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In atomic Bose-Einstein condensates in optical lattices, mean-field energy can support the ex-
istence of period-doubled density waves, which are similar to Bloch waves but have the double
periodicity of the underlying lattice potentials. However, they are dynamically unstable. Here, we
propose to use the spin-orbit coupling to stabilize the period-doubled density waves. The stabiliza-
tion mechanism is revealed to relate to interaction-induced spontaneous symmetry breaking of the
spin-flip parity symmetry.

I. INTRODUCTION

Atomic Bose-Einstein condensates (BECs) loaded into
optical lattices (OLs) have been important quantum
many-body platforms for exploring fundamental physics,
emphasizing the interplay between atomic interactions
and periodic potentials. [1–8]. In the mean-field frame,
atomic contact interactions become the mean-field non-
linearity [9]. The combination of the mean-field energy
and OLs gives rise to the nonlinear Bloch band-gap spec-
trum with associated nonlinear Bloch waves (NBWs)
which have the same periodicity as OLs. The investi-
gations into NBWs and nonlinear spectrum attract great
research attention [10–13]. Elementary excitation of the
ground-state NBW also features a Bloch band-gap struc-
ture, with the lowest band being relevant to sound ex-
citation [14]. The sound velocity has been measured to
reflect superfluid density [15, 16]. The mean-field en-
ergy may bring dynamical and energetic instabilities to
NBWs [3, 12, 17–19]. Both the instabilities have been
experimentally observed to break down the lattice su-
perfluidity of BECs [20, 21]. The motions induced by an
accelerating force have shown the asymmetric Landau-
Zener behavior between the transition from the lowest
to the first nonlinear Bloch bands and the reversed tran-
sition [22]. When the mean-field energy dominates over
OLs, a loop structure appears to adhere to a certain non-
linear Bloch band [19]. Bloch waves in the loop do not
have linear analogues [23]. The motions along the looped
nonlinear Bloch band result in nonlinear Landau-Zener
tunneling [4]. Its transition probability does not obey
the conventional Landau-Zener formulae, and the tran-
sition happens even in the adiabatic limit of the accel-
erating force [24]. The loop-induced nonlinear Landau-
Zener tunneling has been observed and explored in ex-
periments [25, 26].

The mean-field energy can also support period-doubled
or even multiple-period density waves in BECs in OLs [5,
27–29]. Akin to NBWs, the period-doubled density waves
(PDDWs) are spatially extensive and periodic but have
a periodicity that is twice that of OLs. The PDDW pat-
terns may appear even in a superfluid Fermi gas [30].
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Their existence is a complete nonlinear phenomenon.
Without the mean-field energy, these states can not exist.
These density-wave patterns may be considered as peri-
odic trains of solitons [28]. The relation between them
and the NBWs inside the loop structure has been dis-
cussed [27]. The construction of the PDDWs from two
different linear Bloch waves with equal energy has been
systematically studied [29]. It has been found that the
PDDWs are always dynamically unstable [27, 29], which
challenges experimentally direct observations. How to
stabilize them immediately becomes an important prob-
lem. In Ref. [31], Maluckov et al. reveal that the long-
range dipole-dipole interactions can be used to stabilize
the PDDWs and consider such stable patterns as a kind
of supersolids since they spontaneously break the transla-
tion symmetry of OLs. So far, the long-range interactions
are the only reported approach for stabilization.

In this paper, we provide an alternative approach to
stabilize the PDDWs. Our approach lies in spin-orbit
coupling (SOC) and, therefore, does not need to engi-
neer interactions. As an intrinsic interaction between the
motion and spin of a particle, SOC in solid-state mate-
rials plays an essential role in many interesting physical
phenomena and applications, such as the spin Hall ef-
fect [32, 33]. Artificial SOC has been successfully realized
in BECs [34–41], providing an experimentally accessible
platform for exploring exotic superfluidity [42–47] and
elementary excitations [37, 38]. Especially, experimen-
tally loading the spin-orbit-coupled BECs (SOC-BECs)
into OLs [39, 48] greatly stimulates research efforts on
the rich emergent physics stemming from the interplay
between the SOC and lattice effects [49–59]. One of the
outstanding features in SOC-BECs with OLs is that the
lowest nonlinear Bloch band may be flat [60]. A fam-
ily of Wannier solitons can be bifurcated from this flat
band [61]. An unconventional spin dynamics can be in-
duced by the SOC in a random OL [62, 63].

We study the PDDWs in SOC-BECs loaded into OLs.
Without the SOC, the PDDWs are always dynamically
unstable. The PDDWs have a negative effective mass.
It is known that the state with negative effective mass is
unstable in the presence of repulsive contact interactions.
The negative effective mass of the PDDWs is protected
by the parity symmetry. The SOC leads to the parity
being joined with the spin-flip. The contact interactions
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can spontaneously break the joint symmetry by destroy-
ing its spin-flip part. The spontaneous symmetry break-
ing can change the effective mass of the PDDWs from
originally negative to positive. Finally, the PDDWs may
achieve a positive effective mass, which provides a possi-
bility of stabilization in the presence of repulsive contact
interactions.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
present the theoretical frame for the study on SOC-BECs
with OLs. It includes the system of the SOC-BEC in
OLs, the PDDW solutions, and the linear stability anal-
ysis by the Bogoliubov-de Gennes equation. In Sec. III,
we reveal the spontaneous symmetry breaking of the
PDDWs. In Sec. IV, the stabilization mechanism for the
PDDWs is addressed. We systematically check their sta-
bility in the full parameter space. Finally, the conclusion
is provided in Sec. V.

II. MODEL

Our system is based on the experimentally realizable
SOC-BECs in OLs in the Ref. [39]. Two hyperfine states
of the elongated 87Rb BEC are coupled by two oppo-
sitely propagating Raman lasers with the wave number
kR. The two-photon coupling transfers the recoil mo-
mentum 2ℏkR to the BEC, generating the SOC, pxσz,
with the SOC strength ℏkR/m, m the mass of atom, px
the momentum of atoms along the propagation direction
of lasers, and σz the standard Pauli matrix [46, 47]. The
implemented SOC-BEC is loaded into an OL by adiabat-
ically ramping up the lattice lasers with the wave number
kL along the same direction as the Raman lasers. Such
the SOC-BEC in the OLs can be described by the dimen-
sionless Gross-Pitaevskii equation (GPE) for the spinor
Ψ,

i∂tΨ = HSOCΨ+ g
(
Ψ†Ψ

)
Ψ, (1)

where

HSOC = −1

2
∂2
x − iγ∂xσz +

Ω

2
σx + V0 sin

2 (x) , (2)

is the single-particle spin-orbit-coupled Hamiltonian, γ =
kR/kL is the SOC strength, Ω is the Rabi frequency, and
V0 is the amplitude of the OL [39]. The units of energy
and length are chosen as 2EL and 1/kL, respectively,
where EL = ℏ2k2L/2m is the recoil energy of the lat-
tice lasers. In the GPE, the last term describes the con-
tact interactions. In 87Rb BEC experiments, the inter-
and intra-component interactions are almost same [39].
Therefore, we have assumed the repulsive interactions
having the same coefficient, g = 2Nmωra0/ℏπkL, with
N being the average number of atoms inside a unit cell
of OLs, a0 being spin-independent scattering length and
ωr being the trap frequency along the transverse direc-
tions. The dimensionless order parameter Ψ satisfies the

normalization condition,

1

Sπ

∫ Sπ

0

Ψ†Ψdx = 1, (3)

with S = 1 for the NBWs and S = 2 for the PDDWs,
since the size of a unit cell for these two solutions is Sπ
and the normalization is performed over a unit cell.
In the detailed calculations, we consider the typi-

cal experimental parameters [39]: kR = 5.63µm−1 and
kL = 2.88µm−1. Consequently, the dimensionless SOC
strength becomes γ = kR/kL = 1.95. The Rabi fre-
quency Ω and the amplitude of the OL V0 are free pa-
rameters that can be tuned by changing the intensity
of the Raman and lattice beams, respectively. We set
V0 = 2 in the following concrete calculations.

The periodic solutions, including NBWs and PDDWs,
are stationary [29, 31],

Ψ (x, t) = e−iµtu (x) , (4)

where µ is the chemical potential, and u(x) =

[u1(x), u2(x)]
T

is a periodic function satisfying u(x +
Sπ) = u(x). For S = 2, the solutions become the
PDDWs. For a comparison, we also study the corre-
sponding NBW solutions in the case of S = 1. It is
noticed that the corresponding NBWs have a zero quasi-
momentum. The periodic functions obey the stationary
GPE,

µu = HSOCu+ g
(
|u1|2 + |u2|2

)
u. (5)

They are expanded on a plane-wave basis considering
their periodicity,

u =

L∑
n=−L

(
an
bn

)
ei

2
S nx, (6)

where L is the cut-off of plane-wave modes. The plane-
wave coefficients an and bn satisfy the normalization con-

dition
∑L

n=−L(|an|
2
+|bn|2) = 1 according to the Eq. (3).

We numerically solve the stationary GPE together with
the normalization condition by the standard Newton re-
laxation method to obtain an, bn and µ for the PDDWs
and NBWs. Once the solutions are known, we calculate
their spin polarization ⟨σz⟩, which is defined as

⟨σz⟩ = ⟨u|σz|u⟩ =
1

Sπ

∫ Sπ

0

(|u1|2 − |u2|2)dx

=

L∑
n=−L

(|an|2 − |bn|2). (7)

The dynamical stability of the PDDWs and NBWs is
an important issue and is relevant to their experimental
realizations [17, 21]. We study the stability by the lin-
ear stability analysis and assume that the solutions are
perturbed by small perturbations,

δuj = Uj (x) exp (iqx− iωt) + V ∗
j (x) exp (−iqx+ iω∗t) ,

(8)
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FIG. 1. Existence and spontaneous symmetry breaking of the PDDWs and NBWs. (a) The spin polarization ⟨σz⟩ of
the PDDWs (the red-thick line) and NBWs (the black-thin line) shows a bifurcation relevant to the spontaneous symmetry
breaking. The states in the shadow regions are dynamically stable, and other states are dynamically unstable. The profiles
of states represented by labeled points are shown in (c)-(f). (c) and (d) are for the PDDWs, and (e) and (f) correspond to
the NBWs. The upper and middle panels show the real and imaginary parts of the wave function, respectively. The lower
panel describes the density distributions |u(x)|2. The black solid lines are for u1, and the red-dash lines are for u2. The blue
shadow areas represent the regions of sin2 (x) > 1/2. (b) The projection of the PDDWs to the associated linear Bloch wave.
There is a bound value gb ∼ 3 × 10−3. When g < gb, the PDDWs can not exist. In all plots, dimensionless parameters are
V0 = 2, γ = 1.95, and Ω = 5.

where j = 1, 2, Uj and Vj represent perturbation am-
plitudes, and q and ω are the quasimomentum and en-
ergy of perturbations, respectively. Substituting the per-
turbed solutions e−iµt[u(x) + δu(x, t)] with δu(x, t) =
[δu1, δu2]

T into Eq. (1) and keeping linear terms with
respect to the perturbation amplitudes, we obtain the
following Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) equation,

HBdGφ = ωφ. (9)

Here, φ = (U1, U2, V1, V2)
T
, and the BdG Hamiltonian,

HBdG =

(
A(q) B
−B∗ −A∗(−q)

)
, (10)

with

A(q) =

(
L1 (q) gu1u

∗
2 +Ω/2

gu∗
1u2 +Ω/2 L2 (q)

)
,

B = g

(
u2
1 u1u2

u1u2 u2
2

)
,

and

Lj (q) =− 1

2
(iq + ∂x)

2
+ (−1)jiγ (iq + ∂x)− µ

+ V0 sin
2 (x) + g

(
2 |uj |2 + |u3−j |2

)
.

The outstanding feature of the BdG Hamiltonian is that
it is non-Hermitian, which allows the existence of imagi-
nary excitation modes in ω. In the presence of imaginary
modes in ω, the perturbations shall grow exponentially
as indicated from Eq. (8). Such dynamical growth of
the perturbations shall destroy the corresponding BEC
states, generating dynamical instability. For the PDDWs
and NBWs, the BdG Hamiltonian is periodic with the
period of Sπ. We employ the plane-wave basis for φ,

i.e., φ =
∑L

n=−L φne
i2nx/S , with the superposition co-

efficients φn. In the plane-wave basis, the BdG Hamil-
tonian can be directly diagonalized, and the excitation
spectrum ω can be obtained. Whether there includes
imaginary modes or not is used to judge the dynamical
stability of the PDDWs and NBWs.

III. SPONTANEOUS SYMMETRY BREAKING
OF PDDW

Applying the theoretical frame described in the pre-
vious section, we search for the PDDWs (S = 2) and
the relevant NBWs (S = 1) in the lowest band. Their
existence is demonstrated in Fig.1. For g = 0.1, pro-
files of the PDDW are shown in Fig.1(c). The real and
imaginary parts of uj are demonstrated in the upper and
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middle panels, respectively. From these two panels, we
know that the real part satisfies Re[u1(x)] = −Re[u2(x)]
and has an even parity, and the imaginary part satis-
fies Im[u1(x)] = Im[u2(x)] and has an odd parity. The
single-particle spin-orbit-coupled Hamiltonian HSOC has
a group of symmetries {1, α̂1, α̂2, α̂3}, where

α̂1 = PK, α̂2 = Pσx, α̂3 = Kσx, (11)

with P being the parity operator and K the complex
conjugate operator, i.e., [α̂j , HSOC ] = 0. The PDDW in
Fig.1(c) obeys all these symmetries and is their eigen-
state. The eigenvalue equations are α̂1u(x) = u(x) with
the eigen value +1 and α̂3u(x) = −u(x) with the eigen
value −1. From these eigenvalue equations, we know
that the real part of u(x) has an even parity and the
imaginary part has an odd parity, and the relationship
Re[u1(x)] = −Re[u2(x)] and Im[u1(x)] = Im[u2(x)] is
natural. The density distributions |u(x)|2 are shown in
the lower panel in Fig.1(c). The spin-flip symmetries
α̂2 and α̂3 give rise to |u1(x)|2 = |u2(x)|2. The densi-
ties have the vanishing occupation of neighbor sites of
the OL, which is the signature of the PDDWs. Due to
|u1(x)|2 = |u2(x)|2, it is easy to identify ⟨σz⟩ = 0, which
is demonstrated in Fig.1(a).

We emphasize that the family of the PDDW shown in
Fig.1(c) bifurcates from the associated linear Bloch wave.
We first find the associated linear Bloch wave (which is
the Bloch wave with the zero quasimomentum in the low-
est band) in the absence of nonlinearity g = 0. Then, we
calculate the projection, which is defined as the over-
lap between the associated linear Bloch wave and the
PDDW. The projection is demonstrated in Fig.1(b) as a
function of the nonlinear coefficient g. As g decreases to-
wards 0, the projection goes to 1, indicating that the fam-
ily indeed bifurcates from the linear Bloch wave. There
is a bound value for the coefficient, gb ∼ 3 × 10−3. If
g < gb, the PDDW can not exist. This confirms that the
PDDWs are a pure nonlinear phenomenon and do not
have a linear analog.

When the interaction coefficient g is small, the PDDWs
follow all symmetries of the spin-orbit coupling, the most
important consequence of which is their zero spin polar-
ization ⟨σz⟩ = 0. We find that a large interaction co-
efficient can make the PDDWs to spontaneously break
the spin-flip symmetries α̂2 and α̂3. Fig.1(a) illustrates
the spontaneous symmetry breaking [see the red-thick
line]. When the coefficient g is beyond a critical value
gc, i.e., g > gc, the PDDWs bifurcate into two branches.
The spin polarization of the two branches is not zero
and has opposite signs. A typical PDDW in one of the
two branches [labeled by “d” in Fig.1(a)] is depicted in
Fig.1(d). The PDDW still keeps the α̂1 symmetry and
satisfies α̂1u(x) = u(x) with the eigen value being +1.
Therefore, the parity of the real (imaginary) part is even
(odd) [see the upper and middle panels in Fig.1(d)]. This
state does not obey the spin-flip symmetries α̂2 and α̂3.
As a result, |u1(x)|2 ̸= |u2(x)|2. The density distribu-
tions demonstrated in the lower panel in Fig.1(d) clearly

show the mismatch of two-component densities. The in-
teresting feature of this symmetry-breaking state is that
all sites have occupations, and populations in neighbor
sites are different in order to realize the PDDWs. This
state u(x) spontaneously breaks the spin-flip symmetries,
and therefore, it is not their eigenstate. Actually, α̂2u(x)
(which is the same as α̂3u(x) considering α̂3 = α̂1α̂2)
turns to be the state in the other branch shown in
Fig.1(a). The spin polarization in the other branch be-
comes ⟨α̂2u(x)|σz|α̂2u(x)⟩ = ⟨Pu(x)|σxσzσx|Pu(x)⟩ =
−⟨u(x)|σz|u(x)⟩. Therefore, the two branches have the
same spin polarization but with opposite signs.
We find that the relevant NBWs have a similar behav-

ior of spontaneous symmetry breaking as the PDDWs.
The existence of the NBWs is shown by the black-thin
line in Fig.1(a). When g is not large, the NBWs fol-
low the spin-flip symmetries and feature ⟨σz⟩ = 0. A
typical profile of such NBWs is shown in Fig.1(e). The
symmetries α̂i make the real (imaginary) part of the
wave function to be even (odd) and generate Re[u1(x)] =
−Re[u2(x)] and Im[u1(x)] = Im[u2(x)]. Different from
the PDDW in Fig.1(c), the densities |u1(x)|2 = |u2(x)|2
distribute in every site as shown in the lower panel of
Fig.1(e). When g is large, the NBWs spontaneously
break the spin-flip symmetries α̂2 and α̂3 and feature
two branches with opposite ⟨σz⟩ [see Fig.1(a)]. A profile
of the NBW in one of the branches is demonstrated in
Fig.1(f). The real and imaginary parts in the upper and
middle panels show that the NBW still follows the α̂1

symmetry. The densities |u1(x)|2 ̸= |u2(x)|2 are shown
in the lower panel.

IV. STABILIZING PDDW

We first explain the reason that the PDDWs without
the SOC are always dynamically unstable. The typical
linear Hamiltonian is Hlin = −∂2

x/2 + V0 sin
2 (x), in-

cluding the kinetic energy and an OL. The Hamiltonian
features Bloch band-gap spectrum Enk with associated
Bloch waves. Here, n labels the n-th band, and k is the
quasimomentum. Due to the parity symmetry P of Hlin,
we have Enk = En(−k). Therefore, k = 0 is a high sym-
metric point. The important consequence is ∂kEnk = 0
at the high symmetric point. So at k = 0, Enk must be
an extreme value due to the parity symmetry. If it is
a local minimum, the effective mass of the Bloch wave
at k = 0 is positive, meff ∝ 1/∂2

kEnk > 0. If it is a
local maximum, the effective mass of the Bloch wave at
k = 0 is negative. Now, let’s include the contact interac-
tions and consider the PDDWs. Similar to Bloch waves,
the generalized PDDWs are defined as eikxupd(x) with
the periodic functions satisfying upd(x + 2π) = upd(x).
They always follow the parity symmetry of Hlin. Then
the nonlinear energy of the PDDW at k = 0 is an ex-
treme value. It has been shown by numerical calcula-
tions that the PDDW at k = 0 always belongs to a local
maximum [27–29]. Therefore, the PDDW at k = 0 al-
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FIG. 2. The stability regions of the PDDWs (a) and the
relevant NBWs (b) in the parameter space (Ω, g). The
color scale represents the maximum of the imaginary part
of ω, Max(Im[ω]). Stable PDDWs and NBWs having
Max(Im[ω]) = 0 are in the dark-colored regions. The open cir-
cles represent the critical values gc of the nonlinearity beyond
which the PDDWs break the spin-flip parity symmetry. The
two white-solid circles labeled by “a” and “b” represent the
stable and unstable PDDWs, respectively, whose Bogoliubov
spectrum and dynamical evolutions shall be demonstrated in
Fig. 3 and Fig. 4. Other parameters are γ = 1.95 and V0 = 2.

ways takes the negative effective mass. It is known that
the state with the negative effective mass is dynamically
unstable in the presence of the repulsive contact interac-
tions [3, 10, 17, 21, 60, 64–66]. Such the instability of the
state with the negative effective mass can be understood
as the interactions that it effectively feels are attractive.
Finally, we conclude that the PDDW at k = 0 is dy-
namically unstable. We emphasize that it is the parity
symmetry ofHlin that conserves the sign of effective mass
of the PDDW at k = 0 for all different parameters.

The PDDW we consider in Eq.(4) belongs to the
PDDW at k = 0. In the presence of the SOC, the par-
ity must be associated with the spin. Indeed, the HSOC

respects the spin-flip parity symmetry, α̂2 = Pσx. The
PDDWs also obey this symmetry when the interaction
coefficient g is not dominant. The signature of the sym-
metry is ⟨σz⟩ = 0. This symmetry makes the PDDW
at k = 0 to be an extreme value state. Similar to the
case without the SOC, the PDDW at k = 0 is a lo-
cal maximum state. It is straightforward to expect that
the PDDWs are dynamically unstable. We systemati-
cally check their instability by the calculation of the BdG
equation. The results agree with the prediction that all
PDDWs having the spin-flip parity symmetry are unsta-
ble.

The spin-flip parity symmetry, α̂2 = Pσx, originat-
ing from the SOC, offers a possible spin channel for its
breaking drown. When the interaction coefficient g is
dominant, the PDDWs spontaneously break the α̂2 sym-
metry by not following its spin part σx. Because of the
symmetry breaking, the PDDWs u(x) and α̂2u(x) are no
longer the same state. These two independent states are
not the extreme value states anymore, therefore lost the
guarantee that their effective mass should be negative.
Once they get the positive effective mass, they might be

stable considering the repulsive contact interactions. We
examine the stability of the PDDWs in the two spon-
taneous symmetry-breaking branches shown in Fig.1(a)
and do find the stable PDDWs. The stable ones are
demonstrated by the red-thick lines in the shadow region
in Fig.1(a). They only exist in a finite region of g. When
g is large beyond this region, the interactions obliterate
the effect of the SOC, and the system behaves more like
the one without the SOC, leading to the PDDWs becom-
ing unstable again.
The similar spontaneous symmetry-breaking behavior

of the NBWs shown in Fig.1(a) indicates a similar sta-
bility property as the PDDWs. We check the stability of
the NBWs in Fig.1(a). The NBWs having spin-flip par-
ity symmetry are always unstable, and there is a region
represented by the black-thin lines in the shadow area in
the figure where the symmetry-broken NBWs are stable.
The mechanism to stabilize the PDDWs by the SOC

is that the SOC makes the parity be associated with the
spin-flip, and the contact interactions can break the joint
symmetry by spontaneously destroying the spin-flip part
to change the effective mass of the PDDWs from origi-
nally negative to positive. The stable PDDWs existing in
the finite region of g in Fig. 1(a) stimulate us to search
them in the parameter space (Ω, g). We first find the
PDDWs for different parameters Ω and g, and then an-
alyze their stability by calculating the BdG equation in
Eq. (10). We use the maximum of the imaginary part of
ω, i.e.,

Max(Im[ω]), (12)

to show their stability. Only when Max(Im[ω]) = 0, the
corresponding PDDW is stable. The results are demon-
strated in Fig. 2(a), where the color scale represents the
magnitude of Max(Im[ω]). In the parameter space (Ω, g),
there is a tilted triangle-like region in the middle of the
plot (the dark-colored region), inside which most of the
PDDWs are stable. The stable PDDWs exist in a finite
region of Ω. For a fixed Ω, the stable region becomes
gL < g < gU , with gL and gU being the lower and up-
per boundaries of the stable region. The critical values
gc for the spontaneous symmetry breaking are shown by
the open circles in Fig. 2(a). It can be seen that gc < gL,
indicating the stable PDDWs break the spin-flip parity
symmetry. The existence of gU is due to the fact that be-
yond gU , the interactions dominate over the effect of the
SOC (including γ and Ω). When Ω is small, a small gU is
needed for the domination, which may lead to gU < gL,
giving rise to the vanishing allowable region. Therefore,
there is no stable PDDW when Ω is small. When Ω is
large, the Rabi coupling dominates over the SOC in the
spin-orbit-coupled Hamiltonian HSOC, and the system is
physically equivalent to a Rabi-coupled two-component
BEC without the SOC. In the absence of the SOC, the
contact interactions can not break the parity symmetry
and consequently can not change the sign of the effec-
tive mass of the PDDWs. Therefore, the PDDWs are
dynamically unstable when Ω is large. Fig. 2(a) shows
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FIG. 3. The Bogoliubov spectrum ω(q) of the stable (a) and
unstable (b) PDDWs which are labeled by “a” and “b” re-
spectively in Fig. 2(a). (a) g = 0.4 and (b) g = 0.24. The
black-dashed lines are the imaginary part of ω, and the red
(blue) lines represent the excitations having a positive (neg-
ative) Bogoliubov norm N . In (b), two excitations with the
opposite sign of the norm collide, and after the collision, their
real part merges together (the green lines), and the imaginary
part appears. The grey vertical lines are for q = 0, and the
other parameters are γ = 1.95, V0 = 2 and Ω = 5.

that the PDDWs are possibly stable in the region of
2.7 < Ω < 5.8.
A typical stable (unstable) PDDW is labeled by “a”

(“b”) in Fig. 2(a). The Bogoliubov spectrum, i.e., the
Bogoliubov eigenvalue ω as a function of the quasimo-
mentum of perturbations q, is demonstrated in Figs. 3(a)
and 3(b) respectively for the states “a” and “b”. Con-
sidering the 2π period of the BdG Hamiltonian for the
PDDWs, the Bogoliubov spectrum features the Bloch
band-gap structure with the first Brillouin zone q ∈

0 2 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

- 1 0
0

1 0
( a )

0 2 0 0 4 0 0 6 0 0 8 0 0 1 0 0 0

- 1 0
0

1 0

t

( b )

FIG. 4. The nonlinear evolution of the labeled PDDWs “a”
and “b” in Fig. 2(a) with a 5% Gaussian distributed random
noise. (a) The evolution of the stable state “a”, g = 0.4. (b)
The evolution of the unstable state “b”, g = 0.24. The other
parameters are γ = 1.95, V0 = 2 and Ω = 5. It is noticed that
the time scale is different in (a) and (b).

(−0.5, 0.5]. Only the lowest bands are shown in Fig. 3(a).
From the BdG equation in Eq. (10), we define the Bo-

goliubov norm [67–69], N = ⟨φ|τz|φ⟩ =
∫ 2π

0
dx(|U1|2 +

|U2|2−|V1|2−|V2|2)/2π, with τz = σz⊗I, and I being the
2× 2 identity matrix. In Fig. 3(a), the excitations in the
red lines have N > 0 and in the blue lines have N < 0.
The excitation with the negative norm does not have a
physical consequence [17]. Therefore, we only consider
the positive norm excitations in Fig. 3(a). In the lowest
band and q → 0, the spectrum is gapless, which is the
signature of the gauge symmetry breaking. The imagi-
nary part of ω is always zero, indicating the PDDW “a”
is dynamically stable. In contrast, for the PDDW “b”,
Fig. 3(b) demonstrates the presence of the imaginary part
(the black-dashed lines). Two excitations with opposite
signs of the norm N collide together, and after the colli-
sion, the real part of the two excitations merges, and the
imaginary part appears. The sign of the norm is called
Krein signature, and the collision of modes with opposite
Krein signature can induce the generation of imaginary
modes, which is the same as the phenomenon in Fig. 3(b).
Such Krein collision physics is attracting research atten-
tion in the field of pseudo-Hermitian systems [70, 71].
The stability results shown in Fig. 2(a) can be con-

firmed by the nonlinear evolution of the PDDWs accord-
ing to the GPE in Eq. (1). The evolution of the la-
beled states “a” and “b” in Fig. 2(a) is demonstrated in
Figs. 4(a) and 4(b) respectively. For the nonlinear evo-
lution, we incorporate a Gaussian distributed noise with
the order of 5% of the initial PDDWs. The “a” state is
known to be stable from the linear stability analysis. It
can evolve without changing the shape for a very long
time in Fig. 4(a). In contrast, the unstable PDDW “b”
loses its shape during a short time evolution as shown in
Fig. 4(b).
Finally, we also check the stability of the relevant

NBWs in the parameter space (Ω, g). The results are
demonstrated in Fig. 2(b) with the color scale represent-
ing the amplitude of Max(Im[ω]). The stability of the
NBWs has a dramatic difference with the PDDWs in
Fig. 2(a). As shown in Fig. 2(b), there are two areas in
the parameter space where the NBWs are stable.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we propose to use the SOC to stabilize the
PDDWs in BECs with OLs. Without the SOC, these in-
teresting states are always unstable, the reason of which
is that their negative effective mass is conserved by the
parity symmetry. The SOC makes the parity to be as-
sociated with the spin flip, therefore, the joint symme-
try becomes the spin-flip parity symmetry. The contact
interactions can spontaneously break the spin-flip par-
ity symmetry by destructing the spin-flip channel. The
spontaneous symmetry breaking can change the effective
mass of the PDDWs from originally negative to positive.
With the possibly positive effective mass, the PDDWs
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may be dynamically stable. Instructed by this stabi-
lization mechanism, we systematically study the spon-
taneous symmetry breaking of the PDDWs and check
their stability in the full parameter space by analyzing
the BdG equations and nonlinear evolutions. We do find
the stable PDDWs existing in the experimentally acces-
sible parameter region.
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