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We present a theoretical study of the collective excitations of the supersolid annular stripe phase of a spin-
orbital-angular-momentum-coupled (SOAM-coupled) spin-1 Bose-Einstein condensate. The annular stripe
phase simultaneously breaks two continuous symmetries, namely rotational and U(1) gauge symmetry, and
is more probable in the condensates with a larger orbital angular momentum transfer imparted by a pair of
Laguerre-Gaussian beams than what has been considered in the recent experiments. Accordingly, we consider
a SOAM-coupled spin-1 condensate with a 4ℏ orbital angular momentum transferred by the lasers. Depending
on the values of the Raman coupling strength and quadratic Zeeman term, the condensate with realistic anti-
ferromagnetic interactions supports three ground-state phases: the annular stripe, the vortex necklace, and the
zero angular momentum phase. We numerically calculate the collective excitations of the condensate as a func-
tion of coupling and quadratic Zeeman field strengths for a fixed ratio of spin-dependent and spin-independent
interaction strengths. At low Raman coupling strengths, we observe a direct transition from the zero angular
momentum to the annular stripe phase, characterized by the softening of a double symmetric roton mode, which
serves as a precursor to supersolidity.

I. INTRODUCTION

Unlike solids, where the electric field is crucial for gen-
erating spin-orbit (SO) coupling, ultracold neutral atoms do
not exhibit SO coupling when exposed to an external elec-
tric field. Artificial gauge fields have emerged as a powerful
tool which addresses this limitation, allowing the study of the
Lorentz-like force on neutral atoms [1, 2]. The experimental
realization of artificial gauge fields and the SO coupling that
links spin with the linear momentum of neutral bosons [1–3]
have opened up new unexplored avenues of research in this
field [4, 5]. Synthetic SO coupling generated through Ra-
man transitions has been successfully implemented in exper-
imental setups for both bosonic [3, 6–8] and fermionic [9–
11] atoms. This coupling in spinor Bose-Einstein condensates
(BECs) gives rise to various ground-state phases, such as the
supersolid stripe, the zero momentum, and the plane wave
phases, which have been extensively investigated [3, 7, 8, 12–
17]. In the context of these ground-state phases, elemen-
tary excitations can provide fundamental insights, particularly
through softening of the roton mode as a precursor to crys-
tallization of the stripe phase [18–21]. Elementary excitations
have also been utilized to map the ground-state phase diagram
in harmonically trapped SO-coupled BECs [6, 22–25].

Although SO coupling has been extensively studied in
ultra-cold atoms, it is unlike the traditional SO coupling in
atomic physics, which refers to the interaction between spin
and orbital angular momentum. In this context, the spin-
orbital-angular-momentum (SOAM) coupling, which couples
the atoms’ spin and the orbital angular momentum, was the-
oretically proposed [26–32] and later experimentally realized
[33–36]. In these experiments, co-propagating Gaussian and
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Laguerre-Gaussian (LG) laser beams along with a normally
applied magnetic field have been used to couple two [33] or
three spin states of 87Rb [34, 35] from the F = 1 manifold
to realize SOAM-coupled BECs and study their ground-state
phases.

The primary ground-state phases of SOAM-coupled BECs
can be broadly categorized as (a) the zero angular momentum
(ZAM) phase, (b) the polarized phases, and (c) a variety of ro-
tational symmetry-breaking phases [26–31, 37–42]. The zero
angular momentum (ZAM) and the polarized phases are ax-
isymmetric with well-defined angular momenta and have been
observed experimentally [33–35]. Among the symmetry-
breaking phases, an intriguing phase is the supersolid annular
stripe (AS) phase, which corresponds to condensation in two
single-particle states with opposite angular momenta. This
phase breaks two continuous symmetries, namely U(1) gauge
and rotational symmetry, just like the supersolid stripe phase
breaks the gauge and translational symmetries in the Raman-
induced SO-coupled BECs [12, 13]. Due to the small con-
trast and spatial period of stripes, the AS phase has eluded the
experimental detection. The effects of experimentally con-
trollable parameters, such as angular momentum transferred
to the atoms by the two LG beams, their waist sizes, the
size of the BEC, and the interaction energy, on the feasibil-
ity of the experimental detection of the AS phase have been
theoretically studied [39]. It has been shown that larger an-
gular momentum transfer by the LG beams can improve the
spatial contrast of the stripes [39]. In this context, the ex-
perimental realizations of SOAM-coupling have been with an
angular momentum transfer of ℏ [33–35], while ground-state
phases of the SOAM-coupled BECs have been examined with
a larger momentum transferred by LG beams [29, 39, 41].

In addition to the exploration of the equilibrium ground-
state phases, elementary excitations in the zero angular mo-
mentum and the polarized phases of a pseudospin-1/2 SOAM-
coupled spinor BEC have been theoretically investigated [31,
38, 40, 43]. The low-lying modes in the excitation spectrum,
such as dipole and breathing modes, of the half-skyrmion and
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vortex-antivortex phases have been studied in Refs. [31, 38].
For an SOAM-coupled spin-1 BEC with both antiferromag-
netic and ferromagnetic, the low-lying excitation spectrum of
the polar-core vortex (ZAM) and coreless vortex (polarized)
phases have been examined [42]. Regarding this study, it has
to be emphasized that due to a smaller angular momentum
transfer of ℏ and the absence of the quadratic Zeeman field,
the ground-state phase diagram did not have the AS phase.
The quadratic Zeeman field serves as an additional experi-
mental controllable parameter in a spin-1 BEC, unlike in a
pseudospin-1/2 BEC, and permits an alternative route to drive
the phase transitions [17, 20, 21, 25, 30]. In this work, we
consider an SOAM-coupled spin-1 BEC with antiferromag-
netic interactions and a higher angular momentum transfer of
4ℏ to allow for the emergence of the AS phase along with the
ZAM and another symmetry-breaking vortex necklace (VN)
phase [44, 45]. We examine the collective excitations of the
system as a function of quadratic Zeeman field and Raman
coupling strengths and illustrate the signature of crystalliza-
tion via a softening of a characteristic symmetric double roton
mode at the phase boundary.

The manuscript is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
discuss the ground-state solutions and energy spectrum of
the non-interacting SOAM-coupled Hamiltonian for a spin-
1 BEC. In Sec. III, we present the interacting mean-field
model and calculate the phase diagram in Raman coupling
versus quadratic Zeeman field strengths for an antiferromag-
netic SOAM-coupled spin-1 BEC. In Sec. IV, we calculate
collective excitations of the interacting SOAM-coupled spin-
1 BEC and characterize a few low-lying modes. We provide a
summary and conclusions of this study in Sec. V.

II. NON-INTERACTING HAMILTONIAN

We consider a non-interacting gas of SOAM-coupled spin-
1 bosons in a quasi-2D harmonic trap. The (dimensionless)
single-particle Hamiltonian of the system in the plane polar
coordinates is [30, 34, 35]

H0 =

[
− 1

2r

∂

∂r

(
r
∂

∂r

)
+
L̂2
z

2
+
r2

2

]
+Ω(r) [cos(lϕ)Sx

− sin(lϕ)Sy] + qS2
z , (1)

where L̂z = −i∂/∂ϕ is the angular momentum operator,
Ω(r) = Ω0e

l
2 (r/w)le−2r2/w2

is the spatially dependent Ra-
man coupling strength [39] with Ω0 and w as the Rabi fre-
quency and beam waists of the two LG beams, respectively,
q is the quadratic Zeeman term, and Sx, Sy and Sz are ir-
reducible representations of the spin-1 angular momentum
operators [34, 35]. Here, l is the orbital angular momen-
tum transfer to the atoms by the two co-propagating LG
beams of opposite orbital angular momenta. We consider
a higher orbital angular momentum transfer of l = 4 with
w = 5 to allow for the emergence of the distinctive an-
nular stripe (AS) phase in contrast to what was considered
in Refs. [30, 42]. By considering the unitary transforma-

tion of the Hamiltonian, with unitary operator e−ilSzϕ, the
order parameter Ψ = (ψ+1, ψ0, ψ−1)

T is transformed to
Ψ′ = e−ilSzϕΨ = (e−ilϕψ+1, ψ0, e

ilϕψ−1)
T , where T de-

notes the transpose; the transformed Hamiltonian is

H
′

0 =e−ilSzϕH0e
ilSzϕ,

=

[
−1

2

∂

r∂r

(
r
∂

∂r

)
+

(L̂z + lSz)
2

2r2
+
r2

2

]
+Ω(r)Sx + qS2

z . (2)

As H
′

0 commutes with Lz , a complete set of energy eigen-
states can be chosen, which are the eigenstates of Lz too. Ac-
cordingly, an arbitrary eigenstate of the single-particle Hamil-
tonian H ′

0 can be defined as

Ψ′(r, ϕ) = eilzϕR(r), (3)

where R(r) = [ψ+1(r), ψ0(r), ψ−1(r)]
T is the radial part of

the order parameter. The orbital angular momentum lz = lj ∓
jl in the laboratory frame, where lj is the angular momentum
of the jth spin component [30, 46].

We solve the single-particle Schrödinger equation
H ′

0Ψ
′(r, ϕ) = EΨ′(r, ϕ) to calculate the energy spectrum.

The single-particle energy spectrum (equivalent to the lowest
dispersion branch) for four pairs of (Ω0, q) values is depicted
in Fig. 1(a). The spectrum is characterized by two global
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FIG. 1. (Color online) (a) The single-particle energy spectrum
as a function of lz for (Ω0, q) = (2,−0.2), (2, 0), (2,+0.2) and
(10,−0.2). The spectrum has two degenerate global minima at
lz = ±4 for (Ω0, q) = (2,−0.2), three degenerate global min-
ima at lz = ±4, 0 for (Ω0, q) = (2, 0), and a single global mini-
mum at lz = 0 for (Ω0, q) = (2,+0.2) and (10,−0.2). (b) The
single-particle phase diagram in the Ω0, q plane. The single-particle
spectrum is characterized by three degenerate global minima along
the dashed part of the transition line.

minima for Ω = 2, q = −0.2, a single global minimum for
Ω = 2, q = 0.2 and Ω = 10, q = −0.2. The single-particle
phase diagram shown in Fig. 1(b) has single and two global-
minima regimes separated by a phase boundary across a
portion of which the spectrum has three degenerate minima
[30]. We also solve the single-particle Bogoliubov de-Gennes
(BdG) equation to determine the single-particle excitation
spectrum. For q < qc ≤ 0, where qc represents the critical
quadratic Zeeman field above which the energy spectrum has
a single global minimum at lz = 0, the lowest dispersion
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branch exhibits two degenerate global minima for smaller
values of Ω0. However, for larger values of Ω0, this branch
has a single global minimum (see Fig. 2) in agreement with
the single-particle energy spectrum.
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FIG. 2. (Color online) The single-particle excitation spectrum as a
function of magnetic quantum number lq associated with the angular
momentum of the quasi-particle excitations: (a) Ω0 = 2, q = −0.2
and (b) Ω0 = 10, q = −0.2; the three lowest dispersion bands are
shown. The lowest dispersion band has two global minima corre-
sponding to two degenerate excitations with lq = −8 and lq = 0
for Ω0 = 2, whereas it has single minimum located at lq = 0 for
Ω0 = 10. Refer to Sec. IV for the methodology to calculate the ex-
citation spectrum.

III. SOAM-COUPLED BEC WITH INTERACTIONS

At T = 0 K, a weakly-interacting SOAM-coupled quasi-
2D spin-1 BEC is very well described by the Gross-Pitaevskii
(GP) equation [30, 34, 35]

i
∂Ψ

∂t
=

(
H0 +

c0ρ

2
+
c2F.S

2

)
Ψ, (4)

where

ρ = Ψ†Ψ =
∑

j=±1,0

|ψj(r, ϕ)|2, and F = Ψ†SΨ

with S denoting the vector of spin-1 matrices. In Eq. (4), c0
and c2 are interaction strengths for the quasi-2D spin-1 BEC
defined as

c0 =
√
8πα

N(a0 + 2a2)

3aosc
, c2 =

√
8πα

N(a2 − a0)

3aosc
, (5)

where α = ωz/ωr is the ratio of the axial to the radial fre-
quency, N is the total number of atoms in the condensate,
aosc =

√
ℏ/mωr, and a0 and a2 are the s-wave scattering

lengths in total spin equal to 0 and 2 channels, respectively.
The interactions can lead to ground-state phases like the AS
and the VN phases, which spontaneously break the rotational
symmetry of the system. To realize the AS phase, in particu-
lar, we consider a 23Na BEC with antiferromagnetic interac-
tions (c2 < 0) in this work. We consider 105 atoms of 23Na
confined in an axisymmetric harmonic trap with ωr = 2π×37
Hz and ωz = 2π × 1000 Hz, which tightly confines the sys-
tem along the z-axis. The doublet of s-wave scattering lengths
are (a0, a2) = (50aB , 55.01aB), where aB as the Bohr ra-
dius [47], and the corresponding interaction parameters are

c0 = 42.57, c2 = 1.33. We solve the time-independent
version of the GP equation (4) using imaginary-time propa-
gation implemented via a time-splitting Fourier pseudospec-
tral method [48]. The imaginary-time propagation, initiated
with a suitable initial guess solution, facilitates a quick con-
vergence towards the ground state. Inspired by the eigenfunc-
tions of the single-particle Hamiltonian, we consider initial
guess solutions of form Ψ ∼ e−(x2+y2)/2 × [(x+ iy)k+4, −√
2(x+ iy)k, (x+ iy)k−4]T , where k is an integer; addition-

ally, we consider random guess solutions generated using a
Gaussian random number generator.

Ground-state phases: The system supports three ground-
state phases in the Ω0-q plane for c0 = 42.57 and c2 =
1.33, namely the AS, the VN, and the ZAM phase. The
representative density and phase profiles of the phases are
shown in Fig. 3. The AS and the VN phases break
the rotational symmetry [see Figs. 3(a) and (b)] with∫
Ψ†(x, y)L̂zΨ(x, y)dxdy = ⟨L̂z⟩ ≠ 0, whereas the ZAM

phase is circularly symmetric with ⟨L̂z⟩ = 0 or zero-angular
momentum per particle [see Figs. 3(c) and (f)]. The AS phase
has a stripe pattern along the azimuthal direction in the density
profile, and the VN phase has four ±1 charged phase singular-
ities in j = ±1 component arranged along a circle. The ZAM
phase is characterized by centrally located 4j phase singular-
ity in the jth spin component. The ZAM phase, therefore,
corresponds to the condensation occurring in a single particle
state with lz = 0, whereas the AS phase corresponds to the
condensation in a superposition of two single-particle states
with lz = +4 and −4. The three phases have distinctive
topological spin-texture F = (Fx, Fy, Fz) as shown in Fig. 4.
The AS phase has Fz = 0 with nonzero F ≈ Fxx̂ which
is oppositely aligned in adjacent lobes of the texture and [see
Fig. 4(a)]. The VN and the ZAM phases have qualitatively
similar projections of the spin textures on the x-y plane, i.e.,
F⊥. However, Fz is nonzero for the VN phase with the op-
posite signs in adjacent lobes of the texture and is zero for the
ZAM phase and [see Figs. 4 (b) and (c)].

The ground-state phase diagram in the Ω0-q plane for the
BEC with c0 = 42.57 and c2 = 1.33 is shown in Fig. 5.
For q > 0, the ground state phase is the circularly symmet-
ric ZAM phase with lz = 0. For smaller Raman coupling
strengths Ω < 3.5, as q decreases (made more negative), there
is a direct phase transition from the ZAM to the AS phase,
whereas for Ω > 3.5, the ZAM phase first transitions to the
VN phase and then to the AS phase. The three phases coexist
at the tricritical point. In the following section, we examine
the collective excitations for (a) as a function of q for Ω0 = 2,
(b) as a function of q for Ω0 = 5, and (c) as a function of
Ω0 for q = −0.2. The variation of energy and its first-order
derivative for these three cases are shown in Figs. 6(a)-6(c).
The direct phase transition from the ZAM phase to the AS
phase is a first-order phase transition [see Fig. 6(a)], whereas,
in the presence of the intervening VN phase, the AS-VN and
the VN-ZAM phase transitions are continuous [see Figs. 6(b)
and 6(c)].
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FIG. 3. (Color online) The density and the phase structures of the ground state phases of the SOAM-coupled spin-1 BEC with c0 = 42.57,
c2 = 1.33 and q = −0.2. The component densities in (a) the annular stripe (AS) phase with Ω0 = 4, (b) the vortex necklace (VN) phase with
Ω0 = 6, and (c) the zero angular-momentum (ZAM) phase with Ω0 = 8. The phase profiles corresponding to (a), (b), and (c) are displayed in
(d), (e), and (f), respectively.
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FIG. 4. (Color online) The spin-texture of SOAM-coupled spin-1 BEC with c0 = 42.57, c2 = 1.33 and q = −0.2: (a) Ω0 = 4, (b) Ω0 = 6,
and (c) Ω0 = 8. The arrows show the projection of F(x, y) on the x-y plane, and the color indicates its component along the z axis.

IV. COLLECTIVE EXCITATIONS

We use the Bogoliubov approach to calculate the collec-
tions excitation spectrum of the SOAM-coupled BEC, where
we first linearize the GP equation (4) by perturbing the order
parameter as

Ψ(x, y, t) = e−iµt[Ψeq(x, y) + δΨ(x, y, t)], (6)

where Ψeq(x, y) = [ψ+1(x, y), ψ0(x, y), ψ−1(x, y)]
T is the

ground-state order parameter, and µ is the chemical potential.
We substitute the fluctuation δΨ(x, y, t) = uλ(x, y)e

−iωλt −

v∗
λ(x, y)e

iωλt in the linearized GP equation, where uλ(x, y)
and vλ(x, y) are Bogoliubov quasi-particle amplitudes and ωλ

is the excitation frequency with λ as the frequency index. This
leads to the following set of coupled Bogoliubov-de Gennes
(BdG) equations(

P1 P2

−P ∗
2 −P ∗

1

)(
uλ

vλ

)
= ωλ

(
uλ

vλ

)
, (7)

where uλ = (u+1,λ, u0,λ, u−1,λ)
T , vλ =

(v+1,λ, v0,λ, v−1,λ)
T , and P1 and P2 are defined in the

Appendix. We use a basis expansion method with a truncated
set of eigenfunctions of a two-dimensional harmonic oscilla-
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FIG. 5. (Color online) The phase diagram of an SOAM-coupled spin-
1 BEC in the Ω0 − q plane with c0 = 42.57 and c2 = 1.33. The
three phases coexist at the tricritical point (Ω0 = 3.5, q = −0.06).

tor serving as the requisite basis to solve the BdG equation
as discussed in the Appendix. The excitations can also be
characterized by the magnetic quantum number lq for the
circular-symmetric ZAM phase. In this case, the GP equation
can be linearized using the perturbed order parameter

Ψ(r, ϕ, t) = e−iµt+i(lz+Sz)ϕ[Ψeq(r) + δΨ(r, t)eilqϕ],

which, followed by the Bogoliubov transformation, leads to a
circularly symmetric set of BdG equation [42].

In Fig. 7(a), we show the excitation spectrum of the BEC
with c0 = 42.57 and c2 = 1.33 as a function of quadratic
Zeeman field q for Raman coupling strength Ω0 = 2. In
this case, as q is decreased, it leads to a direct phase tran-
sition from the ZAM phase to the AS phase, as discussed
in Sec. III. With a decrease in q, a double symmetric roton
mode [20, 21, 25] corresponding to lq = ±4 softens and be-
comes zero at (critical) Zeeman field q ≈ −0.016 as shown
in Fig. 7(a). At this point, a transition occurs from the ZAM
phase to the AS phase. This double symmetric roton structure
is clearly visible in Fig. 7(b), where we plot the excitation
spectrum as a function of the magnetic quantum number lq
for q = 0.2 and q = −0.016. For the circularly symmet-
ric ZAM phase, the modes with lq ̸= 0 are doubly degen-
erate, whereas those with lq = 0 are non-degenerate. This
is a consequence of the invariance of the BdG equation, un-
der the transformation lq → −lq with a simultaneous inter-
change of +1 and −1 spin states for lz = 0 [42]. Some
low-lying modes can be excited and identified by adding a
suitable time-independent perturbation proportional to an ob-
servable Ô to the Hamiltonian at t = 0 and then examining
the time evolution ⟨Ô⟩ =

∫
Ψ†(x, y, t)ÔΨ(x, y, t)dr, where

Ψ(x, y, t = 0) is the ground-state order parameter of the un-
perturbed Hamiltonian. The Ô can be chosen as x or y for
the dipole, xSz or ySz for the spin-dipole [23], x2 or y2

for the breathing and x2Sz or y2Sz for the spin-breathing
mode. The ⟨Ô⟩ oscillates at a dominant frequency, which

can be extracted from its Fourier transform [42, 49]. The den-
sity and spin dipole modes correspond, respectively, to the
oscillations of the center of masses of ρ(x, y) and Fz(x, y),
while the breathing modes refer to the oscillations of the root-
mean-square sizes of these distributions. The method has been
used experimentally to excite the density [50] and spin dipole
modes [51] by modulating the harmonic trapping potential.
The dipole and the breathing modes change discontinuously
across the ZAM-AS phase boundary [see Fig. 7(a)], highlight-
ing the first-order nature of the transition in agreement with
Fig. 6(a). The AS phase breaks two continuous symmetries,
gauge and rotational symmetries, resulting in two zero-energy
Goldstone modes in the excitation spectrum, whereas for the
ZAM phase, we observe a single Goldstone mode due to the
breaking ofU(1) gauge symmetry. This first-order phase tran-
sition at low Ω is qualitatively similar to one studied in an SO-
coupled spin-1 BEC with antiferromagnetic interactions [25].
In both systems, the double symmetric roton mode, along with
other low-lying modes, softens with a decrease in quadratic
Zeeman field strength [25], with vanishing roton gaps marking
the transition to the supersolid annular or rectilinear stripes.

Next, we fix Ω0 at 5 and examine the excitation spectrum as
a function of q. In this case, with a decrease in q from 0 to -0.5,
there is a phase transition from the ZAM to the VN phase and
then a transition from the VN to the AS phase [see Fig. 5] The
excitation spectrum is shown in Fig. 8. Notably, both the tran-
sitions, from the AS to the VN and from the VN to the ZAM
phase, are second-order transitions as evidenced by no dis-
cernible discontinuities across the critical points in Fig. 8 and
in agreement with the results in Fig. 6(b). The dispersion (ω
versus lq) for the ZAM phase again has a symmetric double-
roton structure (not shown here), with roton gaps at lq = ±4
closing at the ZAM-VN phase boundary. Like the supersolid
AS, the VN phase breaks the two continuous symmetries, re-
sulting in two zero-energy Goldstone modes. In the VN phase,
⟨Ô⟩ does not oscillate at a single dominant frequency for any
of the Ô mentioned earlier, leading to the multiple peaks in
the Fourier transform of ⟨Ô⟩. Due to this, we can not unam-
biguously identify dipole and breathing modes for this phase.

Lastly, we keep the quadratic Zeeman field q = −0.2 fixed
and vary the Raman coupling strength Ω0 from 0 to 10. As the
Raman coupling strength increases, a second-order transition
from the AS to the VN phase is observed above a critical cou-
pling Ω0 ≈ 4.6. As we further increase the Raman coupling
strength, the system undergoes another continuous phase tran-
sition from the VN to the ZAM phase above Ω0 ≈ 7.4. In the
AS phase, the low-lying modes, namely the density dipole,
density breathing, spin-dipole, and spin-breathing modes, de-
crease with increasing Ω0. Similarly, in the ZAM phase, two
density modes decrease with increasing Ω0 [see Fig. 9].

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We studied the ground-state phases and the low-lying col-
lective excitations of a quasi-2D SOAM-coupled spin-1 BEC
with antiferromagnetic interactions. We used the SOAM
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FIG. 6. The ground state energy E0 and ∂E0/∂q as a function of q for the BEC with c0 = 42.57, c2 = 1.33: (a) Ω0 = 2 and (b) Ω0 = 5.
(c) the ground state energy E0 and ∂E0/∂Ω0 as a function of Ω0 for the BEC with the same interaction parameters. The dashed vertical lines
correspond to the transition points. The first-order derivative of energy changes discontinuously across the AS-ZAM transition point in (a),
whereas it is continuous at the AS-VN and the VN-ZAM transition points in (b) and (c).
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tion of q. For q ⪆ −0.017, there is a phase transition from the AS
to the circularly symmetric lz = 0 (ZAM) phases. In both the AS
and the ZAM phases, dipole and breathing modes are marked by red
stars and green circles. Spin-dipole and spin-breathing modes are
marked by orange lower and black upper triangles in the AS phase.
For the circularly-symmetric ZAM phase, all the excitations are la-
belled with their respective magnetic quantum number lq , which is
not a good quantum number to characterize the excitations of the AS
phase; the labels have been placed above to their corresponding ex-
citation frequencies. (b) Illustrates the excitation spectrum as a func-
tion of the magnetic quantum number lq in the ZAM phase, where
the roton minima occur at lq = ±4.

-0.5 -0.4 -0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0
q

0

1

2

ω

lq = ±1

lq = 0

lq = ±4

Ω0 = 5

FIG. 8. (Color online) The excitation spectrum of the SOAM-
coupled spin-1 BEC with c0 = 42.57, c2 = 1.33, and Ω0 = 5
as a function of q. The blue “circles”, black “triangles” and green
“downtriangles” correspond, respectively, to the annular stripe (AS),
the vortex necklace (VN), and the zero angular momentum (ZAM)
phases. In the AS phase, dipole, breathing, spin-dipole, and spin-
breathing modes are marked by red stars, green circles, orange lower
and black upper triangles, respectively. In the ZAM phase, dipole
(lq = ±1) and breathing modes (lq = 0) are marked by red stars and
green circles. For q ⪆ −0.26, there is a phase transition from the AS
to the VN, and for q ⪆ −0.1, a phase transition from the VN to the
ZAM phase. The excitation mode with lq = ±4 in the ZAM phase
is the double roton mode.

coupling corresponding to an angular momentum transfer of
l = 4ℏ to the atoms, which allows the annular stripe phase as
one of the ground state phases alongside a circularly symmet-
ric (zero angular momentum) phase and another symmetry-
breaking vortex necklace phase for c2/c0 corresponding to
23Na. We calculated the phase diagram in the plane of Ra-
man coupling strength Ω0 versus the quadratic Zeeman field
strength q for both the non-interacting and interacting con-
densates. Using the Bogoliubov approach, we numerically
calculated the excitation spectrum of the system with fixed in-
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FIG. 9. (Color online) The excitation spectrum of the SOAM-
coupled spin-1 BEC with c0 = 42.57, c2 = 1.33, and q = −0.2
as a function of Ω0. The blue “circles”, black “triangles” and green
“downtriangles” correspond, respectively, to annular stripe (AS),
vortex necklace (VN), and zero angular momentum (ZAM) phases.
In the AS phase, dipole, breathing, spin-dipole, and spin-breathing
modes are marked by red stars, green circles, orange lower and black
upper triangles, respectively. In the ZAM phase, dipole (lq = ±1)
and breathing (lq = 0) are marked by red stars and green circles. For
Ω0 ⪆ 4.6, there is a phase transition from the AS to the VN phase,
and at Ω0 ⪆ 7.4, a phase transition from VN to ZAM phases. The
excitation mode with lq = ±4 in the ZAM phase is the double roton
mode and softens at the ZAM-VN transition point.

teraction strengths in three scenarios: (a) as a function of q for
a small fixed value of Ω0, (b) as a function of q for Ω0 fixed to
a relatively higher value, and (c) as a function of Ω0 for a fixed
q. For (a), the excitation spectrum reveals a first-order phase
transition from the ZAM to the AS phase directly which is ac-
companied by the closing of double symmetric roton gaps, a
signature of crystallization or supersolidity. This is similar to
the zero momentum to the supersolid stripe phase transition
in a SO-coupled BEC. For (b) and (c), the continuous ZAM
to the VN phase transition is also characterized by the closing
double symmetric roton gaps. We identified a few low-lying
collective modes, such as dipole and breathing modes, in both
the AS and VN phases.
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APPENDIX: A BASIS SET EXPANSION METHOD TO
SOLVE THE BDG EQUATIONS

Here, we discuss the details of the numerical method to
solve the BdG equation (7), where P1 and P2 are defined as

P1 =

H− µ+ c0ρ+1 + c2(2ρ+1 + ρ0 − ρ−1) (c0 + c2)ψ
∗
0ψ+1 + 2c2ψ

∗
−1ψ0 +HΩ (c0 − c2)(ψ−1ψ

∗
+1)

(c0 + c2)ψ0ψ
∗
+1 + 2c2ψ−1ψ

∗
0 +H∗

Ω H− µ+ c0ρ0 + c2(ρ+1 + ρ−1) (c0 + c2)ψ0ψ
∗
−1 + 2c2ψ+1ψ

∗
0 +HΩ

(c0 − c2)(ψ
∗
+1ψ−1) (c0 + c2)ψ

∗
0ψ−1 + 2c2ψ

∗
+1ψ0 +H∗

Ω H− µ+ c0ρ−1 + c2(ρ0 − ρ+1 + 2ρ−1)

 ,
P2 =

 (c0 + c2)ψ
2
+1 (c0 + c2)ψ0ψ+1 (c0 − c2)ψ−1ψ+1 + c2ψ

2
0

(c0 + c2)ψ+1ψ0 c0ψ
2
0 + 2c2ψ+1ψ−1 (c0 + c2)ψ−1ψ0

(c0 − c2)ψ+1ψ−1 + c2ψ
2
0 (c0 + c2)ψ0ψ−1 (c0 + c2)ψ

2
−1

 ,

with

H =

(
−1

2
∂2x − 1

2
∂2y + V (x, y) + c0ρ

)
, and

HΩ =
Ω(r)√

2
eilϕ.

To solve the BdG equation (7), we express BdG amplitudes
uj,λ(x, y) and vj,λ(x, y) as a linear combination of Nb low-
lying eigenstates of two-dimensional harmonic oscillator [52]

uj,λ(x, y) =

Nb−1∑
n=0

cλj,n+1φn(x, y), (8)

vj,λ(x, y) =

Nb−1∑
n=0

dλj,n+1φn(x, y), (9)

where j = +1, 0,−1 and cλj,n+1 and dλj,n+1 are the constant
coefficients. The nth harmonic oscillator oscillator basis state
is

φn(x, y) = ξnx
(x)ξny

(y), (10)

where ξnx(x)[ξny (y)] is a normalized eigen state of one-
dimensional harmonic oscillator with nx = 0, 1, . . . , nmax

x

(ny = 0, 1, . . . , nmax
y ), and n = ny(n

max
x + 1) + nx for

nmax
y ≥ nmax

x . In this work, with an isotropic confinement
along the x− y plane, we consider nmax

x = nmax
y . Projecting

the six-coupled BdG equations on Nb = (nmax
x + 1)2 har-

monic oscillator states, we get 6Nb equations, which can be
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written in the 6× 6 matrix form as
M11 M12 M13 M14 M15 M16

M21 M22 M23 M24 M25 M26

M31 M32 M33 M34 M35 M36

M41 M42 M43 M44 M45 M46

M51 M52 M53 M54 M55 M56

M61 M62 M63 M64 M65 M66




cλ+1

cλ0
cλ−1

dλ
+1

dλ
0

dλ
−1

 = ωλ


cλ+1

cλ0
cλ−1

dλ
+1

dλ
0

dλ
−1

 .
(11)

In Eq. (11), cλj and dλ
j are Nb × 1 column vectors defined as

cλj = (cλj,1, c
λ
j,2, . . . c

λ
j,Nb

)T , (12)

dλ
j = (dλj,1, d

λ
j,2, . . . d

λ
j,Nb

)T , (13)

and the six elements of the block matrix M on the left hand
side are Nb × Nb matrices with their klth element defined as
follows
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Mkl
11 =

∫∫
φp(x, y)

[
− 1

2
∂2x − 1

2
∂2y − µ+ V (x, y) + c0ρ+ c0ρ+1 + c2(2ρ+1 + ρ0 − ρ−1)

]
φq(x, y)dxdy,

Mkl
12 =

∫∫
φp(x, y)

[
(c0 + c2)ψ

∗
0ψ+1 + 2c2ψ

∗
−1ψ0 + hcc

]
φq(x, y)dxdy,

Mkl
13 =

∫∫
φp(x, y)(c0 − c2)(ψ−1ψ

∗
+1)ϕq(x, y)dxdy, Mkl

14 =

∫∫
φp(x, y)(c0 + c2)ψ

2
+1φq(x, y)dxdy,

Mkl
15 =

∫∫
φp(x, y)(c0 + c2)ψ0ψ+1φq(x, y)dxdy, Mkl

16 =

∫∫
φp(x, y)

[
(c0 − c2)ψ−1ψ+1 + c2ψ

2
0

]
φq(x, y)dxdy,

Mkl
21 =

∫∫
φp(x, y)

[
(c0 + c2)ψ0ψ

∗
+1 + 2c2ψ−1ψ

∗
0 + h∗cc

]
φq(x, y)dxdy,

Mkl
22 =

∫∫
φp(x, y)

[
− 1

2
∂2x − 1

2
∂2y − µ+ V (x, y) + c0ρ+ c2(ρ+1 + ρ−1)

]
φq(x, y)dxdy,

Mkl
23 =

∫∫
φp(x, y)

[
(c0 + c2)ψ

∗
−1ψ0 + 2c2ψ

∗
0ψ+1 + hcc

]
φq(x, y)dxdy,

Mkl
24 =

∫∫
φp(x, y)(c0 + c2)(ψ+1ψ0)φq(x, y)dxdy,

Mkl
25 =

∫∫
φp(x, y)

[
c0ψ

2
0 + 2c2ψ−1ψ+1

]
φq(x, y)dxdy,

Mkl
26 =

∫∫
φp(x, y)(c0 + c2)ψ−1ψ0φq(x, y)dxdy,

Mkl
31 = −

∫∫
φp(x, y)(c0 − c2)ψ

∗
+1ψ−1φq(x, y)dxdy,

Mkl
32 = −

∫∫
φp(x, y)

[
(c0 + c2)ψ

∗
0ψ−1 + 2c2ψ

∗
+1ψ0 + h∗cc

]
φq(x, y)dxdy,

Mkl
33 = −

∫∫
φp(x, y)

[
− 1

2
∂2x − 1

2
∂2y − µ+ V (x, y) + c0ρ+ c0ρ−1 + c2(ρ0 − ρ+1 + 2ρ−1)

]
φq(x, y)dxdy,

Mkl
34 = −

∫∫
φp(x, y)

[
(c0 − c2)ψ+1ψ−1 + c2ψ

2
0

]
φq(x, y)dxdy,

Mkl
35 = −

∫∫
φp(x, y)

[
(c0 + c2)ψ0ψ−1

]
φq(x, y)dxdy,

Mkl
36 = −

∫∫
φp(x, y)

[
(c0 + c2)ψ

2
−1

]
φq(x, y)dxdy,

Mkl
41 = −(Mkl

14)
∗, Mkl

42 = −(Mkl
15)

∗, Mkl
43 = −(Mkl

16)
∗, Mkl

44 = −(Mkl
11)

∗, Mkl
45 = −(Mkl

12)
∗, Mkl

46 = −(Mkl
13)

∗,

Mkl
51 = −(Mkl

24)
∗, Mkl

52 = −(Mkl
25)

∗, Mkl
53 = −(Mkl

26)
∗, Mkl

54 = −(Mkl
21)

∗, Mkl
55 = −(Mkl

22)
∗, Mkl

56 = −(Mkl
23)

∗,

Mkl
61 = −(Mkl

34)
∗, Mkl

62 = −(Mkl
35)

∗, Mkl
63 = −(Mkl

36)
∗, Mkl

64 = −(Mkl
31)

∗, Mkl
65 = −(Mkl

32)
∗, Mkl

66 = −(Mkl
33)

∗,

where p and q can have values 0, 1, 2, . . . Nb − 1, k = p + 1,
and l = q + 1. We opt for a sparse matrix representation to

store the BdG matrix and employ the ARPACK library [53]
for diagonalization. LAPACK subroutines [54] can also effi-
ciently handle the diagonalization of the matrix for small Nb.
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[51] T. Bienaimé, E. Fava, G. Colzi, C. Mordini, S. Serafini, C. Qu,
S. Stringari, G. Lamporesi, and G. Ferrari, Phys. Rev. A 94,
063652 (2016).

[52] A. Roy, S. Pal, S. Gautam, D. Angom, and P. Muruganandam,
Comput. Phys. Commun. 256, 107288 (2020).

[53] R. B. Lehoucq, D. C. Sorensen, and C. Yang, ARPACK Users’
Guide (Society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics, 1998)
https://epubs.siam.org/doi/pdf/10.1137/1.9780898719628.

[54] https://www.netlib.org/lapack/.

http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/nphys1954
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature09887
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature09887
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature11841
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/77/12/126401
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.115301
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/ncomms10897
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep18983
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.095302
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.095302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.095301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.095301
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/nature21431
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.053605
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.160403
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.160403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.150403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.235302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.235302
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.125301
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.90.063624
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.105301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.93.033648
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.93.023615
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.93.023615
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.95.033616
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.95.033616
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.115301
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.115301
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.156001
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.156001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.109.033319
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.109.033319
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2410.22178
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.91.033630
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.91.053630
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.92.033615
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.92.033615
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.91.063627
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.93.013629
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.94.033627
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.96.011603
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.96.011603
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.110402
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.110402
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.113204
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.250401
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.250401
https://arxiv.org/abs/2403.17403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.102.063328
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.102.063328
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.033152
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.033152
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1367-2630/abac3c
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1367-2630/abac3c
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.102.013316
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.102.013316
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.105.023320
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.105.023320
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.108.043310
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.108.043310
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.6.033200
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.6.033200
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.023109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.023109
https://arxiv.org/abs/2411.01590
https://arxiv.org/abs/2411.01590
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/s43673-022-00069-w
https://doi.org/10.1007/PL00021618
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2020.107671
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2020.107671
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2022.108442
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0129183122500462
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0129183122500462
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2020.107657
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2020.107657
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.106.013304
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.106.013304
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.988
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.988
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.94.063652
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.94.063652
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2020.107288
http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/1.9780898719628
http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/1.9780898719628
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://epubs.siam.org/doi/pdf/10.1137/1.9780898719628

	Excitations of a supersolid annular stripe phase in a spin-orbital-angular-momentum-coupled spin-1 Bose-Einstein condensate
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Non-interacting Hamiltonian
	SOAM-coupled BEC with interactions
	Collective excitations
	Summary and conclusions
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	Appendix: A basis set expansion method to solve the BdG equations
	References


