
ω

)

with J0

(

2α
ω

)

being the zeroth-order

Bessel function of variable 2α
ω

.

We can solve the eigenvalue equation with the time-

independent effective Hamiltonian (4),

Ĥeff|ϕ′n〉 = En|ϕ′n〉, (5)

where |ϕ′n〉 and En are eigenvectors and eigenvalues, respec-

tively.

Note that the unitary transformation operator Ŝ has the

same period τ = 2π/ω as the Hamiltonian (1). Thus, through

the inverse transformation, we can construct the approximate

expressions of Floquet solutions to the original Hamiltonian

(1) as follows

|ψn (t)〉 = |ϕn (t)〉e−iεnt
= Ŝ |ϕ′n〉e−iEn t, (6)

where |ϕn (t)〉 = Ŝ |ϕ′n〉 inherits the period of the driving force,

satisfying |ϕn (t + τ)〉 = |ϕn (t)〉. This implies that |ϕn (t)〉 =
Ŝ |ϕ′n〉 are the so-called Floquet states and the eigenvalues En

in Eq. (5) are the corresponding analytical quasienergies.

Taking the σ Wannier state | j, σ〉 = ĉ
†
jσ
|0〉 localized in the

jth ( j = l, r) well as basis, we expand the quantum state of sys-

tem (1) as |Ψ (t)〉 =
∑

j,σ c jσ (t) | j, σ〉, where c jσ (t) indicates

the probability amplitude of finding a pseudospin-σ atom to

be localized in the jth well. In the Wannier representation,

the Hamiltonian operators can be represented in form of 4× 4

matrix. By diagonalizing the effective Hamiltonian (4), we

get the eigenvalues (approximate quasienergies) as

E1, 2 =
1

2

(

iβl − iβr ∓
√

m − w
)

, E3, 4 =
1

2

(

iβl − iβr ∓
√

m + w
)

,

(7)

where

m = 4 [νJ0 (2α/ω)]2
+ Ω2 − (βl + βr)

2,

w = 2Ω

√

4 [νJ0 (2α/ω)]2 cos2 (γπ) − (βl + βr)2. (8)

The analytical Floquet states and quasienergies provide ba-

sic concepts and tools for treatment of the periodically driven

system (1), from which all available time-dependent informa-

tion about the system can be deduced. At any time, the quan-

tum state can be expanded in the basis of the Floquet eigen-

states, namely,

|Ψ (t)〉 =
4

∑

n=1

an|ϕn (t)〉e−iεnt
=

4
∑

n=1

anŜ |ϕ′n〉e−iEn t, (9)

where an are components of the quantum state, which are

time-independent and determined by the initial state, i.e.,

|Ψ (t = 0)〉 =
∑4

n=1 an|ϕn (t = 0)〉.

III. CURRENTS IN THE PT -SYMMETRIC SYSTEMS

First, we consider the situation of balanced gain and loss,

where the loss (gain) coefficients of two wells take the same

values, βl = βr = β. In such situation, Hamiltonian (1) is PT
symmetric because of P̂T̂ Ĥ = ĤP̂T̂ , where the parity operator

P̂ corresponds to the exchange of the two wells numbered by l

and r, and the time reversal operator is defined as T̂ : t + t0 →
−t + t0 (t0 is an appropriate time point), i→ −i.

In this work, our focus is placed on the current behaviors

of non-Hermitian system under action of SOC and periodic

driving. To this end, we introduce the population imbalance

between the two wells

Pa = 〈Ψ (t)| ς |Ψ (t)〉 = 〈Ψ (t)|ẑ ⊗ Î|Ψ (t)〉, (10)

and magnetization

Ps = 〈Ψ (t)| Λ |Ψ (t)〉 = 〈Ψ (t)|ẑ ⊗ σ̂z|Ψ (t)〉, (11)

where ẑ denotes the position operator, ẑ =
∑

j=l,r〈 j|ẑ| j〉| j〉〈 j|,
and Î is the corresponding identity operator. By convention,

we set the center location of the double-well potential as the

origin of coordinates (such that 〈l|ẑ|l〉 = −〈r|ẑ|r〉), and drop

the additive physically-irreverent constant 〈|l|ẑ|l〉, which leads

the position operator to be simplified as ẑ = |l〉〈l| − |r〉〈r|. In

the Wannier representation, ς = ẑ ⊗ Î = diag (1, 1,−1,−1),
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Λ = ẑ ⊗ σ̂z = diag (1,−1,−1, 1), such that we have[50],

Pa =

∣

∣

∣cl↑
∣

∣

∣

2
+

∣

∣

∣cl↓
∣

∣

∣

2 −
∣

∣

∣cr↑
∣

∣

∣

2 −
∣

∣

∣cr↓
∣

∣

∣

2
,

Ps =

∣

∣

∣cl↑
∣

∣

∣

2 −
∣

∣

∣cl↓
∣

∣

∣

2 −
∣

∣

∣cr↑
∣

∣

∣

2
+

∣

∣

∣cr↓
∣

∣

∣

2
. (12)

The corresponding atomic density current (Ia) and the spin

current (Is) are given by[47, 50]

Ia =
d〈Ψ (t) |ς|Ψ (t)〉

dt
, Is =

d〈Ψ (t) |Λ|Ψ (t)〉
dt

. (13)

According to the Schrödinger equation and the definition of

currents, the atomic current and the spin current can be calcu-

lated as

Ia =2βl(
∣

∣

∣cl↑
∣

∣

∣

2
+

∣

∣

∣cl↓
∣

∣

∣

2
) + 2βr(

∣

∣

∣cr↑
∣

∣

∣

2
+ |cr↓

∣

∣

∣

2
)

+ 2νIm(e−iπγcl↓c
∗
r↓ − eiπγcr↓c

∗
l↓ + eiπγcl↑c

∗
r↑ − e−iπγc∗l↑cr↑),

Is =2βl(
∣

∣

∣cl↑
∣

∣

∣

2 −
∣

∣

∣cl↓
∣

∣

∣

2
) + 2βr(

∣

∣

∣cr↑
∣

∣

∣

2 −
∣

∣

∣cr↓
∣

∣

∣

2
)

− 2νIm[(e−iπγcr↑c
∗
l↑ − eiπγcl↑c

∗
r↑ + e−iπγcl↓c

∗
r↓ − eiπγcr↓c

∗
l↓)

− ΩIm(cl↑c
∗
l↓ − c∗l↑cl↓ + cr↓c

∗
r↑ − cr↑c

∗
r↓)]. (14)
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FIG. 2: (color online) Time-evolution curves of the population im-

balance and magnetization (left column), and the atomic and spin

currents (right column), obtained from the PT -symmetric system

(1) with the initial state prepared as |Ψ (0)〉 = (

cl↑, cl↓, cr↑, cr↓
)T
=

(

1√
2
, 0, 0, 1√

2

)T
. The parameters are ν = 2, Ω = 1, β = 0.2, ω = 20,

with (a)-(b) α = 40, γ = 0; (c)-(d) α = 40, γ = 0.5; (e)-(f)

α = 24, γ = 0. The blue solid line in the left column represents the

population imbalance, and the red dashed line represents the magne-

tization; in the right column the blue solid line represents the atomic

current, and the red dashed line represents the spin current. In panel

(d), we put an inset with blue border for clear illustration of the ex-

ponential growth of the atomic current.

In figure 2, we exhibit the time evolutions of population

imbalance, magnetization, spin current and atomic current

by numerically solving the time-dependent Schrödinger equa-

tion with Hamiltonian (1) for fixed parameters ν = 2, Ω =

1, β = 0.2, ω = 20. The initial state is taken as |Ψ (0)〉 =

(

cl↑, cl↓, cr↑, cr↓
)T
=

(

1√
2
, 0, 0, 1√

2

)T

. The blue solid line in the

left (right) column represents population imbalance (atomic

current), respectively, and the red dashed line in the left (right)

column denotes magnetization (spin current), respectively. In

figure 2 (a)-(b), under the condition of α = 40 and γ = 0,

we reveal that both the population imbalance (magnetization)

and the atomic (spin) current exhibit periodic and stable oscil-

lations, which implies that the system is in the unbroken PT
phase. When the driving amplitude is fixed and only the effec-

tive SOC strength is changed to γ = 0.5, as shown in figure 2

(c)-(d), we observe that the population imbalance and atomic

current increase exponentially without bound, while the mag-

netization and spin current oscillate up and down around zero

with oscillation amplitude increasing continuously, indicating

that the system enters into the broken PT phase. In figure

2 (d), we put an inset with blue border to clearly show the

smooth exponential growth of the atomic current. Likewise,

the transition from periodic (bounded) oscillation (unbroken

PT phase) to secular (unbounded) growth (brokenPT phase)

can be also achieved by tuning the driving parameters, as illus-

trated in figure 2 (e)-(f), where we only change the the driv-

ing amplitude to α = 24 and keep all the other parameters

unchanged as compared to figure 2 (a)-(b). The numerical re-

sults illustrate that apart from periodic driving schemes, the

management of SOC strength provides a flexible alternative

to control the PT phase transition.

Like in the undrvien system, the Floquet PT -symmetric

system (1) will be said to be in the unbrokenPT phase when-

ever the quasienergies are all real, whereas it is said to be

in the broken PT phase if complex conjugate quasienergies

arise. The analytical expressions of quasienergies (7) allow us

to determine the accurate boundaries between the unbroken

PT and broken PT phases. From Eq. (7), under balanced

gain and loss, the quasienergies become

E1 = −E2 = −
1

2
ρ1, E3 = −E4 = −

1

2
ρ2,

ρ1 =
√

m − w, ρ2 =
√

m + w,

m = 4ν2J2
0 (2α/ω) + Ω2 − 4β2,

w = 4Ω

√

[

νJ0 (2α/ω) cos (γπ)
]2 − β2. (15)

If the following two parameter relationships

[νJ0 (2α/ω)]2 cos2 (γπ) > β2,

4[νJ0 (2α/ω)]2
+ Ω2 − 4β2

> 4Ω

√

[νJ0 (2α/ω)]2 cos2 (γπ) − β2,

(16)

are satisfied, we obtain four all-real quasienergies, then the

system is in the unbroken PT phase. Otherwise, if either one

of the parametric relations in Eq. (16) is not satisfied, at least

two of the quasienergies will become complex, then the sys-

tem is in the broken PT phase. The “=” signs taken in in-

equalities of (16) give the boundary (phase transition point)

between unbrokenPT -symmetric and brokenPT -symmetric

regions. According to Eq. (15), we have drawn the phase
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FIG. 3: Phase diagrams obtained by numerically calculating |Im(E2)| + |Im(E4)|, according to Eq. (15), in the parameter space (a) (γ, 2α/ω)

with β = 0.2, (b) (γ, β) with 2α/ω = 4, (c) (2α/ω, β) with γ = 0. The different map colors specify different values of |Im(E2)| + |Im(E4)|. The

blue areas with |Im(E2)| + |Im(E4)| = 0 indicate the unbroken PT -symmetric regions where the quasienergies are entirely real, and the red

lines are the boundaries between the unbroken and broken PT -symmetric regions, across which the quasienergies change from being all real

to partial complex. Note that when |Im(E2)| + |Im(E4)| = 0, all of quasienergies are real.

diagram by numerically computing the values of |Im(E2)| +
|Im(E4)|, as shown in figure 3. By virtue of the relations

E1 = −E2, E3 = −E4, we know that if |Im(E2)| + |Im(E4)| = 0

holds, all quasienergies naturally have no imaginary part.

Thus, the blue areas with |Im(E2)|+|Im(E4)| = 0 correspond to

the unbroken PT -symmetric regions where the quasienergy

spectrum is entirely real, and the areas with other colors cor-

respond to the broken PT -symmetric regions. In figure 3 (a),

we set the parameter β = 0.2 and plot | Im (E2)| + | Im (E4)|
as a function of γ and 2α/ω, where the red lines mark the

boundary between unbroken PT -symmetric and broken PT -

symmetric regions. From figure 3 (a), it is clearly seen that

when either the driving parameters 2α/ω take the zeros of

Bessel function such as 2α/ω = 2.4, 5.52..., or the effec-

tive SOC is half-integer such as γ = 0.5, 1.5..., the system

is always in broken PT phase. The PT phase transition

can also be observed in the parameter space (γ, β) with fixed

2α/ω = 4 and the parameter space (2α/ω, β) with γ = 0,

as shown in figures 3 (b) and (c) respectively. From these

two plots, we further observe that when the effective SOC

takes half-integer value or the driving parameters 2α/ω take

the zeros of Bessel function, the PT -symmetry-breaking oc-

curs for arbitrarily small gain-loss coefficient. The salient fea-

tures can be readily inferred from the analytical expressions of

quasienergies (15), where we find that whenJ0 (2α/ω) = 0 or

cos (γπ) = 0, the term w = 4Ω

√

[

νJ0 (2α/ω) cos (γπ)
]2 − β2

becomes purely imaginary for arbitrarily small β. This implies

that managing effective SOC alone can allow for spontaneous

PT -symmetry-breaking transition for arbitrary values of the

gain and loss parameter, which has the same effect as the use

of periodic driving schemes.

As a next step we make further investigations on the current

behaviors of the non-Hermitian system in both unbroken and

broken PT phases. In the non-Hermitian system, the norm

of the vector state (the quantum probability) N = 〈Ψ | Ψ〉 =
Σ j,σ|c j,σ|2 is not conserved with time evolution. To eliminate

the contribution of the norm to the physical quantities, we de-

fine the normalized population imbalance and the magnetiza-

tion as

Pan =
Pa

N
, Psn =

Ps

N
, (17)

and normalized atomic current and spin current,

Ian =
dPan

dt
, Isn =

dPsn

dt
. (18)

The above definition is more physically reasonable to reflect

the population transfer and current behaviors. Especially,

when the system is in the broken PT phase, the norm N of

quantum states will exponentially amplify with time due to the

appearance of complex quasienergies. Therefore, it is neces-

sary to cancel the contribution from the growth of the norm to

the atomic population exchange and spin exchange between

the two wells of the potential[9, 61].

0 5 10 15 20 25
-1

0

1

P

Pa

Ps

0 5 10 15 20 25

-2

0

2

I

Ia
Is

0 5 10 15 20 25
t

-1

0

1

P

Pan

Psn

0 5 10 15 20 25
t

-2

0

2

I

Ian

Isn

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 4: Time-evolution curves of the population imbalance and mag-

netization (left column), and the atomic and spin currents (right col-

umn), obtained from the original system (1) with the initial state pre-

pared as |Ψ (0)〉 = (

cl↑, cl↓, cr↑, cr↓
)T
=

(

1√
2
, 0, 0, 1√

2

)T
. The pa-

rameters are ν = 2, Ω = 1, γ = 0, ω = 20, α = 40, with (a)-(b)

β = 0 and (c)-(d) β = 0.2. In panels (c) and (d), all physical quantities

have been normalized.

As reported in Ref. [47], a net spin current (i.e., the spin

current is nonzero while atomic current is zero) can be in-

duced in spin-orbit-coupled BJJ for weak Raman coupling. In

the Hermitian case, our numerical investigation reveals that

such a net spin current (together with a vanishing atomic cur-
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rent) can be observable for arbitrary values of Raman cou-

pling strength, when the system is initialized in state |Ψ (0)〉 =
(

cl↑, cl↓, cr↑, cr↓
)T
=

(

1√
2
, 0, 0, 1√

2

)T

. As an example, we

take the parameter set, βl = βr = 0, ν = 2, Ω = 1, γ =

0, ω = 20, α = 40, and from the time-dependent Schrödinger

equation with Hamiltonian (1), we plot the time evolution of

population imbalance (magnetization) and the atomic (spin)

current given by the formula (14) in figures 4 (a) and (b)

respectively. As expected, figures 4 (a) and (b) show that

the magnetization and spin current exhibit periodic oscilla-

tion, while the population imbalance and atomic current are

always zero. When introducing the balanced gain and loss

term βl = βr = 0.2 and keeping the other parameters fixed,

the system is in the unbrokenPT phase, and figures 4 (c) and

(d) show that all normalized physical quantities such as the

population imbalance (magnetization) and the atomic (spin)

current exhibit periodic oscillations, which indicates that the

net spin current is destroyed by the non-Hermiticity in the un-

broken PT -symmetric region.

Now we move on to investigate the current behaviors

in the broken PT -symmetric region. When the non-

Hermiticity degree β is sufficiently strong, the term w in

Eq. (15) becomes a purely imaginary number, w = iw′ =

i4Ω

√

β2 −
[

νJ0 (2α/ω) cos (γπ)
]2

. According to Eq. (15), we

get

E1,2 = ∓
1

2

√
m − iw

′
= ∓1

2

(

m2
+ w

′2
)

1
4

(

cos
φ
′

2
+ i sin

φ
′

2

)

,

E3,4 = ∓
1

2

√
m + iw

′
= ∓1

2

(

m2
+ w

′2
)

1
4

(

− cos
φ
′

2
+ i sin

φ
′

2

)

,

(19)

where we have defined m − iw
′
=

(

m2
+ w

′2
)

1
2

eiφ
′

and m +

iw
′
=

(

m2
+ w

′2
)

1
2

ei(2π−φ′ ). For sufficiently strong gain-loss

coefficient β, we have m < 0,w
′
> 0 and φ

′ ∈
(

π, 3π
2

)

, such

that

Im (E2) = Im (E4) =
1

2

(

m2
+ w

′2
)

1
4

sin
φ
′

2
> 0,

Im (E1) = Im (E3) = −1

2

(

m2
+ w

′2
)

1
4

sin
φ
′

2
< 0. (20)

That is to say, the imaginary parts of quasienergies E1 and E3

in Eq. (15) are negative, and the imaginary parts of quasiener-

gies E2 and E4 are positive.

To gain analytical insight into the current behaviors in the

broken PT -symmetric region, we expand the quantum state

at the initial time in the basis of Floquet modes, i.e., |Ψ (0)〉 =
∑4

n=1 an |ϕn(0)〉 =
∑4

n=1 an

∣

∣

∣

∣

ϕ
′

n

〉

. At time t, the wave function

evolves according to Eq. (9). As time increases, the compo-

nents an with Im(En) > 0 will exponentially grow, and that of

negative Im(En) exponentially decays. Thus, the asymptotic

solution of the time-evolved quantum state can be written as

|Ψ (t → ∞)〉 = a2 |ϕ2(t)〉 e−iε2t
+ a4 |ϕ4(t)〉 e−iε4t

= eIm(E2)t
(

a2Ŝ

∣

∣

∣

∣
ϕ
′

2

〉

e−iRe(E2)t
+ a4Ŝ

∣

∣

∣

∣
ϕ
′

4

〉

e−iRe(E4)t
)

,

(21)

where Ŝ = diag
(

e−i α
ω

sin(ωt), e−i α
ω

sin(ωt), ei α
ω

sin(ωt), ei α
ω

sin(ωt)
)

.

From Eq. (21), we have the asymptotic norm

N (t → ∞) = 〈Ψ (t→ ∞)| Ψ (t → ∞)〉

= e2Im(E2)t
(

|a2|2
〈

ϕ
′

2

∣

∣

∣ ϕ
′

2

〉

+ |a4|2
〈

ϕ
′

4

∣

∣

∣ ϕ
′

4

〉)

+ e2Im(E2 )t
(

a∗2a4

〈

ϕ
′

2

∣

∣

∣ ϕ
′

4

〉

eiRe(E2−E4)t
+ H.c.

)

,

(22)

and the asymptotic population imbalance and magnetization

Pa (t→ ∞) = 〈Ψ (t→ ∞)| ς |Ψ (t → ∞)〉

= e2Im(E2)t
(

|a2|2
〈

ϕ
′

2

∣

∣

∣ ς
∣

∣

∣

∣

ϕ
′

2

〉

+ |a4|2
〈

ϕ
′

4

∣

∣

∣ ς
∣

∣

∣

∣

ϕ
′

4

〉

)

+ e2Im(E2 )t
(

a∗2a4

〈

ϕ
′

2

∣

∣

∣ ς
∣

∣

∣

∣

ϕ
′

4

〉

eiRe(E2−E4 )t
+ H.c.

)

,

(23)

Ps (t → ∞) = 〈Ψ (t → ∞)| Λ |Ψ (t→ ∞)〉

= e2Im(E2)t
(

|a2|2
〈

ϕ
′

2

∣

∣

∣ Λ
∣

∣

∣

∣
ϕ
′

2

〉

+ |a4|2
〈

ϕ
′

4

∣

∣

∣ Λ
∣

∣

∣

∣
ϕ
′

4

〉

)

+ e2Im(E2 )t
(

a∗2a4

〈

ϕ
′

2

∣

∣

∣ Λ
∣

∣

∣

∣

ϕ
′

4

〉

eiRe(E2−E4)t
+ H.c.

)

.

(24)

In principle, we can explicitly derive the asymptotic forms

of all the physical quantities by inserting the eigenvectors

|ϕ′n〉 of the effective Hamiltonian (3) into Eqs. (22), (23) and

(24). Nevertheless, the derivation process is rather tedious and

lengthy for general effective SOC strength. For simplicity, we

take γ = 0 as an example for illustration. When γ = 0, the

quasienergies takes the simple form

E1,2 = ∓



















−Ω
2
+ i

√

β2 −
[

νJ0

(

2α

ω

)]2


















,

E3,4 = ∓



















Ω

2
+ i

√

β2 −
[

νJ0

(

2α

ω

)]2


















, (25)

with the corresponding eigenstates
∣

∣

∣

∣

ϕ
′

2

〉

=

(

ζ, ζ, 1, 1
)T

,
∣

∣

∣

∣
ϕ
′

4

〉

=

(

−ζ, ζ, −1, 1
)T

, where

ζ = i

(

β+
√
β2−ν2J2

0 ( 2α
ω )

νJ0( 2α
ω )

)

. Armed with these, we immedi-

ately have

N (t→ ∞) = 2
(

|a2|2 + |a4|2
) (

|ζ |2 + 1
)

e2Im(E2 )t, (26)

Pa (t→ ∞) = 2
(

|a2|2 + |a4|2
) (

|ζ |2 − 1
)

e2Im(E2)t, (27)
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Ps (t → ∞) = 2
(

1 − |ζ |2
) (

a∗2a4eiΩt
+ a∗4a2e−iΩt

)

e2Im(E2 )t.

(28)

According to Eq. (17), we obtain

Pan (t → ∞) =
Pa (t → ∞)

N
=
|ζ |2 − 1

|ζ |2 + 1
, (29)

Psn (t → ∞) =
Ps (t → ∞)

N
=

(

1 − |ζ |2
) (

a∗
2
a4eiΩt

+ a∗
4
a2e−iΩt

)

(

|ζ |2 + 1
) (

|a2|2 + |a4|2
) .

(30)

From the definition for normalized atomic current and spin

current, we get

Ian =
dPan

dt
(t→ ∞) = 0. (31)

Isn =
dPsn

dt
(t → ∞) =

2Ω
(

|ζ |2 − 1
)

Im
(

a∗
2
a4eiΩt

)

(

|ζ |2 + 1
) (

|a2|2 + |a4|2
) . (32)

Eqs. (31) and (32) mean that if we drop the contribution of

the exponential growth of the norm to the current in the broken

PT -symmetric region, for the case of γ = 0, the spin current

is nonzero while the atomic current is zero. Along the very

same line of reasoning, for the broken PT -symmetric phase,

we can analytically demonstrate that in the specific case of

γ = 0.5 (or half-integer values of γ), the situation is the same

as in γ = 0, where the normalized atomic current is zero and

normalized spin current is not zero. As we know, the normal-

ized current is more appropriate to quantify the non-Hermitian

physics than its unnormalized counterpart. In this sense, we

can say that the net spin current (zero Ian and nonzero Isn)

exists in the broken PT -symmetric region, which we find is

nevertheless not a general feature for arbitrary values of effec-

tive SOC strength. The above conclusions are independent of

the preparation of initial state.

In figure 5, we show the time-evolution curves of the nor-

malized physical quantities such as the population imbalance

(magnetization) and the atomic (spin) current, on the basis

of full numerical analysis of the system (1) with the same

initial state as before. The system parameters are fixed as

ν = 2, Ω = 1, ω = 20, α = 40, with (a)-(b) β = 0.8, γ = 0

and (c)-(d) β = 0.65, γ = 0.8. The main figures show the

time evolutions of the normalized physical quantities, and the

insets in each panel give the time evolutions of the unnormal-

ized counterparts. As illustrated in the two insets of the left

column, the unnormalized population imbalances (blue lines)

for both parameter sets show unbounded growth as a signature

of the broken PT phase. The difference is that the unnormal-

ized population imbalance shows smooth exponential behav-

ior for the case of γ = 0, while for γ = 0.8, due to the gen-

eral nature that the complex Floquet eigenstates are not neces-

sarily orthogonal in non-Hermitian system, the unnormalized

population imbalance shows oscillatory growth (exponential

0 40 80
t

-0.5

0
0.11

0.5

1

P

Psn Pan

0 40 80
-5
0
5

10
15

106

0 40 80
t

-2

-1.5

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

1.5

I

Isn Ian

0 40 80
-1

0

1
107

(a) (b)
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t
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0

0.5

1

P
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-2

0

2
105

0 40 80
t

-0.5

0

0.5

1

I

Isn Ian
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-2

0

2
105

(c) (d)

FIG. 5: Time-evolution curves of the population imbalance and mag-

netization (left column), and the atomic and spin currents (right col-

umn), obtained from the original system (1). The parameters are set

as ν = 2, Ω = 1, ω = 20, α = 40, with (a)-(b) β = 0.8, γ = 0

and (c)-(d) β = 0.65, γ = 0.8. The initial state is given by

|Ψ (0)〉 = (

cl↑, cl↓, cr↑, cr↓
)T
=

(

1√
2
, 0, 0, 1√

2

)T
. The main panels

show the time evolutions of the normalized physical quantities, and

the insets in each panel give the time evolutions of the counterparts

that are not normalized.

growth plus periodic oscillation), rather than smooth expo-

nential growth. As shown in figure 5 (a)-(b) with β = 0.8 and

γ = 0, the normalized population imbalance oscillates during

the initial short time interval, after which it is asymptotically

unchanged with time evolution, and as the time evolves, the

vanishing normalized atomic current will be a consequence

[see the blue line in main figure of panel (b)]. At the same

time, the normalized magnetization and normalized spin cur-

rent (see red dashed lines) show stable periodic oscillations

after a transient decay. When β = 0.65 and γ = 0.8 are set

as shown in figure 5 (c)-(d), the normalized population imbal-

ance rapidly tends to a small-amplitude periodic oscillation

around a nonzero value, and as a result, the normalized atomic

current asymptotically tends to a stable periodic oscillation

around zero with very small oscillating amplitude. Addition-

ally, the normalized magnetization and normalized spin cur-

rent exhibit stable periodic oscillations with large amplitude
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as the increase in time. As the numerical simulations demon-

strate, the net spin current (zero Ian and nonzero Isn) exists in

the broken PT -symmetric region, but it is truly not a general

character for arbitrary values (as exemplified by γ = 0.8) of

effective SOC strength. The numerical results are well con-

sistent with the analytical ones. For example, given the ini-

tial condition and system parameters as in figure 5 (a), from

Eqs. (29)-(32) we can explicitly determine the asymptotical

solutions of all normalized physical quantities such as the pop-

ulation imbalance (magnetization) and the atomic (spin) cur-

rent. We mark Pan = 0.11 obtained from Eq. (29) as hori-

zontal line in figure 5 (a), which is in perfect agreement with

the numerical result based on the original system (1) and thus

fully confirm the validity of the time-averaging method used

in our work.

We remark that the net spin current (zero Ian and nonzero

Isn) effect in broken PT -symmetric region has simple phys-

ical picture. We consider a noninteracting BEC in a dou-

ble well. When the stable symmetry-breaking dynamics is

reached, the two spin components move in opposite direc-

tions, and there is no net-particle tunneling (that is, the number

of the spin ↑ (↓) atoms tunneling from the left to right well is

equal to that of the spin ↓ (↑) atoms tunneling from the right

to left well). This is the same as the Hermitian system; the

only exception is that the atomic populations in two wells ex-

perience the same exponential-law growth, which effect can

be removed by normalization.

IV. CURRENTS UNDER UNBALANCED GAIN AND LOSS

In this section, we turn to explore the current behaviors of

the non-PT -symmetric system with unbalanced gain and loss

(βl , βr). We assume βl < βr, which represents a dissipa-

tive system with the particle loss in the right well greater than

the gain in the left well. Generally, in such a situation, all

of Im(En) are less than zero and the atomic probabilities will

asymptotically decay to zero. However, if we tune the driving

parameters to satisfy the following conditions:

4[νJ0 (2α/ω)]2
+ Ω2

= (βl + βr)
2 , βl − βr = −

√
Ωx, (33)

where x =
√

(βl + βr)2 − 4(νJ0 (2α/ω))2 cos2 (γπ), from Eq.

(7) the quasienergies are given by

E1 = i (βl − βr) −
1

2

√
Ωx, E2 =

1

2

√
Ωx,

E3 = i (βl − βr) +
1

2

√
Ωx, E4 = −

1

2

√
Ωx. (34)

That is to say, two of the quasienergies are real, and the imag-

inary parts of the other two are less than zero. This will result

in that the populations and currents tend to be stable as time

increases. According to Eq. (9), at t → ∞, the asymptotic

solution of the quantum state can be written as

|Ψ (t → ∞)〉 = a2 |ϕ2(t)〉 e−iε2t
+ a4 |ϕ4(t)〉 e−iε4t

= a2Ŝ
∣

∣

∣

∣

ϕ
′

2

〉

e−iE2 t
+ a4Ŝ

∣

∣

∣

∣

ϕ
′

4

〉

e−iE4 t , (35)

where Ŝ = diag
(

e−i α
ω

sin(ωt), e−i α
ω

sin(ωt), ei α
ω

sin(ωt), ei α
ω

sin(ωt)
)

. In

our analysis, we focus on the case γ = 0.5, but similar be-

haviors can be obtained for other choices of effective SOC as

well. When γ = 0.5, from Eq. (34) we can simplify the two

real quasienergies as E2 =

√
Ω(βl+βr)

2
, E4 = −

√
Ω(βl+βr)

2
, with

the corresponding eigenstates
∣

∣

∣

∣

ϕ
′

2

〉

=

(

ξ, ξ, 1, 1
)T

,
∣

∣

∣

∣

ϕ
′

4

〉

=

(

−ξ∗, ξ∗, −1, 1
)T

, where ξ =
2βr−iΩ−i

√
Ω(βl+βr)

2νJ0(2α/ω)
. Applying

them to Eq. (35) yields

cl↑,↓ (t→ ∞) = [a2ξe
−i

√
Ω(βl+βr)

2
t ∓ a4ξ

∗ei

√
Ω(βl+βr )

2
t] × e−i α

ω
sin(ωt),

cr↑,↓ (t → ∞) = [∓a2e−i

√
Ω(βl+βr)

2
t
+ a4ei

√
Ω(βl+βr )

2
t] × ei α

ω
sin(ωt).

(36)

According to the definition for population imbalance and

magnetization, we obtain

Pa (t → ∞) =

(

∣

∣

∣cl↑
∣

∣

∣

2
+

∣

∣

∣cl↓
∣

∣

∣

2 −
∣

∣

∣cr↑
∣

∣

∣

2 −
∣

∣

∣cr↓
∣

∣

∣

2
)

|t→∞

= 2
(

| ξ |2 −1
) (

| a2 |2 + | a4 |2
)

,

Ps (t → ∞) =

(

∣

∣

∣cl↑
∣

∣

∣

2 −
∣

∣

∣cl↓
∣

∣

∣

2 −
∣

∣

∣cr↑
∣

∣

∣

2
+

∣

∣

∣cr↓
∣

∣

∣

2
)

|t→∞

= 4 | a2 || a4 |
(

| ξ |2 +1
)

cos
[

θ4 − θ2 +

√

Ω (βl + βr)t
]

,

(37)

where a2 = |a2|eiθ2 , a4 = |a4|eiθ4 . Substituting Eq. (36) into

Eq. (14), we get the atomic current and spin current as

Ia (t→ ∞) =0,

Is (t→ ∞) = − 4
√

Ω (βl + βr) | a2 || a4 |
(

| ξ |2 +1
)

× sin
[

θ4 − θ2 +

√

Ω (βl + βr)t
]

. (38)

To corroborate the above analytical results, the population

imbalance and magnetization (left column) and the atomic and

spin currents (right column) are plotted versus time, by direct

integration of the time-dependent Schrödinger equation with

Hamiltonian (1). In figure 6, we consider two scenarios with

γ = 0 and γ = 0.5, and take two sets of the parameter: (a)-(b)

ν = 2, Ω = 1, α = 22.52, ω = 40, βl = 1, βr = 2, γ = 0

and (c)-(d) ν = 2, Ω = 1, α = 7.16, ω = 40, βl = 1, βr =

3, γ = 0.5, to match the condition (33). The initial states

for both cases are taken as |Ψ (0)〉 =
(

cl↑, cl↓, cr↑, cr↓
)T
=

(

1√
2
, 0, 0, 1√

2

)T

. For both cases, we observe that after cer-

tain period of time, the population imbalances tend to steady

nonzero positive values which signal the spatial localization

of the condensate in the amplifying well, whereas magneti-

zation exhibits periodic oscillation. As a consequence, the

atomic currents tend to zero, while the spin currents are al-

ways nonzero, as illustrated in figures 6 (b) and (d). In fig-

ure 6 (e)-(f), we carry out the numerical studies of the pop-

ulations and current behaviours with the same parameters as

those in figure 6 (c)-(d), but only with different initial state
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FIG. 6: Time-evolution curves of the population imbalance and mag-

netization (left column), and the atomic and spin currents (right col-

umn) obtained from the non-PT -symmetric system (1) under the

condition (33). The parameters are set as (a)-(b) ν = 2, Ω = 1, α =

22.52, ω = 40, βl = 1, βr = 2, γ = 0; (c)-(d) ν = 2, Ω = 1, α =

7.16, ω = 40, βl = 1, βr = 3, γ = 0.5. In panels (a)-(d), the initial

states are the same and taken as |Ψ (0)〉 =
(

1√
2
, 0, 0, 1√

2

)T
. (e)-(f)

Parameters are the same as in (c)-(d), but with different initial state

|Ψ (0)〉 =
(√

0.4, 0, 0,
√

0.6
)T

.

|Ψ (0)〉 =
(√

0.4, 0, 0,
√

0.6
)T

. Apparently, though the initial

state is altered, the same physical effect (zero atomic current

and nonzero spin current) can be attained, and the conclusion

remains unaffected, except for the magnitudes of asymptotic

population imbalance and oscillating amplitudes of magneti-

zation (spin current). With the system parameters and initial

states presented in figures 6 (c) and (e), according to Eq. (37),

we analytically calculate the asymptotic values of population

imbalances, which read 0.63 and 0.56 as indicated by the hor-

izontal lines, showing good agreement with the numerical re-

sults. Thus, we demonstrate, both analytically and numeri-

cally, that the net spin current and steady state with spatial

localization can be accessible in the dissipative Floquet spin-

orbit-coupled system by adjusting the driving parameters.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have analytically and numerically explored the popu-

lations and current behaviors of a single spin-orbit-coupled

bosonic atom held in an open double well under periodic driv-

ing. Under the high-frequency driving, we have deduced the

effective Hamiltonian by using the time-averaging method,

and obtained the analytical Floquet states and quasienergies

of the considered system. We have explored the joint effects

of SOC and periodic driving on Josephson tunneling and cur-

rent behaviors in a non-Hermitian double-well system. Inter-

esting, it is found that if the values of SOC strength are taken

of half-integer numbers, no matter what values the other pa-

rameters are taken, the PT phase transition can appear even

for arbitrarily small gain-loss coefficients.

In addition, we have revealed that the net spin current (zero

atomic current and nonzero spin current) effect can not exist

in the unbroken PT -symmetric region, whereas it can sur-

vive in the broken PT -symmetric region, if we drop the con-

tribution of the growth of the norm to the current behaviors.

In other words, in the broken PT -symmetric region, the nor-

malized atomic current can be zero while the normalized spin

current can be nonzero at the same time. Nevertheless, the

existence of net spin current (zero normalized atomic cur-

rent and nonzero normalized spin current) in the broken PT -

symmetric region is not a general feature for arbitrary val-

ues of SOC strength. When the dissipation is greater than the

gain, we have found that the net spin current effect can be

truly realized by tuning the parameters of the periodic driv-

ing field to match certain conditions. In such a non-PT -

symmetric system, the periodic driving enables the system to

approach a steady state accompanied with atomic localization

phenomenon, for which the atomic current is zero while the

spin current is nonzero.
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[36] Ö. E. Müstecaplıoǧlu, M. Zhang, and L. You, Tunneling of con-

densate magnetization in a double-well potential, Phys. Rev. A

71(5), 053616 (2005).
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