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Cold ensembles of bosons are a useful platform for studying many-body quantum states present in
quantum technologies, and simulations of these systems are convenient for streamlining design of such
technologies. This paper provides an overview of spin–orbit coupled Bose–Einstein condensates (SOC
BECs), along with an overview of simulation methods and a case study on a novel “microemulsion”
phase. These SOC-BECs are further described in the context of coherent states quantum field
theory, utilizing the complex Langevin sampling scheme as a numerical algorithm. This approach for
studying SOC BECs is a versatile and powerful alternative to particle-based methods and has promise
for simulating other bosonic quantum states.

I. INTRODUCTION
Many proposed quantum technologies (e.g., cold-atom

quantum computing) leverage a variety of exotic quantum
states, such as superfluidity, superconductivity, Bose–
Einstein condensation, quantum disordered spin states,
etc. To accelerate the design of quantum technologies
with such exotic quantum states, we can perform sim-
ulations to understand the underlying phenomena, opti-
mize system parameters, and predict emergent behaviors
under different conditions. Cold bosons are one plat-
form for studying these quantum states. These ultra-cold
(nK scale) bosonic systems can be formed via different
cooling and confining techniques until a large fraction of
atoms occupies a single-particle state, inducing sponta-
neous symmetry breaking into a Bose–Einstein conden-
sate (BEC) [1]. These bosonic ensembles, when iso-
lated and localized, allow for probing of their quantum
many-body physics to high precision. However, for many
boson systems that have high density or are subject to
artificial gauge fields, conventional particle-based Monte
Carlo simulations are expensive and can be numerically
unstable, whereas field-theoretic simulations (FTS) are
ideal, particularly via coherent states (CS) quantum field
theory [1, 2]. CS field theory, when coupled with the
complex Langevin sampling technique, allows for simu-
lation of dense BECs under artificial gauge fields [2]. One
example is an artificial spin–orbit coupling (SOC), which
intertwines a particle’s intrinsic spin and momenta. SOC
is naturally pervasive in material systems such as topo-
logical insulators but does not occur naturally in neu-
tral atom BECs [3]. By imbuing ultra-cold bosons with
SOC, one can access novel phases of SOC BECs, such
as ringed, hexagonal, striped, crystalline, and, recently,
a “microemulsion” phase [4]. In this Letter, we will
1 pollard@ucsb.edu

discuss the quantum many-body physics and simulation
techniques for SOC-BECs and how one can observe a
microemulsion phase under certain conditions.

II. PARTICLES TO FIELDS
The need to impose symmetry properties complicates

the coordinate representation of quantum many-body sys-
tems at finite temperature. Under boson statistics, wave-
functions are symmetric with respect to the exchange of
identical particles. Let us consider a collection of n spin-
less, indistinguishable quantum particles at temperature
T and volume V . The partition function for such a col-
lection of bosons can be written as

ZB =
1

n!

∑
P

∫
dRρD(R,PR

′;β)

≡ 1

n!

∑
P

ZD(n, V, T ) (1)

where the partition function ZB is the sum of all permu-
tations of the n bosonic particles and imbeds proper Bose
symmetry. Here, ρD(R,R′;β) = ⟨R|exp(−βĤ)|R′⟩ is
the equilibrium density matrix, where |R⟩ is a many-body
position state that contains all n atomic coordinates; Ĥ is
the many-body Hamiltonian operator; and β = 1/kBT .
The trace of ρD yields the partition function for distin-
guishable particles,ZD, and the operatorP denotes a per-
mutation of interchanging particles R and R′. One can
then perform the routine steps of Trotterizing the density
matrix and taking the limit of continuous imaginary time
to get the continuous (Feynman) imaginary-time path in-
tegral for n distinguishable bosons

ZD(n, V, T ) =

n∏
α=1

[∫
Drα

]
exp

(
− S[{rα}]

)
(2)
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Figure 1. Computation cost for field-theoretic simulations
and molecular dynamics (e.g., PIMC) versus particle density.
Reproduced from Ref. [11] by J. Lequieu (CC-BY 4.0).

where S[{rα}] is the action and given in Ref. [5], and
rα represents the coordinate vector for the αth particle.
Intuitively, Feynman’s path integral approach amounts to
Brownian diffusive motion of particles with imaginary-
time period β. At low temperature and high density, the
quantum fluid is attempting to lower its kinetic energy,
and as T → 0 (β → ∞), all permutations contributing to
ZB are equally likely [5]. These permutations give rise
to a wide variety of quantum phenomena, such as the spin
liquid behavior of frustrated magnets [6] and superfluid-
ity of liquid helium [7], due to the exchange interactions
at low temperatures. For example, even gaseous systems
of bosons can form a BEC, defined as a bosonic system
where the zero-momentum ground state is macroscopi-
cally occupied. This unique phase transition is different
from its classical analog in that condensation occurs in
momentum space instead of coordinate space with an or-
der parameter of a complex phase instead of fluid density.

For many years, path integral Monte Carlo (PIMC)
was the only simulation method that yielded numerically
accurate estimates of continuum many-body systems of
bosons at finite temperature [5]. PIMC has been used to
study liquid 4He [7, 8], quantum crystalline phases [9],
and ultra-cold gases [10], among many other bosonic sys-
tems. However, for systems over a few thousand particles,
PIMC remains expensive due to the multitude of quantum
permutations (see Figure 1). Because of quantum correla-
tions, a trial move in PIMC involves sequentially iterating
through imaginary time slices over each individual parti-
cle, generating an overall diffusive motion but resulting
in high computational cost as system size increases. De-
signing efficient permutation sampling schemes is also
challenging due to system-dependent interactions, such
as the harshly repulsive potentials of liquid helium; thus,
the prospective for future improvements is unclear.

Instead of the particle description of PIMC, coherent
states (CS) field theory offers a field-theoretic simula-
tions (FTS) method of representing the imaginary time
path integral of quantum statistical mechanics. Since
Bose statistics are embedded within CS field theory,
there is no need for summing over the permutations in
Equation 1. For many-body quantum systems, quantum
field theories are developed in an abstract occupation-
number basis, which represents the number of particles
in a complete, orthogonal set of one-particle quantum
states, rather than in the particle coordinate basis. This
second quantization framework inherently incorporates
Bose or Fermi symmetry through commutation relations
of raising and lowering operators in the Hamiltonian. The
partition function in this basis can be reformulated as an
imaginary-time path integral by inserting complete sets
of coherent states—linear combinations of occupation-
number states—along the trajectory [1]. This leads to
a CS field theory with complex fields defined in d + 1
dimensions, where the extra dimension corresponds to
imaginary time.

In other words, combining second quantization with
Feynman’s path integral formalism yields a framework
amenable to field-theoretic simulations. Indexing a single
particle state by plane wave mode k, a coherent state can
be defined as

|ϕk⟩ ≡
∞∑

nk=0

1√
nk!

ϕnk
k |nk⟩ (3)

where |nk⟩ is an occupation number state, and ϕk is a
complex number. Note that the set of coherent states is
not orthogonal since they overlap in momentum space.
To construct a coherent states path integral, recall that the
algebra of second quantization relies on varying particle
number, so it is natural to consider the grand canonical
partition function ZG(µ, V, T ), where µ is the chemical
potential. Using the grand canonical density matrix and
second quantization relations [1],ZG in terms of coherent
states is given by

ZG(µ, V, T ) =

∫
D(ϕ∗, ϕ) exp

(
− S[ϕ∗, ϕ]

)
(4)

where D(ϕ∗, ϕ) is shorthand for the product over mo-
menta k of the real and imaginary components of dϕk.
Depending upon the particular bosonic system, the ac-
tion S[ϕ∗, ϕ] can have multiple terms which are derived
elsewhere (see Ref. [3]). In the coherent states basis,
a 3-dimensional assembly of n bosons confined with an
external potential and arbitrary gauge fields in typical
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experiments assumes an action [3, 5] of

S[ϕ∗, ϕ] =

∫ β

0
dτ

∫
V
d3rϕ∗(r, τ+)

[
∂

∂τ
− µ+ Uex(r)

]
ϕ(r, τ)

+

∫ β

0
dτ

∫
V
d3rϕ∗(r, τ+)

(
1

2m

[
p̂−A(r)

]2)
ϕ(r, τ)

+
g

2

∫ β

0
dτ

∫
V
d3r

[
ϕ∗(r, τ+)ϕ(r, τ)

]2 (5)

where p̂ = −iℏ∇ is the canonical momentum opera-
tor; Uex(r) is an external trapping potential; A(r) is an
artificial (vector) gauge potential; and g is the contact
repulsion strength. The gauge field A(r) is of interest in
that it can be Abelian (e.g., externally imposed rotational
flow) or non-Abelian (e.g., containing Pauli matrices). In
the latter, this type of gauge field is evident in spin–orbit
coupling, as discussed in Section III.

III. SPIN–ORBIT COUPLING
To probe the many-body physics of ensembles of parti-

cles with relatively high precision, one can impose exter-
nal potentials and artificial gauge fields to cool, isolate,
and localize particles to form dense, interacting systems
such as BECs. Through methods such as laser cooling,
evaporative cooling, or magnetic/optical trapping, even
dilute gases of bosons can be tuned to be highly interact-
ing and correlated, allowing for observance of a variety
of exotic quantum states. One particular phenomenon,
called spin–orbit coupling (SOC), occurs when a system
of multi-level bosons are cooled and confined within spa-
tially varying laser fields that split the ground state into
different energy levels and couple different levels together
[12]. The canonical example of this is a degenerate cloud
of 87Rb atoms in a crossed optical dipole trap with a mag-
netic field bias (see Figure 2). The two Raman laser cou-
ple the states |F = 1, mf = −1⟩ and |F = 1, mf = 0⟩
(higher splitting due to B-field; out of resonance), and
states |F = 1, mf = 0⟩ and |F = 1, mf = 1⟩ (remains
in resonance) [13]. This splitting results in a pseudo-
spin-1/2 system, where F represents the total hyperfine
angular momentum, andmf represents the corresponding
quantum number.

Figure 2. Example experimental realization of artificially in-
duced SOC. Two Raman lasers intersect the cloud with vertex
orthogonal to B-field direction.

2D Isotropic Rashba SOC

Bose–Einstein condensation allows various macro-
scopic quantum states depending upon the external po-
tential Uex(r), the interaction potential between particles
V (r), and the presence of SOC due to A(r). One sim-
ple example of SOC corresponds to 2D isotropic Rashba
SOC [14] with vector gauge potential

A = ℏκ(σxex + σyey) (6)

where σµ are Pauli spin matrices, and κ is a parameter
for SOC strength. For this paper, “SOC BEC” refers to a
BEC with 2D isotropic Rashba SOC.

Different SOC BEC states exist depending upon if the
state is interacting (V (r) ̸= 0) or if the state is homo-
geneous (Uex(r) = 0). For example, an interacting ho-
mogeneous SOC BEC has either a “plane wave” phase
or a “striped superfluid” phase depending on its inter-
action strength [3]. On the other hand, the phase of a
noninteracting homogeneous SOC BEC has an energy
dispersion of a “ring-bottom” paraboloid with a contin-
uum minima (ring) of kmin values, namely a Rashba cir-
cle. Moreover, an SOC BEC with harmonic Uex and in-
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creasingly strong interactions, yields a variety of phases,
including ringed, hexagonal lattice, and striped phases
[15].

Numerical Simulations of SOC BECs

The applicability of the chosen simulation scheme,
commonly either (PI)MC or FTS, depends upon the pos-
itive definitiveness of the particle distribution and is due
to a “sign problem”. The sign problem is a result of the
non-positive-definiteness of the representative statistical
weight for the particle distribution. It is present for com-
plex and extensive Hamiltonians for FTS (both classical
and quantum) and PIMC for SOC BECs, resulting in
complex oscillations that thwart numerical convergence.

To circumvent the sign problem, complex Langevin
(CL) dynamics proves to be a viable solution by adap-
tively sampling along nearly stationary phase trajectories,
and if trajectories converge to a stationary solution and
obey the CL correctness criteria, they are proven free of
any bias [2, 16].The CL algorithm computes expectation
values via operator averages over Langevin time. A stable
algorithm leverages an off-diagonal descent scheme that
effectively decouples ϕ∗α,j(r, t) and ϕα,j(r, t) to linear or-
der, resulting in the following CL equations of motion [2]

∂

∂t
ϕα,j(r, t) = − δS[ϕ, ϕ∗]

δϕ∗α,j(r, t)
+ ηα,j(r, t)

∂

∂t
ϕ∗α,j(r, t) = − δS[ϕ, ϕ∗]

δϕα,j(r, t)
+ η∗α,j(r, t) (7)

where ηα,j(r, t) and η∗α,j(r, t) are complex-conjugate
white noise terms with zero mean and variance that en-
sures the noise precisely captures both quantum and ther-
mal fluctuations [4], and periodic boundary conditions are
implemented in the spatial and imaginary-time domains.

Spin Microemulsion Phase

One case study for understanding SOC BECs is the pro-
posed spin microemulsion phase which has been shown to
have undulating pseudo-spin domains with energy disper-
sions that follow the Rashba circle [4]. The assembly of
bosons in this particular phase are well-described by the
Hamiltonian which, in terms of field operators, is given

by

H =
∑
αγ

∫
d2r ψ̂†

α(r)

[
1

2m
(p̂I−A)2 − µI

]
αγ

ψ̂γ(r)

+
1

2

∑
αγ

∫
d2r ψ̂†

α(r)ψ̂
†
γ(r)(g0I+ g1σ

x)αγψ̂α(r)ψ̂γ(r)

(8)

Here, the Hamiltonian is normal ordered, and the re-
pulsive coupling constants g0 and g1 correspond to like
and unlike pseudo-spin scattering events and are ele-
ments of a symmetric coupling constants matrix [4]. For
studying the universal behavior of SOC BEC phases,
we can define parameters and nondimensional groups.
Let ℓ ≡

√
ℏ2/(2mµeff) be a natural length scale and

µeff ≡ µ−ℏ2κ2/(2m) be an effective chemical potential.
Define the dimensionless repulsion scale g̃ ≡ 2mg0/ℏ2,
SOC strength κ̃ ≡ κℓ, temperature T̃ ≡ 1/(βµeff), and
miscibility parameter ηg ≡ g1/g0.

To access finite temperature, we can combine these pa-
rameters and dimensionless groups with Equations 5 and
6. After discretizing Equation 5 in imaginary time (neces-
sary for numerical simulation) and summing over pseudo-
spin species α, one gets the coherent state-dependent ac-
tion

S[ϕ, ϕ∗] =
∑
α

Nτ−1∑
j=0

∫
d2r ϕ∗α,j(r)

[
ϕα,j(r)− ϕα,j−1(r)

]
+

β̃

Nτ

∑
α,γ

Nτ−1∑
j=0

∫
d2r ϕ∗α,j(r)K̂αγϕγ,j−1(r)

+
β̃g̃

2Nτ

∑
α,γ

Nτ−1∑
j=0

∫
d2r ϕ∗α,j(r)

× ϕ∗γ,j(r)
(
I+ ηgσ

x
)
αγ
ϕγ,j−1(r)ϕα,j−1(r)

(9)

Here, imaginary time is discretized into j slices for
τ ∈ [0, β̃], where β̃ = 1/T̃ , and the matrix K̂αγ is(

−∇̃2 − 1 −2κ̃[−i∂x̃ − ηSOC∂ỹ]

−i∂x̃ + ηSOC∂ỹ −∇̃2 − 1

)
(10)

where ηSOC = 1 since an isotropic SOC is assumed.
Thus, there are three space-imaginary time dimensions in
which the complex coherent states fields are discretized
and primed for numerical simulation.
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Figure 3. Normalized density profile and thermally averaged
momentum distribution of pseudo-spin bosons in the |↑⟩ basis
state. Here, g̃ = 0.05, and ηg = 1.1. Adapted with permission
from McGarrigle et al. [4].

Implementing the CL sampling scheme as described in
the previous section, one can now run the algorithm and
compute quantities such as density profiles ρα[ϕ, ϕ∗; r] =
1/Nτ

∑Nτ−1
j=0 ϕ∗α,j(r)ϕα,j−1(r), the momentum distribu-

tion N [ϕ, ϕ∗; r] = A/Nτ
∑

α

∑Nτ−1
j=0 ϕ̃∗α,j,−kϕ̃α,j−1,k

(where “∼” signifies discrete Fourier transform), and
other thermodynamic quantities. The density profile and
momentum distribution for the spin microemulsion SOC
BEC was determined in Ref. [4] and is reproduced with
permission in Figure 3. This unique phase embodies an
isotropic “spin emulsion” structure, has a characteristic
domain width of π/(2κ̃), and exhibits no long-range or-
der. Additionally, the most occupied momentum state is
that with wavevector |k| = κ̃ which is that of canonical
2D isotropic Rashba SOC. At lower T̃ and immiscible
conditions ηg > 1, this phase organizes into a stripe
phase with quasi-long range orientational and transla-
tional order, but this symmetry is spontaneously broken
at a critical temperature T̃c ≈ 7 [4]. This system has
more degenerate single-particle states than particles, and
as a result there is no singly condensed momentum state.
Instead, a spin-correlated, structured normal fluid phase
forms, characterized by a circular set of occupied mo-
mentum modes.

•

[1] J. W. Negele and H. Orland, Quantum Many-
particle Systems, Advanced Book Classics (West-
view Press, 1998).

[2] K. T. Delaney, H. Orland, and G. H. Fredrick-
son, “Numerical Simulation of Finite-Temperature
Field Theory for Interacting Bosons”, Physical Re-
view Letters 124, 070601 (2020).

[3] N. Goldman, G. Juzeliūnas, P. Öhberg, and I. B.
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