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Synthetically spin-orbit coupling in cold atoms couples the pseudo-spin and spatial degrees of
freedom, and therefore the inherent spin symmetry of the system plays an important role. In
systems of two pseudo-spin degrees, two particles configure symmetric states and anti-symmetric
states, but the spin symmetry can be mixed for more particles. We study the role of mixed spin
symmetry in the presence of spin-orbit coupling and consider the system of three bosons with two
hyper-fine states trapped in a harmonic potential. We investigate the ground state and the energy
spectrum by implementing exact diagonalization. It is found that the interplay between spin-orbit
coupling and repulsive interactions between anti-aligned pseudo-spins increases the population of the
unaligned spin components in the ground state. The emergence of the mixed spin symmetric states
compensates for the rise of the interaction energy. With the aligned interaction on, the avoided
crossing between the ground state and the first excited state is observed only for small interaction,
and this causes shape changes in the spin populations. Furthermore, we find that the pair correlation
of the ground state shows similarly to that of Tonks-Girardeau gas even for relatively small contact

interactions and such strong interaction feature is enhanced by the spin-orbit coupling.

I. INTRODUCTION

Spin-orbit coupling (SOC) was originally discussed in
the system of charged particles and, for instance, studied
in the context of the spin Hall effect [I] or topological
insulators states [2]. However, by using cold atomic sys-
tems it is possible to create synthetic SOC in neutral
(pseudo) spin-1/2 bosons [3], [4], spin-1 Bose gases [5] and
also in Fermi gases [0, [7]. In contrast to condensed mat-
ter systems, cold atoms can provide tunable and clean
platforms and allow us to explore all possible states gen-
erated by SOC.

SOC in cold atoms is often discussed in the context of
the mean-field regime, e.g. [8HI0]. While the mean-field
approximation has revealed interesting results, for exam-
ple discovering the phase diagram [§], it imposes classical
fields and ignores the quantum effects. To bridge single-
particle physics and many-body physics in the SOC sys-
tem, a mapping between the SOC cold atomic system
and the Dicke model has been proposed [II]. However,
the validity of the mapping is not obvious. The assump-
tion imposed for the mapping is that all particles occupy
the same real space state, which automatically leads to
the pseudo-spin state spanned in only symmetric spin
space. This assumption is commonly used for Bose gases
with two internal degrees of freedom [12], however SOC
couples pseudo-spin states and real space states and al-
lows pseudo-spin states to get out of the symmetric spin
space. It is not clear how even the lowest energy state is
confined in symmetric spin space.

The spin symmetry of the ground state in the two-
particle system with SOC has been investigated by per-
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forming exact diagonalization [I3]. Competition be-
tween SOC and contact interaction has been studied,
and the emergence of anti-symmetric pseudo-spin states
for strong interactions has been found. Despite us-
ing a bosonic system, anti-symmetric pseudo-spin states
are preferable for the ground state. This work has
also revealed the parameter regime where anti-symmetric
pseudo-spin states or only symmetric pseudo-spin states
are contained. However, these results cannot be extended
to many-particle systems straightforwardly. One of the
reasons is because two-pseudo-spin states have unique
spin symmetry. Particles with two internal degrees of
freedom are classified into symmetric and anti-symmetric
pseudo-spin states, but the spin symmetry can be mixed
in more-particle systems and anti-symmetry under all
permutation of pseudo-spins no longer exist. It is un-
clear how the mixed spin symmetry affects the property
of the ground state.

In this work, we investigate the role of mixed spin sym-
metry in the SOC system. To this end, we consider a
three-particle system with two internal states as it is the
smallest system that has mixed spin symmetry and focus
on comparison with a two-particle system. We have built
the Hamiltonian of three bosons with pseudo-spin-1/2
in the presence of SOC by considering second quantisa-
tion and computed the ground state. Our numerical re-
sults confirm the appearance of mixed symmetric pseudo-
spin states in the ground state for strong interaction be-
tween anti-aligned pseudo-spins and reveal the parameter
regime where it is observed. Furthermore, the emergence
of the mixed spin symmetry states reduces the interaction
energy. This is also seen in the two-particle system when
the anti-symmetric pseudo-spin states emerge. This im-
plies that the mixed spin symmetric state mimics the
anti-symmetric pseudo-spin state to suppress the energy.
In addition, we study the spatial structure of the ground
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state by looking at the pair correlation and find that SOC
assists contact interaction in inducing a strong interac-
tion effect. Even for relatively small contact interaction,
the pair correlation of the ground state has similarly to
the strongly correlated Tonks-Girardeau gas. This is not
observed in the two-particle system.

The structure of this paper is as follows. Section [I]
explains the basis of our system. First, we introduce the
Hamiltonian of our system in the first quantization repre-
sentation and then transform it into the second quantiza-
tion representation. This is necessary to implement exact
diagonalization. Next, we explain the spin symmetry in
pseudo-spin-1/2 systems and clarify the existence of non-
symmetric pseudo-spin states, which are often ignored.
Section [[II] shows our numerical results of the ground
state and the energy spectrum. We consider two cases, (i)
repulsive interaction between anti-aligned pseudo-spins
and (ii) repulsive interaction between aligned pseudo-
spins. The conclusion is given in Sec. [[V]

II. FEW INTERACTING BOSONS WITH SOC

We present our formalism here. First, we introduce
the Hamiltonian of our system in the first quantization
basis and then rewrite it in the second quantization basis
to induce the bosonic symmetry. This approach is often
used to present the Hamiltonian of few particle systems,
e.g. [I4HIO], and we refer interested readers to a detailed
reference [I7]. Second, we explain the spin symmetry of
two spins and more spins respectively. While bosonic sys-
tems with two hyper-fine states are well studied, usually
only pseudo-spin symmetric states are focused on, and
the existence of anti-symmetry and mixed spin symme-
try does not attract attention. We review the categories
of spin symmetry before showing our numerical results.

A. Hamiltonian in the first quantisation basis

We consider a few bosons trapped in a one-dimensional
harmonic potential with two internal degrees of freedom
in the presence of SOC. The Hamiltonian reads

];AI = H() + -Zf—rinh (1)

The single-particle Hamiltonian is given by
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where the third term is the SOC term and describes cou-
pling between real space and pseudo-spin space and the
fourth term is coherent coupling between pseudo-spins.
The SOC term gives positive momentum to down spins
and negative momentum to up spins. Without either of
these terms, the single-particle Hamiltonian can be di-
agonalised with the basis of 6, or &,. The interaction

Hamiltonian can be decomposed into pseudo-spin basis
as

Hine = Hy + Hyy + Hyp. (3)

Each of the components describes contact interaction and
is given by
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B. Hamiltonian in the second quantization basis

The above formalism is called the first quantization
and describes distinguishable particles. To express indis-
tinguishable particles simply, we implement the second
quantization representation in a truncated space. Con-
sider that N particles occupy N of first M eigenstates
of the harmonic oscillator for down spins and up spins.
Defining the creation and annihilation operators for the
jth eigenstate as a; and d}, the second quantised version
of the single-particle part is given by

R 2M
HO = Z &E(Aljei’j, (7)
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where the indices 7,7 include the label of the eigen-
states of the harmonic oscillator and the label of the
pseudo-spin degrees. Specifically, we take numbers in
[1, M] for the eigenstates for down spins and numbers in
[M +1,2M] for the eigenstates for up spins. The single-
particle energy is represented as [15]
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where £ = \/h/mw is the trap length, n,(j) represents
the label of eigenstate of the harmonic oscillator, and
ms(j) represents the pseudo-spin state: down spins give
ms(j) = —1, and up spins give ms(j) = 1. The interac-



tion part is given by
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with ¢, the nth eigenstate of harmonic oscillator. The
above integral can be solved analytically but is hard
to compute for large indices as binomial coefficients ap-
pear. See Ref. [16] for an efficient calculation of it.

C. Spin symmetry of bosons with two internal
states

Here, we review the symmetry of pseudo-spin-1/2 sys-
tems, and let us start with two-particle states. Since we
consider bosons, every state is symmetric under permu-
tation. The considered system has the pseudo-spin de-
gree and the spatial degree of freedom, and the pseudo-
spin basis are classified into three symmetric pseudo-spin
states, [}, (|41 +[11))/v2, [11) and one anti-symmetric
pseudo-spin state (]{1)—[1]))/v/2. To satisfy the bosonic
symmetry, the spatial states of symmetric pseudo-spin
states are symmetric, i.e. even functions in the rela-
tive coordinate x; — xo. Similarly, the spatial states
of anti-symmetric pseudo-spin states are anti-symmetric,
i.e. odd functions in the relative coordinate x1 —xo. Since
the contact interaction occurs at a point and is described
as the delta function d(z1 — x2), the anti-symmetric spa-
tial states do not feel the contact interaction.

By adding more particles to the system, the spin sym-
metry is mixed, and the anti-symmetry under all per-
mutation does not exist anymore. Specifically, states of
three bosons with pseudo-spin-1/2 can be constructed
with the following symmetric spin basis,

1S1) = [W)
1S5} = = (W41} + 111 + 114)
1S5) = = (W) + 11 + [114)

V3
Sa) = 111, (11)

and the following mixed spin symmetric basis,
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For example, switching the first spin and the second spin
in the pseudo-spin basis |M;) changes nothing (symmet-
ric), but by switching the second spin and the third spin,
the resultant state cannot be described with |M7) any-
more. Therefore, these basis do not belong to symmetry
or anti-symmetry but are called mixed symmetry. To sat-
isfy symmetry under all permutation, the spatial states
of the mixed spin symmetric states are neither symmetric
nor anti-symmetric but formed such that the total state
is symmetric.

When the spatial states and the pseudo-spin states
are decoupled in systems of pseudo-spin-1/2 bosons, the
pseudo-spin space is confined to the symmetric spin
space. For instance, a pseudo-spin-1/2 BEC in a har-
monic trap can be modelled with the collective spin op-
erators, and the pseudo-spin Hamiltonian is expressed as
H = gS? [12]. The influence of the spatial state is in-
cluded in the interaction strength g, and the strength
g can be tuned by modifying the potential for exam-
ple. However, SOC couples the spatial degree and the
pseudo-spin degree, and the pseudo-spins can be non-
symmetric. For instance, in the two-particle system, rel-
ative motion is induced by coupling between symmetric
and anti-symmetric spin states (see Eq. (3) in Ref. [13]).
Non-symmetric spin states play as an important role as
symmetric spin states in the system with SOC.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We construct the Hamiltonains (@ and diagonalize
them in a truncated space numerically. In this work, we
fix g, = g1+ = g to keep the symmetry between down
and up spins. Moreover, to study competition between
SOC and contact interaction, we turn on the anti-aligned
pseudo-spin interaction g4+ or the aligned pseudo-spin
interaction g. The study of the two particle system has
shown that these two cases give clear different properties
in the ground state [I3]. We use the trap energy fw as
the energy unit and normalise the parameters with the
trap energy Aw and the trap length & = /hi/mw, and
display normalised parameters in all the figures. Also,
we fix k€ = 4 and set the cutoff of the truncated space
as M = 50. We discuss the justification of the cutoff M
in Appendix [A] and our numerical code can be viewed in
Ref. [18].
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FIG. 1. Energy difference E; — Ey between the first to fifth excited states and the ground state for (a) the non-interacting case,
(b) gi+/hwé =1, and (c) gy1/hwé = 10. The dashed line is the critical point QY /w = 2k?¢? in free space, and the dotted line

is when F; and Ej start to deviate, (E1 — Ep)/hw > 0.01.

A. Zero interactions (g = g+ = 0)

It is known that SOC systems can have three different
ground state phases [8]: the stripe phase, the magne-
tised phase, and the single minimum phase. In the stripe
phase, the ground state is a superposition of positive and
negative momenta and thus displays an interference pat-
tern. In the magnetised phase, the ground state acquires
positive or negative momentum, and in the single mini-
mum phase the spectrum only possess a single minimum,
leading to zero momentum usually. Without contact in-
teractions, only the stripe phase and the single minimum
phase exist, and at the critical point some degeneracies
are resolved. In free space the critical point between these
two phases is given analytically by Q0/w = 2k2¢2, and
in trapped systems the density modulation modifies the
critical value a lower value [19].

We plot the energy difference E; — Ey between some
excited states and the ground state for the noninteract-
ing case (g = g;+ = 0) for changing the coherent cou-
pling strength € and reconfirm that the degeneracy in
the ground state is resolved off from QY (see the dashed
line in Fig. [Ifa)). Therefore, we define another critical
point €2, for the trap system as a point where the energy
difference (F7 — Ey)/hw between the ground state and
the first excited state is larger than 1072 (see the dotted
line). In the absence of coherent coupling, the ground
states are four-fold degenerate, and their pseudo-spin
states are aligned pseudo-spins such as (i) three down-
spins and (ii) three up-spins and upaligned pseudo-spins
such as (iii) two up-spins and one down-spin (iv) one up-
spin and two down-spins. Positive (negative) momentum
is induced to down (up) spins due to SOC. The coherent
coupling mixes these states, and in the strong coherent
coupling limit an equally-weighted superposition of all
pseudo-spin states obtains the lowest energy.

By adding contact interactions between pseudo-spins,
the above four degenerate ground states (i-iv) obtain dif-
ferent energy. We discuss the ground state in the case of
repulsive anti-aligned interactions (g;+ > 0 and g = 0)

first and in the case of repulsive aligned interactions
(g >0 and g4+ = 0) later.

B. Anti-aligned interactions (g;+ > 0 and g = 0)

We consider non-zero positive anti-aligned interaction
gyt > 0, i.e. when the unaligned pseudo-spin compo-
nents suffer from repulsive interaction. As a result, in
the absence of the coherent coupling only the aligned
pseudo-spin states [|l]), [111) obtain the lowest energy.
We have computed the energy spectrum for relatively
weak interaction gj4/fwf = 1 and for strong interac-
tion gy4/hwé = 10. In the former (latter) case, the en-
ergy shift due to the contact interaction is less (more)
than hw. It is found that the degeneracy between the
ground state and the first excited state is resolved at a
different value of 2 from the noninteracting case, and it
depends on the interaction strength g4+ (see the dotted
lines in Fig. [[{b,c)). Such deviation from the noninter-
acting case is also seen in the two-particle system but
slightly smaller than in the three-particle system. This
is because in the three-particle system the contact inter-
action energy is larger than in the two-particle system,
and the maximum energy shift due to contact interac-
tion is hw for two particles and 3Aw for three particles.
For Q/w =~ 40, the energy spectrum for different g4 look
similar to each other because the coherent coupling is so
strong that the contact interaction contribution to the
energy is negligible.

1. Pseudo-spin population

We study the pseudo-spin component in the ground
state. Here, we categorise the pseudo-spin population
of the ground state into the aligned pseudo-spin com-
ponents and the unaligned pseudo-spin components, i.e.
the population paiignea of [{1J) and |[111) and the pop-
ulation punatigned Of the rest of the pseudo-spin basis,
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FIG. 2. (a,b) Pseudo-spin population paligned; Punaligned i the ground state for weak or strong contact interactions in the
three-particle system. The dashed and dotted lines represent the population pg,+s, of [S2) and |S3) and the population pas of
the mixed spin symmetry states, respectively. Note that punaligned = Pss+s5 + pavr. The dotted vertical lines represent Q.. (c)

Interaction energy for different g 4.

therefore paligned + Punaligned = 1. Note that the popula-
tions of |{|{) and |111) are the same due to the sym-
metry of the contact interactions we set (g;; = g11).
We have plotted these pseudo-spin components paiigned,
Dunaligned @S a function of coherent coupling strength
(see Fig. Pfa,b)). For weak coherent coupling €2, the
aligned pseudo-spin population paligneda is dominant be-
cause of repulsive anti-aligned interaction. By increasing
(2, the unaligned pseudo-spin component punaligned also
grows. Eventually, the population pajignea is approach-
ing 3/4 while punaligned is approaching 1/4, because the
lowest energy state in the limit 2 — oo is

(IT) = )% = A1) = [T1) — 1) — 1)
+ 1)+ D) + D = D

In the intermediate regime, these populations paigned,
Dunaligned grow differently depending on g 4. While for
the weak interaction case (a) in Fig. |2 both populations
increase monotonically, for the strong interaction case (b)
in Fig. [2] the population pajigned (Punaligned) reaches an
extreme value and overcomes 1/4 (3/4), i.e. Daligned 1S
concave, and Punaligned 1S convex.

Furthermore, we have computed the population
PM1, PM2, PM3, Pva Of the mixed spin symmetric ba-
sis (see the detalils of the calculation to Appendix.
Since these populations are the same due to our setting
g1l = grt, we have plotted the sum py = pvi + Pz +
pMm3 + Py (see the dotted lines in Fig. 2f(a,b)). We have
found that a large amount of the mixed spin symmet-
ric states appear in the ground state for the strong in-
teraction case (b) in Fig. Considering punaligned =
psa+s3 + pum with psoigs the population of |S3) and
|S3), this leads to the non-monotonic growth of paiigned,
Dunaligned- 1his is also seen in the two-particle system,
and in that case it is originated from the emergence of
the anti-symmetric pseudo-spin states [13]. The interac-
tion energy increases for increasing the contact interac-
tion strength in general, but the anti-symmetric pseudo-
spin states do not feel contact interactions. Thus, the
appearance of the anti-symmetric pseudo-spin states for

strong contact interactions suppresses the interaction en-
ergy. Therefore, it is a question whether the mixed spin
symmetric states also reduce the interaction energy in
the case we consider, and the answer is that they do.
We have calculated the interaction energy Fin = (Hint)
and plotted it as a function of 2, which displays a dent
for strong interaction (see Fig. [2c)). Finally, we have
inspected the non-monotonic growth of punaligned for a
wide range of interaction g+ (see Fig. [3) and confirmed
that the excess over 3/4 is larger for stronger g 4.

2. Pair correlation

So far we have shown that the property of the ground
state in the three particle system is similar to that in
the two particle system regardless of the difference of the
spin symmetry. The spatial structure of the ground state
discussed in this section rather shows the opposite and
reveals that the interplay between SOC and contact in-
teractions brings a distinct feature from the two-particle

10 -
10.02
8
0.015
6
gu 0.01
4
5 0.005
0 , oo
0 0 o 30 0

1

FIG. 3. Excess of punaligneda Over the population at the limit of
Q — oo as function of Q/w and g1 /hwé, i.e. Punaligned — 3/4.
Negative values are not shown for clear presentation.
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FIG. 4. Pair correlation of the ground state when changing g+ and €2 while fixing ¢ = 0. The right panel displays the pair
correlation of TG gas, and notice that the scale of the right panel is different from the other panels.

system.
The pair correlation of the ground state
Uas(r1, 22, x3) is defined as
p2($7y) :/d$3|\I’GS($,y7$3>|27 (13)

where two of the spatial degrees are kept and the other is
integrated out. In the second quantisation representation
it is given by

2M
1
_ iTatasa
p2(z,y) = N(N—_l)ij;d (WgslalalaagPas)

9; ()b (y) b5 (x)dq (y) (14)

with ¢;(z) the ith eigenstate of the harmonic oscillator
and N = 3 particle number [I4]. The pair correlation
of the free particle system is given by a two-dimensional
Gaussian function, p2(z,y) = |do(z)|?|¢o(y)|?. In the
limit of strong interactions gy, — oo, the system
corresponds to Tonks-Girardeau gas (TG) gas and be-
haves as (spinless) fermions [20H22], and particularly the
density profile corresponds to that of the free fermions,
|Urg(x1, 29,23)| = |Vp(z1, 22, 23)|. Therefore, the pair
correlation in the limit can be calculated analytically by
using the wavefunction of three free fermions trapped in
the harmonic potential, given by

v 1 |¢o(@1) d1(z1) ¢2(21)
Tr1,T2,T3) = —— x T T 1
SRR s e A
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and is plotted for reference in the right panel in Fig.

We study the pair correlations, and first let us focus on
g1+/hw€ = 1 and change the coherent coupling strength
(see the middle panels at g;+ = 1 in Fig. F_l[) For relatively
small coherent coupling 2/w = 10, the pair correlation is
close to a Gaussian distribution, and the contact inter-
action affects the pseudo-spin populations but does not
change the spatial structure of the ground state from the
free particle case. By increasing the coherent coupling
strength (2/w = 20), the shape is squished along = = y.
At Q/w = 26, a dent emerges at the centre (x =y = 0).
For increasing €2 more, a slit at © = y becomes deeper,
and two bumps remain. This slit is originated solely from
the contact interaction, and the pair correlation remains
in the same shape even for larger Q. It is consistent to the
pseudo-spin populations paligned, Punaligned, Which reach
plateau when Q/w ~ 30.

To dig into the interplay between the contact interac-
tion and the SOC, we fix the coherent coupling strength
to Q/w = 26 and change the contact interaction strength
(see the panels at Q@ = 26 in Fig. @) By decreas-
ing the contact interaction strength, the dent seen for
g1+/hw€ = 1 becomes invisible. On the other hand, for
increasing ¢ the pair correlation shows three bumps in
x >y and in x < y. This is a qualitatively similar fea-
ture to the TG gas other than the size of these bumps.
It is interesting that such similarly to TG gas is seen
even for relatively small interaction such as g +/hwé = 3.
For larger g)4, the same structure remains. Also, it is
worth noting that there is no interaction between the
same pseudo-spins. In the two-particle system, the coun-
terpart of the pair correlation is density distribution
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p2(z1,22) = |Vgs(w1,72)|%, and it was investigated in
our previous work [I3]. However, such strong interaction
feature enhanced by SOC is not observed.

C. Aligned interaction (¢ > 0 and g;4+ = 0)

Now we turn off anti-aligned interaction g+ = 0 and
set non-zero aligned interaction strength g > 0. Any
pseudo-spin configuration of three particle states has
the aligned pseudo-spin components and is affected by
the aligned interaction. For Q/w = 0, the two un-
aligned pseudo-spin states (the states (iii,iv) mentioned
in Sec. obtain the lowest energy. For finite €,
the coherent coupling mixes those states and the two
pseudo-spin aligned components |||}, [111). In the limit
Q) — oo, the contact interaction contribution is not visi-
ble, and the ground state approaches that of no interac-
tions.

Figure [5| reveals the energy difference £; — Ey in the
intermediate regime of € for two different interaction
strengths g/hwé = 0.48, 2. It is similar to the anti-aligned
interaction case (g4 > 0) that the critical points Q. vary
in different interaction strengths. One different feature is
that the avoided crossing between the ground state and
the first excited states is seen for g/hwf = 0.48 when
Q/w ~ 25 but not for g/hwé = 2. This is caused by the
interplay between the contact interaction and the coher-
ent coupling that have attempt to shift energy in the op-
posite directions [23]. By increasing g, the excited states
are pushed up, and accordingly the avoided crossing is
shifted up and shades out eventually. The existence of
this avoided crossing affects the pseudo-spin population
as see below.

1.  Pseudo-spin population

As shown, in the anti-aligned interaction case (g;4+ >
O)a the pseudo—spin populations Daligned; Punaligned be-
come larger than the values in the limit 2 — oo for larger
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FIG. 6. (a) Pseudo-spin population paiigned, Punaligned in the
ground state for g/hiwg = 0.48 and g/hwé = 2. (b) Excess of
Daligned OVer the population at the limit of 2 — oo as function
of Q/w and g/hwé, i.e. Palignea — 1/4. Negative values are not
shown for clear presentation.

interaction strength. In the aligned interaction case (g >
0), the aligned pseudo-spin population paligned jumps
up and the unaligned pseudo-spin population punaligned
drops down for relatively weak interaction (see Fig.[6]a)).
The emergence of this sharp change matches the appear-
ance of the avoided crossing, and for large g these extreme
values of Datigned and Punaligned disappear (see Fig. @(b))
This is contrasted with the anti-aligned interaction case,
where the pseudo-spin populations paligned and Punaligned
obtain the extreme values when Q2 = €, i.e. when the
degeneracy between the first excited state and the ground
state is resolved. This non-monotonic behaviour survives
only for small values of g compared to the anti-aligned
interaction case because the emergence of aligned pseudo-
spin states does not reduce the interaction energy. We
note that such population jump has been also observed
in the two-particle system [13].

2. Pair correlation

We have computed the pair correlations for different g
and Q. First, let us focus on g/hwé = 1 and change Q2
(see the middle panels at ¢ = 1 in Fig. . Overall, the
pair correlation behaves similar to the anti-aligned inter-
action case but is more sensitive to 2. Even for relatively
small coupling, the pair correlation starts deviating from
Gaussian distribution. For Q/w = 5, one bump appears
at the centre (x = y = 0), and for increasing Q four
bumps come out. At Q/w = 26, where the populations
Daligneds Punaligned @pproach the extreme values as shown
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FIG. 7. Pair correlation of the ground state when changing for g and 2 while fixing g;+ = 0. The right panel displays the pair
correlation of TG gas, and notice that the scale of the right panel is different from the other panels.

in Fig. |5l a dent emerges at the centre. For increasing {2
more, a slit at x = y caused by the contact interaction
appears, and the effect of SOC vanishes.

Now we fix the coherent coupling strength to Q/w = 26
and change the contact interaction strength to g/hwé =
0.48,2. For g/hwé = 0.48, the dent at x = y = 0 van-
ishes, and for g/hw€ = 2 three bumps emerge in = > y
and in x < y respectively, which is similar to the anti-
aligned interaction case. The aligned interaction and the
anti-aligned interaction give similar effects to the struc-
ture of the pair correlations even though they affect the
energy spectrum and the pseudo-spin population differ-
ently.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the system of three bosons trapped in
a harmonic potential with two internal states in the pres-
ence of SOC and investigated the ground state and the
energy spectrum by implementing exact diagonalization.
Particularly, we focus on how the mixed spin symmet-
ric states contribute to the ground state. We have found
that the interplay between the anti-aligned contact inter-
action and SOC increases the population of the unaligned
pseudo-spin components in the ground state. The emer-
gence of the mixed spin symmetric states compensates
for the rise of the interaction energy. This is similar to
the two-particle system which has different spin symme-
try. With the aligned interaction on, the avoided crossing
between the ground state and the first excited state is ob-
served only for small interaction, and this causes shape
changes in the pseudo-spin populations. However, the
emergence of aligned pseudo-spin states does not con-
tribute to the reduction of the interaction energy, and
therefore it decays out for strong interaction. Further-

more, we have found that the pair correlation of the
ground state shows similarly to the TG gas even for rel-
atively small contact interactions due to the interplay
between contact interaction and SOC.

A question arises whether the same behaviour is seen
in the more-particle systems. Our results cannot guaran-
tee but implies that this would be the case for the anti-
aligned interaction case. In the anti-aligned interaction
case, the mixed spin symmetry affects the pseudo-spin
populations, and the more-particle systems also have the
same spin symmetry. The mixed spin symmetric states
may act in the same way.

The mapping between Dicke model and the SOC sys-
tem with contact interactions was proposed [I1, 24 25],
assuming that the pseudo-spin space of the SOC system
is only symmetric. However, as shown already, there is
significant amount of mixed spin symmetric components
even in the ground state for some parameter regime.
Therefore, the mapping between these two models are
limited.

In this work, we focus on the low energy states, but it
is possible to study excited states and quench dynamics
in a wide parameter range with our numerical method.
As future work, it would be interesting to study trans-
port via SOC [26] in the presence of strong interaction
and utilise SOC, which gives different directions of mo-
mentum to different pseudo-spins, to create spatial en-

tanglement [27-H29].
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Appendix A: Justification of cut off M

In Sec. [ITT], we set the SOC strength k€ = 4 and the cut
off M = 50. Here, we show that the cut off M is large
enough. As discussed in Sec. [[IB] the cut off M is the
number of the eigenstates of the harmonic oscillator we
take. The SOC couples these eigenstates such that the
momentum of up spin or down spin is boosted. Although
larger SOC needs larger M, the deviation from the results
when k = 0 is negligible if M is large enough.

Without coherent coupling €2, the Hamiltonian can
be diagonalised in the basis of ¢, and the lowest energy
can be obtained anaalytically and is the same as when

k = 0. For instance, the kinetic term of the single particle
Hamiltonian (2)) can be written as Zjvzl (pj—hka,)?/2m.
The SOC acts as a moving frame, and the lowest energy
does not change. Thus, by looking at the lowest energy
for different k, we see whether the cut off M is large
enough. Figure 8 shows the energy computed with M =
50 as function of k. For large k, the energy obtained
numerically deviates from the energy with & = 0. For
strong interactions, the deviation is worse because strong
interactions also couple highly excited eigenstates. For
k& = 4, the error is small and at worst about 2.7% for
g/hwé = g/hwé = 10, and we have taken k¢ = 4 in the
main text.
Appendix B: Population of mixed spin symmetry

In this work, we investigate the population of mixed
spin symmetry and here explain how to compute it
briefly. The mixed spin symmetry basis are described in
the first quantization representation in Eq. . On the
other hand, we adopt the second quantization represen-
tation for exact diagonalization (see Sec. . Therefore,
we transform the second quantization representation of
the Hamiltonians @ to the first quantization repre-
sentation, i.e., label the particles and treat the system
as distinguishable particles (see Fig. E[) This enables
us to obtain the quantum number and the pseudo-spin
state of each particles, i.e., have |ny, o1;n2, 092; ng, 03) for
ni,ng,ng = 0,1,...,M — 1 and 01,092,035 =],T. We
transform the pseudo-spin basis using |, 1 to the classified
pseudo-spin basis S, M; by using the relations .
For more concrete details, see our code [18].

FIG. 9. Example of transforming the second quantization
representation to the first quantization representation. The
left hand shows a state of three indistinguishable particles,
and the right hand shows superposition between three states
of three distinguishable particles. These are summed up due
to bosons.
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