arXiv:2212.12966v2 [cond-mat.quant-gas] 22 Jan 2024

Stationary solitary waves in F' = 1 spin-orbit coupled Bose-Einstein condensates
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We consider solitary wave excitations above the ground state of F' = 1 spin-orbit coupled Bose-
Einstein condensates (SOBECs). The low energy properties of SOBECs in any of the three branches
of the single particle dispersion relation can be described by suitable scalar nonlinear Schrédinger
(NLS) equations which we obtain using multiple-scale expansions. This enables us to examine a va-
riety of different configurations, such as dark solitary waves associated with higher energy branches,
as well as dark and bright structures in the lowest branch. The lowest branch can also exhibit a
“superstripe” phase that supports solitary waves. In all cases, we provide explicit expressions for the
NLS coefficients, and confirm their validity with full numerical simulations of the SOBEC system

including a harmonic confining potential.

I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the effect of synthetic spin-orbit cou-
pling (SOC) in Bose-Einstein condensates (BECs) is an
active topic in cold atom physics [1-3]. Starting from
its first experimental realizations this topic has gained
considerable traction [4], with the experimentally acces-
sible case with equal contributions of Rashba [5] and
Dresselhaus [6] SOC being, arguably, the most studied.
The properties of spin-orbit coupled BECs (SOBECsS)
have been recently reviewed in Ref. [7] (with an empha-
sis on the so-called Dicke model and associated phase-
transitions). While most of the relevant works have
focused on two-component systems, prototypical higher
spin cases have been proposed [8] and realized [9, 10].

Most research on SOBECs has focused on systems in
or near equilibrium, however, a number of studies have
considered localized nonlinear excitations, i.e., solitary
waves. Early studies considered the dynamics of bright
and dark solitary waves in 1D [11, 12]; later work consid-
ered vortices and their ordering properties in 2D [13, 14];
by now a progressively increasing body of work addresses
such excitations [8, 15-23]. More broadly, in 1D bright
and dark solitons play a central role in the dynamics of
atomic BECs [24-27]; as do vortices in two spatial di-
mensions [28]; and vortex lines and rings in three dimen-
sions [29].

Motivated by the growth of these areas and spinor con-
densates more generally [30, 31], the present work consid-
ers solitary waves in higher spin SOBECs. Experimen-
tally these could be realized using techniques developed
earlier by one of the present authors that were used in
order to explore the ground states of such systems, giving
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ferromagnetic, polar and superstripe phases [9]. The col-
lective excitation spectrum takes on the standard Bogoli-
ubov form similar to the two-spin case [32]. The present
effort extends this analysis to the case of solitary states
that emerge in the presence of mean-field nonlinearity in
the vicinity of extrema in the single particle spectrum.
Our study uses multiscale expansions [33, 34] to obtain
closed-form (albeit approximate) descriptions of solitary
wave excitations. We cross-check these against numeri-
cal solutions of the 1D Gross-Pitaevskii equation (GPE),
a nonlinear Schrodinger equation describing isolated co-
herently evolving BECs.

Our analysis begins in Sect. II where we establish the
microscopic model and introduce the multiscale pertur-
bation method. We first validate the multiscale pertur-
bation method by initially selecting parameters for which
F =1 SOC is reminiscent of the well studied F = 1/2
case. In Sect. III we obtain the linearized excitation spec-
trum (i.e., phonons), and controllably introduce nonlin-
earity, by expanding the solution in a power series of
a parameter characterizing the departure from the lin-
ear limit. The equations satisfied by the two leading
order corrections identify an effective scalar nonlinear
Schrodinger (NLS) equation. The coefficients of the cor-
responding NLS model and their dependence on the lin-
ear and nonlinear system properties are explicitly com-
puted. Subsequently, in Sect. IV, we evaluate these co-
efficients in each case of interest (near the extrema of
the respective bands) giving both dark and bright soli-
tary waves [35, 36]. More elaborate structures, includ-
ing stripe-phase waves are also considered. In Sect. V,
the results of all the cases are compared with direct nu-
merical computations, both with and without a realistic
parabolic trap. Lastly in Sect. VI, we present results for
parameters where F' = 1 and F = 1/2 SOC differ quali-
tatively. In Sect. VII we conclude and consider possible
directions of future study.
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FIG. 1. High magnetic field level diagram for the 5"Rb
F = 1 hyperfine ground state when the atomic quadratic
Zeeman shift is large, giving energy differences d+1 between
|F'=1,mp==1) and |F =1,mpr =0). A pair of counter
propagating laser beams, with polarization noted by black ar-
rows, independently Raman couple the |F =1, mp = —1) <
|F = 1,mF = O> and |F = 1,mF = 0> — |F = l,mF = —|—1>
transitions as was done experimentally in Ref. [9].

II. MODEL

We consider quasi 1D spinor BECs with total angu-
lar momentum F = 1 with SOC induced by Raman-
coupling [2] the three spin components |mp = 0,£1)
of the FF = 1 hyperfine ground state. The BEC, with
typical per-particle interaction energy e, is confined in
a highly anisotropic trap with longitudinal and trans-
verse frequencies, w, and w,, respectively, such that
hwy,e < hw,. The system can therefore be described
by the 1D many-body Hamiltonian

H =Tty + Fl
/ dxzwl ) Hp (7)o (1) (1)
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where : --- : denotes the normal ordering operation.
The Hamiltonian can be divided into a two-field single-
particle term quantified by the single particle Hamil-
tonian operator H(x) with matrix elements Hj,,(z)
and a pair of four-field interaction terms with “sym-
metric” (spin-independent) and “antisymmetric” (spin-
dependent) interaction coefficients go and gs respec-
tively [37]. These interaction constants are related to ag
and as, the s-wave scattering lengths of two atoms with
total spin F' = 0 and F' = 2, via go = 2hw, (ag + 2a2)/3
and go = 2hw | (as — agp)/3.

Here Q;In (x) describes the creation of a boson at posi-
tion = in magnetic sub-level mp = m;

i(x) =) a(z) =) Ok (@)dm(2) (2)

m
is the local density operator; and

j'-'(x)ﬂ :

Fa) =3 |> FO @) (@)dm(z) | en  (3)

v l,m

with v € {x,y, 2}, is the angular momentum density vec-
tor operator in terms of the three F' = 1 angular momen-
tum matrices F'*).

We focus on a specific experimentally realized case
shown in Fig. 1 in which the |mp = —1) <> |mp = 0) and
|mp =0) < |mp =+1) transitions are independently
Raman coupled. As derived in Appendix A we make a
pair of rotating-wave approximations (RWAs) that lead
to the single particle SOC Hamiltonian [9, 38, 39]

o |, 92 0
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o= Q/2 — o ‘ Q/22 , (4)
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with the momentum operator p = —ifid,, and the atomic

mass m,. The SOC Hamiltonian is additionally charac-
terized by the wavenumber of the Raman coupling laser
kr, the Raman coupling strength €2, and a experimen-
tally tunable parameter §, analogous to the quadratic
Zeeman shift. In terms of the angular momentum opera-
tors F , ., the total single particle Hamiltonian becomes
o (—ihd, D + kRFL)? O po 1 2 N
it Tznj rF%) +%F3+EQF9¢+V($)I, (5)
where we included the spin-independent confining poten-
tial V(z) = maw?2?/2 with the identity operator I. We
note that this Hamiltonian can be represented in other
forms as well by an appropriate pseudo-spin rotation.
For example, one finds cross-terms that correspond to an
equal weight to Rashba (pyFy + pyFy) and Dresselhaus
(pxﬁf@ fpyﬁ'y) coupling [38, 39]. At the same time, recent
studies have considered pure Rashba coupling [16, 39-41].
The transformations leading to the single particle SOC
Hamiltonian also modify the spin-dependent interaction
energy that results from the angular momentum density
(see App. A for details). In terms field operators this
takes the explicit form

JEof = [(Fadhadaia + it oia)

+2 (1&1112}81&+112}0 + b did_14o
B )
+2 (&8&8&—&-1&—1 + 7&117;11&01&0) }

that includes contributions to the density-density inter-
action strength (first three lines) and spin-changing col-
lisions (last line). The spin-changing collision terms are
eliminated by the rotatlng wave approximation and we
introduce : |Frwa (z)|? : as the combined operator with-
out these terms.

This final approximation is valid when the per-particle
spin-dependent interaction energy scale eo = go(n(z)) is
much smaller than the quadratic Zeeman shift [6_1 —d41],
ie., €2 € |d_1 — d4+1|. For the parameters in Ref. [9] this
is easily satisfied with e; &~ h x 5 Hz and [6_1 — d41| =
h x 100 kHz.



A. Gross-Pitaevskii equation

Here we turn to the mean-field description of this sys-
tem suitable for weakly interacting atomic BECs de-
scribed by the 1D GPE with mean field energy density

1
E= > Ui Humtm + D0+ 5| Frwal’,  (6)

2
I,m=-—1
total energy E = [;&dr, and atom number
Jan(z,t)dz = N. The density n = Y. _ | [thn|? and

RWA angular momentum density |Frwa(z)* are the
complex field analogues to the many-body quantities in
Sec. II.

We adopt dimensionless expressions with energy,
length, time and density in units of hw,, a,, wll and
v/N/a, leading to dimensionless interaction coefficients
0,2 = go,2/(fwyay) and the three-component GPE

z‘agf — (L4 A= inD) e + o (7a)
+ e (Wit + Yoo — V1),
SO0 = Lo+ Qb +0) (7)
+ (P + YT %-1)Yo,
i&gt_l = (L4 A+ i) + o (7)
+ o [(W 1 + 5t — Vi) Pa]
where

L= [_;ai + V(x)} +co(V 11+ gtho + i), (8)

and

2

A =6q+ ER (9)
In our units, the trapping potential becomes V(z) =
A222/2, with \; = w,/w, < 1. Finally, in the equa-
tions of motion we introduced v = a ki, and made the
substitutions £ — Q/(2w, ), and 64 — 0q/wi. In addi-
tion, we introduce the ratio 8 = ¢s/co which is 8 = 0.04
for 23Na and 3 = —0.0046 for 8"Rb [31, 42, 43)].

In the following analysis, we consider the case of a sym-
metric linear energy spectrum with v = 1. Finally, in our
analysis and simulations, we restrict {2 to be in the inter-
val [0, 6] and fix § = —0.0046. Having presented the lay
of the land, we now turn to our analytical considerations
for the associated model.

B. Multiscale perturbation method

We employ an analytical approach, similar to the one
used in the case of binary SOBECs [12, 35, 44], to de-
rive approximate solitary solutions of the GPE Eqgs. (7a)-
(7c). In particular, we will use a multiscale perturbation

method [33, 34] to derive an effective single-component
GP equation; the latter supports exact dark and bright
soliton solutions (in the absence of the trap), which are
then used for the construction of approximate solitary
wave solutions of the original model. These will be tested
against direct numerical computations of stationary so-
lutions of the full SOC equations.
First, we introduce the order parameter

W = uexpli(kr — ut)], with u= (¢1,¢0,¢_1)" (10)

for an excitation with wavevector k, where the chemical
potential ;1 = w + €2wy governs the ground-state time-
dependence. w represents the energy in the linear regime,
while €2wq is a small deviation about this energy (with
0 < € < 1 being a formal small parameter), and wy/w =
O(1). Note that, as we will see below, wy will be a free
parameter of the solutions. In the present context, we
are seeking solutions that are bifurcating from the band
edge of the system’s linear eigenstates. Furthermore, we
assume that the trapping potential is sufficiently weak,
so that the normalized trap frequency is A; = €2)\;.

Next, we introduce the following asymptotic expan-
sions in € for the fields ¢,,, with m representing the mag-
netic quantum number, m = (—1,0,1):

o0

i=1
where the unknown fields ¢,,; depend on the slow vari-
ables (since € < 1)

X =ex, T=E¢€t.

Introducing the above ansatz into Egs. (7a)-(7c), we ar-
rive at the following equations at the orders O(e!), O(€?)
and O(e?), respectively

Wu; =0, (12a)
Wllg = Z.W()axul, (1213)
Wll3 = iW()aXuQ
1
+ (i@T + §8§( — A+ wo) up, (12¢)

where w; = (¢14, boi, #_1:)7 , while the matrices W, Wy
and A are given by:

2 k’7+A Q 0
w=>" "o+l @ o o |,13)
2 0 Q —ky+A
Wy = (W +wl), (13b)
A = diag(ay,as,as3), (13c¢)

where a1, as and az are given by:
a1 = cong + co(—n_11 +n11 +ne1) + V(X% (14a)

as = cong + ca(ni +n_11) + V(X)v (14b)
cong + ca(n—11 — n11 + no1) + f/(X)» (14c)

as
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FIG. 2. Single particle spectra for Q = 0 (a), Q = 0.1 (b) and Q = 1.2 (c) for the case of fixed A = 0 (64 = —y*/2) and

Q = 0.1 (d) for fixed A = 4%/2. In the first three panels (a-c), lower, middle and upper lines respectively correspond to the
w1(k), w2(k) and ws(k), of the dispersion relation of Egs. (15a)—(15¢); while, in the fourth panel the three lines represent three
different bands of the single particle spectra computed by using Eq. (29).

also ny = 0 _ 1 [dm1l?, i = |pma]?, and the poten-
tial is given by V(X) = (1/2)A?X2.

Equations (12) are a central finding of our multiscale
expansion method, and can be used to obtain the results

that follow.

IIT. ANALYTICAL RESULTS FOR A =0

In the subsequent analysis, we will set A = 0; this
corresponds to a quadratic Zeeman shift 5, = —v?/2.

A. Linear regime

First, at the leading order O(e), which is relevant to
the linear regime of the problem, we obtain the single
particle energy spectrum w(k). Indeed, the solvability
condition detW = 0 of Eq. (12a) yields three different
branches, a lower, a middle and an upper one, namely
w(k) =w;(k) (7 =1,2,3), given by:

1
§(k2 — 24/ k242 +202) (lower branch), (15a)

w1 =
k2

wy = o (middle branch),(15b)
1

wy = §(k2 + 24/ k292 + 2Q2) (upper branch). (15¢)

These branches of the energy spectrum are illustrated in
Fig. 2 for different values of the parameter Q. It is ob-
served that (when the branches are separated), the upper
and middle branches ws and w3 feature a global minimum
at k = 0 for every value of 2. On the other hand, for
Q > +2/4/2, the lower branch wy (k) features a global min-
imum at k = 0, while for Q < v%/+/2 this branch acquires

a double-well shape. In this case, w; (k) features a maxi-
mum at & = 0 and two minima at k = £4/92 — 2(22/~2).
The latter is, arguably, the richest scenario in terms of
relevant possibilities for solitary waveforms, as we will
illustrate below.

It is also straightforward to find that the solvability
condition, det(W) = 0, of Eq. (12a) leads to the solution

u; = R‘)O(X7 T>7 (16)

where ¢(X,T) is an unknown scalar field (to be deter-
mined below), while R = [Q1, Q2, Q3]7 is the right eigen-
vector of the kernel of W. The components of R acquire
different expressions for each branch of the energy spec-
trum.

Next, we consider the equation at O(e?), namely
Eq. (12b). Generally, the solvability condition of the
inhomogeneous equations arising at O(e’) for j > 2 is
LF;R = 0, where F; is the right-hand side term at
O(€?). Hence, the solvability condition of Eq. (12b) is
LWoR = 0, where L = [Q1, Q2, Q3] is the left eigenvec-
tor of the kernel of the matrix W. The above solvability
condition fixes the value of k, which is given by:

e
QFf + Q3 + Q3
At this value of k, the group velocity becomes zero, i.e.,

=k—~ ﬂ =0.

Qf + Q3+ Q3
According to this result, perturbative solutions can only
be sought for at the extrema (minima or maxima) of
w(k), which occur at the “stationary points” (wm, km),
where w,,, = w(k,,). Based on this we expect the per-
turbative solutions to be approximately valid near these
points.

k (17)

vy = W' (k) (18)



Furthermore, at this order, a solution of Eq. (12b)
reads:

uz = —i(0xR)(Ox (X, T)). (19)

It is relevant to indicate at this point that this is a single
inhomogeneous solution of the Eq. (12b) and the most
general associated solution can be constructed by ap-
pending to it the solution of the homogeneous problem,
although we will not pursue this avenue herein.

B. Nonlinear regime

We now proceed with the equation at O(e?), namely
Eq. (12c). The solvability condition of this equation is

J

E(Q1Q] + Q205 + Q3Q5) +v(Q1Q7 — Q3Q%)

LF3R = 0 (where Fj is the right-hand side of Eq. (12¢)).
Then, employing the form of the solutions for u; and ug,
the solvability condition of Eq. (12¢) yields the following
effective GP equation,

. 1 ~
T = _Ew”(km)ai( +V(X)+ g(km)|§0|2 —Wo| ¥,
(20)
where the dispersion and nonlinearity coefficients,

w" (k) and g(k,), are given by:

Wkp) = 1+2 T+ R0 , (21a)
2+ 2+ 22+2 2 2+ 2+ 2 2\2
dlhn) = o A+ %)%%£1£a<@ Q3)%)5 (21b)

H (k) = W (k L g(km) = gk
ere, (k) = W ()] glkn) = g(b)|_ (ie

the functions w”(k) and g = g(k) are evaluated at the
stationary point k,,, as defined above) and ¢y = Bcg.
Notice that the coefficients w” (k) and g take different
values for the three different branches of the dispersion
relation. Furthermore, the relative sign of these coeffi-
cients controls the type of the soliton that is supported
by the effective GPE [Eq. (20)]. In particular, consid-
ering time-independent solutions, in the absence of the
potential (V(X) = 0), and for w”(ky,)g(km) > 0, the
NLS Eq. (20) possesses a stationary dark solitary (DS)
solution of the form:

while for w”(km)g(km) < 0, it possesses a stationary
bright soliton (BS) solution:

pps(X) =

2w0 sec 2w0
|mmmwh( wwmmx) (23)

It is of course relevant to note that these station-
ary solutions can, in principle, be boosted using the
Galilean transformation of the obtained NLS equa-
tion [34]. Hence, in terms of the original variables, the
system of Egs. (7c) yields a solitary wave solution of the
form

U(z,t;R) ~ |eps(ex)R(ky) —ie’R/ (ky)0x s (ex)

X exp[i(kmx - //fmt)L (24)

(

valid to O(e?). Here @g is the (dark or bright) solution,
and [, = Wy, + €2wp. In light of the above expression for
Eq. (20), the solitary wave mass will be inversely propor-
tional to w”(ky,), given the nature of the contribution of
the latter in the equation’s dispersive term; see also the
details in Appendix A.

In general, there exist two different eigenfunction sets
that we consider herein (although different normaliza-
tions of the eigenvectors are also possible; we com-
ment on this a bit further below), labeled as R, =

[Q1a, Q24, Q34)" and Ry, = [Q1p, Q2p, Qsp)”, where

(5

)

(’ﬁﬂww) (25)
Q2a(w, k) = -5 (2 —ky — w), Qsalw, k) =1

Qla(w, k) =

and

Qulo) =1, Quien) =~ (5 + 47— 0)
16\W, - 1, 2v (W, - Y w, (26)

Q\ 2
QSb(ka) = 1/Q1a(w7k)'

Since R, and R, are eigenfunctions, in line with ear-
lier calculations in [11, 12], using a linear combination
(which, by a continuation argument, may also exist in
the nonlinear regime), we may also construct the solitary
wave solution, which is of the form:

O(x,t) ~ % U(R,)e T+ W(Ry)e |, (27)



where C is an arbitrary constant. For finite k,,, Eq. (27)
represents a stripe solitary wave solution. This is in anal-
ogy with the stripe-phase ground state which contains
density modulations resulting from interfering contribu-
tions to the mean-field wavefunction [2, 8, 45].

Below we will present results for the type of solitary
wave that is supported at each branch of the energy spec-
trum, and corroborate our predictions with results of di-
rect numerical simulations.

IV. SOLITARY WAVES IN A HOMOGENEOUS
BEC

A. Solitary waves at the lower branch

First we consider the lower branch, w;(k), of the en-
ergy spectrum, which features either a single minimum
at kp,, = 0 for Q@ > v2/v/2, or a double-well shape with

two minima k,,, = +£+/9% — 202 /7 for Q < 42/v/2. In the
following paragraphs, we discuss the solitary solutions for

both the cases Q > ’yz/\/§ and < 72/\5.

Case I: Dark solitary waves for k., =0, Q > '72/\/5

In this case wy, (kn) = —v2Q (see Fig. 2(c)). Then, at
(w, k) = (wm, km), we obtain:

R, = [1,7\/571]717 R;: 77a770

Wky) = 1—

and, similarly,

Rb = [17_\/§a1]T7 R;): 07_777

T
Q V20
vy ’

~2
V29
Observe that since w” (ky,) > 0 and g(k,,) > 0 (for ¢o >
0), the stationary solution is a DS, as per Eq.(22).

We now numerically solve the time-independent ver-
sion of Egs. (7a)-(7c) by considering i, = wm, + €2wp.
The result of = 6 at €2wy = 0.1 is shown in Fig. 3. We
observe that the amplitudes of the dark solitary waves
of the components m = +1 and m = —1 are equal, as
obtained analytically in Eq. (27). We further ensure that
both the numerical and the analytical results for the to-
tal density are matching well by showing them on top
left panel of Fig. 3. Further, the figure shows that the
real parts of the wave functions ¥41 and ¥ _; are equal;
both the relevant real and imaginary parts are shown by
means of connected symbols in the left panels of the fig-
ure. On the other hand, the change in sign of the profile

WO k) = 1—

9(km) = 2¢0(2 + B).

(b) x10~1 N

(¢) x101 No

2
0.0 b -
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(i) x10t 7y
LA
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FIG. 3. The steady state DS solution for k,, = 0 and Q2 > \7/—25
The panels depict: (a) The total density, (b)-(d) the density
of individual components, (e) the real part of (¥41,%-1), f)
imaginary part of (4+1,%—1), and (g)-(i) the density of indi-
vidual components in Fourier space. The solid lines represent
numerical results, the symbols represent the theoretical pre-
diction of (Eq. 27), with circles representing the total density
n and squares, diamonds and hexagrams denoting the spinor
components with m = —1, m = 0 and m = +1, respec-
tively. The parameters are co = 1, @ =6, v = 1, Ay = 0.
w=wm+0.1and C=1.

of imaginary parts follows the analytical solution us. In
this manuscript, the density of the individual components
in real space is normalized by the maximum of n(z), and
the real and imaginary parts of the wave functions nor-
malized by the maximum of y/n(x). The representation
of the wave functions in the Fourier space shows the con-
tributing momentum values. Overall, we confirm that
the theoretical prediction adequately captures the nu-
merically obtained solutions in all relevant components.
Additionally, we confirmed the stability of this solution
both by evolving it for a longer time as shown Fig. 4
and with a full stability analysis of the Bogolyubov-de
Gennes (BdG) equations [46]. For details of the corre-
sponding stability calculation, see Appendix C.

To corroborate that the DS solution exists and follows
analytical predictions for all values of Q2 > %7 we have
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FIG. 4. Density for a stationary DS as a function of time. The
three spin components, m = +1 (left), m = 0 (middle) and
m = —1 (right) are shown. The simulation parameters are
c=10=6,v=1, §=-0.0046, Ay = 0.0, and p = —8.38.

considered two additional cases 2 = 1.2 and Q = 0.8.
The results are shown in Fig. 5. As seen, the numer-
ical results are in line with the analytical predictions,
identifying a robust dark solitary wave where one such is
expected to exist.

Case II: Dark solitary waves for kpy = £1/7* — 202 /7,
Q<~*/V2

In this double-well case, wp,(kn) = —74;/2292

Fig. 2(b)). Then, at (w,k) = (Wm, km ), we obtain:

(see

_ A2 T
Ra = km + 7’ kmfy 2 ) 1 )
ko + 7y Q
RH. = b b 0 b
Y(km +7) Q
202 (1+ B)y® — 2804
k) = 1 —— k) =4
f (k) vt 9(km) = deo V0 (ki + 7)?

Similarly, in this case we construct:

T
R, — [1 —kmy — 7 km+’7:|

’ Q ’ _km'i"y ’

R, — [0 —km —y Q(km+'7) :|T

b — ) ) )
Q 7(*km+7)

202 1+ B8)8 — 2804
) = 1= 200 glln) = deg =2

76(km - 7)2 ’

Since, in this case too, w”(k,) > 0 and g(k,) > 0,
the stationary solution is again a dark solitary wave,

FIG. 5. The comparison between the theoretical and nu-
merical results for (2 = 1.2, e2wo = 0.02) (top panel) and
(2 = 0.8, €?wo = 0.01) (bottom panel). These parameters are
still above the critical © below which a non-vanishing kmin
exists. The panels depict: (a) and (e) The total density, and
(b)-(d) and (f)-(h) the density of individual components. The
solid line represents the numerical results and the symbols
represent the analytical prediction (Eq. (27)). Here, circles
represent total density n and squares, diamonds and hexa-
grams denote spinor components with m = —1, m = 0 and
m = +1, respectively.

per Eq. (22). Additionally, since k,, = £+/7* — 2Q2 /7,
Eq. (24) for R, and Ry also provides solutions. The re-
sult corresponding to to the case k,, = /v* — 202/ is
shown in Fig. 6 where the dark solitary wave is depicted
at the right momentum minimum. Naturally, there is
a corresponding state around the left momentum mini-
mum, with the relative populations of the ¥, and ¥_;
components reversed (not shown here for brevity). On
the other hand, Fig. 7 shows the stripe solitary wave ob-
tained from a linear combination of plane waves of mo-
menta +k,,. It is interesting to note that despite the
presence of a definitive finite wavenumber in the Fourier
spectrum of the different components, the solution does
not travel due to its bifurcation from a point in k-space
where the group velocity is vanishing.

Given that wavelength-scale spatial modulations visi-
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FIG. 6. The steady state DS solution for the double-well
case with km = /74 —202/v and Q < 4?/+/2. The panels
depict: (a) The total density, (b)-(d) the density of individual
components, (e) the real part of (¢¥41,%—1), (f) the imaginary
part of (¢41,%-1), and (g)-(i) the density of individual com-
ponents in Fourier space. The solid line represents numer-
ical results and symbols represent the analytical prediction
(Eq. (24) for R,). Here, circles represent the total density
n and squares, diamonds and hexagrams denote spinor com-
ponents with m = —1, m = 0 and m = +1, respectively.
The parameters are ¢ = 1, Q@ = 0.1, vy = 1, Ay = 0 and
H = wm + 0.01.

ble in Fig. 6 have a comparable length scale to the trans-
verse confinement length a_ , it is relevant to briefly com-
ment on the effective one-dimensionality of the system.
While length scales can be a useful heuristic, energies
are the more suitable quantities to compare when iden-
tifying the validity of dimensional reduction. Here, the
interfering momentum components have energy of just
2F, ~ 7 kHz and the transverse confinement is gener-
ated by an optical lattice of depth V' = sE, [47]. In this
case the vibrational spacing between the ground and first
excited transverse states has energy =~ 2F,./s; for typ-
ical confining lattice depths of s > 16F, this implies a
spacing of 8F,. 2 28 kHz. As such, coupling to these ex-
cited states is energetically blocked, confining transverse
motion to the ground state.
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FIG. 7.  The stripe DS solution occurring at the double-
well-shaped lower branch. The panels depict: (a) The total
density, (b)-(d) the density of individual components, (e) the
real part of (41,%—_1), (f) the imaginary part of (¢41,%-1),
and (g)-(i) the density of individual components in Fourier
space. The solid line represents numerical results, and the
symbols —which have the same representation as before—
represent the analytical prediction (Eq. (27)). The parame-
tersare co =1, Q2 =01,v=1, At =0. gt = wm + 0.01 and
C=14.

Case III: Bright solitary wave for kyn, =0, Q < v?/V/2

We additionally consider the case corresponding to the
local maximum at k, = 0 of the double-well-shaped
lower branch (occurring for Q < ~2/4/2), for which
Wi (km) = =29 (see the left panel of Fig. 2). For this
case, at (w, k) = (Wm, km ), we find:

V2y v

= [1,—v2, 11T R A Sl S

R, = [1,-V2,1]", R, a0 0
A2

//km =1-— km) = 2co(2 + B),



and similarly,

T
Rb = [11 _\/57 1]T Rg: |fl _97 m‘| )
Y
2
V20
Here, an important observation is that, while the non-
linearity coefficient is positive, g(k,,) > 0, the dispersion
coefficient changes sign, since w” (k) < 0. The latter
coefficient is connected with the inverse of the effective
mass, i.e., Meys x 1/w”(ky,) (see, e.g., Refs. [48, 49]),
which suggests that the solitary waves in this case fea-
ture a negative effective mass; this result can also be
obtained by employing symmetry considerations (see de-
tails in Appendix B). In the case of all the dark solitary
waves that are presented in this work, the structures are
characterized by a positive effective mass [50].
Importantly, since g(ky,) > 0 and w”(k,,) < 0, the
negative mass solitary wave is a bright one. The func-
tional form of this solitary wave is given by Eq. (23), and
is illustrated in Fig. 8. We further confirmed that this
solution is a spectrally stable coherent structure from the
full stability analysis of the BAG equations.

W' (km) = 1 9(km) = 2co(2 + B).

B. Solitary waves at the middle branch

We now consider structures that can be formed within
the second branch of the dispersion relation wsy (k). This
branch has a minimum at k,, = 0, while it is straightfor-
ward to find that wp, (k) = 0; see Fig. 2. Then, we ob-
tain the corresponding eigenvectors associated with the
first and second order solutions:

_ T " 7 ol”
R, = [-1, 0. 17, R, =0, & 0| .
Wkm) = 1, glkm) = 2co.
Similarly, at (w, k) = (wm, km ), we find:
Rb = [17 07 _1]T7 R;): [05 _%a O]Ta
O (k) = 1, glkm) = 2co.

In this case too, it is clear that w” (k,,) > 0 and g(k,,) >
0, and hence the system supports a DS solution, given by
Eq. (27) and illustrated in Fig. 9. Notice that we have
confirmed the absence of unstable eigenvalues for this
solution within the realm of the full stability analysis
of the BAG equations; once again, see Appendix C for
details on the relevant BdG computation setup.

C. Solitary waves at the upper branch

We now consider the upper branch, ws(k), which also
features a minimum at k,, = 0. In this case, wp, (kn) =

1
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FIG. 8. The steady state BS solution for Q < v%/+/2. a) The
total density, b-d) the density of individual components, e)
real part of (¢4+1,%—1), f) imaginary part of (¢41,%—1) and g-
i) the density of individual components in Fourier space. The
solid line represents numerical results and symbols represent
theory (Eq. (27)), where circles represent total density n and
squares, diamonds and hexagram denote spinor components
m = —1, m = 0 and m = +1, respectively. The parameters
areco=1,2=04,vy=1,\=0. py =wm+0.0land C =1.

V20 (see Fig. 2) and, correspondingly, we obtain:

T
V2y v
« = [1, V2, 1T, R, = =
R, = [1, V2, 1", Ri=|-3" 0. 0] .
72
k) = 14+ —, km) = 2c0(2 + B).
W (k) 730 9(km) = 2c0(2 + B)

Similarly, at (w, k) = (wm, km), we find:

T
R, = [1, \/57 1]T7 Rg: |F’ _%’ _@
2
W (k) = 1+]§Q, 9(km) = 2¢0(2 + B). (28)

Obviously, in this setting too, the same sign of w” (k)
and g(ky,), indicates the existence of a DS, which is il-
lustrated in Fig. 10. In this case as well, the spectral
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FIG. 9. The steady state DS solution for the middle branch.
The panels depict: (a) The total density, (b)-(d) the density
of individual components, (e) the real part of (¢4+1,%—-1), (f)
the imaginary part of (4+1,%—1), and (g)-(i) the density of
individual components in Fourier space. The solid line rep-
resents numerical results and the symbols correspond to the
analytical approximation of Eq. (24) for R,. The parameters
areco=1,2=6,vy=1, At =0. = wm + 0.01.

stability of the dark solitary wave has been confirmed by
virtue of the BAG analysis.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS FOR A TRAPPED
CONDENSATE

In this section we discuss the solitary wave dynamics
for a trapped condensate, a system that is naturally of
relevance to experiments [46, 51, 52]. We will focus on
structures that can be supported in the lower branch of
the dispersion relation and discuss representative cases
corresponding to the case of a single minimun or two
minima (when the lower branch features a double well
shape). It is reminded that these cases are distinguished
by the relative strength of the SOC parameters € and ~y
(v?/+/2, more precisely).

10

FIG. 10. The steady state DS solution for the upper branch.
The panels depict: (a) The total density, (b)-(d) the density
of individual components, (e) the real part of (¢4+1,%—-1), (f)
the imaginary part of (4+1,%—1), and (g)-(i) the density of
individual components in Fourier space. Solid line and sym-
bols represent, respectively, numerical results and analytical
prediction (Eq. (27)), with circles representing total density
n, and squares, diamonds and hexagram denoting spinor com-
ponents with m = —1, m = 0 and m = +1, respectively. The
parameters are co =1, 2 =6, 7y =1, A\t = 0. g = wy, + 0.1,
and C = 1.

A. Dark solitary waves for k,, =0, Q > 72/\/5 in
the trap

We start with the steady state solution in the presence
of the trap, shown in Fig. 11 for 2 = 6.0. As before, we
identify the stationary state and observe good agreement
for each of the components with the observed stationary
configurations in the figure. Additionally, in this case,
the point spectrum of the BdG excitations of the wave
in the presence of the parabolic trap [46, 51] provides
us with an analytical prediction for the spectrum of the
spinor SOC problem. In order to compare with the nu-
merical BdG spectrum, we solve the eigenvalue problem
described in Appendix C to check the spectral stability
of the solutions. The way of construction of our sta-
bility problem indicates that if the (generally complex)
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FIG. 11. The steady state DS solution in the lower branch
for km = 0 and Q > 7?/4/2 in the presence of a trap. The
panels depict: (a) The total density, (b)-(d) the density of
individual components, (e) the real part of (Y41,%_1), (f)
the imaginary part of (¢41,%—_1), and (g)-(i) the density of
individual components in Fourier space. The parameters are
co=1,Q9=6,v=1, 8 = —0.0046, \s = 0.05, and p =
wm + 0.05.

eigenvalue A features a real part, A, then the pertinent
configuration is unstable; on the other hand, if the eigen-
value is imaginary, then the configuration is stable and
involves purely oscillatory excitations.

The lowest imaginary eigenvalues as functions of u are
shown in Fig. 12 for 2 = 6 (top panel) and Q = 1.2 (bot-
tom panel). The purely imaginary eigenvalues suggest
that for large u, an asymptotic spectral picture is being
approached. Within that lies the well-known and ex-
tensively studied [46] mode pertaining to the oscillation
of the DS inside the trap of 1/4/2 of the effective trap
frequency; the latter, as can be inferred upon rescaling,
is found to be equal to A\¢\/|w” (k)| in our case. The
remaining modes, pertaining to the background (rather
than the solitary wave) excitations approach the values
Vn(n+1)/2 Ay/|w” (k)| [53]. On the other hand, the
linear limit (of small enough p, such that the density
tends to vanish) shows that the eigenvalues are integer
multiples of the above mentioned effective trap frequency.
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FIG. 12. The lowest (normalized) imaginary eigenvalues of
the dark solitary wave spectrum, as found from the BdG anal-
ysis, are depicted as functions of u for kn, = 0 and Q > v?/v/2
by solid blue lines. The parameters are 2 = 6 (top panel) and
Q = 1.2 (bottom panel), v = 1, 8 = —0.0046 and A; = 0.05. A
comparison with the asymptotic frequency prediction for the
DS oscillation frequency is incorporated as a dashed (red) line,
while the remaining asymptotic modes connected to back-
ground excitations are depicted by the dashed (black) lines.

It is worthwhile to note that as 2 decreases, we observe
a slight deviation of the eigenvalues from the above ana-
lytical predictions, although still the relevant agreement
is fairly reasonable; cf. the bottom panel of Fig. 12.

B. Dark solitary waves for k,, = ++/7* — 202 /7,
Q < ~¥*/v/2 in the trap

In this case, our representative example is the stripe
DS. Figure 13 shows the steady state stripe DS solu-
tion in the presence of a trap for 2 = 0.1. It is clear
that, despite the confinement of the relevant state (and
its undulations) in the parabolic trap, our theory can
still adequately capture the relevant configuration. In
fact, for large pu, this configuration can be approximated
by the product of the ground state of the system (in the
Thomas-Fermi approximation) and the dark stripe soli-
tary wave that was found in the absence of the trap.
In Fig. 14, we have also examined the lowest imaginary
eigenvalues (top panel) and the lowest real eigenvalues
(bottom panel) as functions of u for Q = 0.01. In this
case, we have found that, generically, there exist intervals
of oscillatory instability, as is illustrated in the figure.
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FIG. 13. The steady state stripe DS solution for k,, =
+/v4 —202/y and Q < 7?/+/2 in the presence of the trap.
The panels depict: (a) The total density, (b)-(d) the den-
sity of individual components, (e) the real part of (¢41,%-1),
(f) the imaginary part of (¢4+1,%—1), and (g)-(i) the density
of individual components in Fourier space. The parameters
are co = 1, Q = 0.1, v = 1, 8 = —0.0046, \; = 0.01 and
0= wm + 0.025.

Additionally, to study the dynamics of this instabil-
ity, we have perturbed a stripe dark solitary wave with
the eigenvector corresponding to the largest real eigen-
value; the evolution of the perturbed stripe DS is shown
in Fig. 15. Here, we observe that the oscillatory nature
of the instability induces very long-lived oscillations of
the solitary wave around the center of the trap. Similar
results were found also for the case of weaker traps, such
as A\t = 0.01 (not shown here, for brevity).

VI. RESULTS FOR A #0

In this section, we extend our analysis to A # 0 (more
specifically setting 64=0). In this case, the dispersion
relation, as obtained from the equation det(W) = 0 [with
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FIG. 14. The lowest imaginary eigenvalues (top panel) and
the lowest real eigenvalues (bottom panel) of the dark solitary
wave spectrum as function of p for ky, = £/ — 202/~ and
Q < ~v?/v/2 for A\; = 0.05. The parameters are Q = 0.1, y = 1,
B = —0.0046.
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FIG. 15. Contour plots of the density depicting the evolution
of a stripe dark solitary wave perturbed with the eigenvector
of the largest real eigenvalue. Shown are the three spin com-
ponents, m = +1 (left), m = 0 (middle) and m = —1 (right).
The parameters are co = 1, 2 = 0.15, v = 1, 8 = —0.0046,
At = 0.05, and g = —0.2730. A similar behavior was observed
for the case of Ay = 0.01 (and p = —0.4125), not shown here.



W given by Eq. (13a)] becomes

D(w, k) = é(k@ — 20){[k?* + 2(A — w))* — 49%K?}
— QK% +2(A —w)] =0. (29)

In this case, the lowest branch can form a triple-well, in
contrast with the F = 1/2-like double well setting dis-
cussed above; i.e., a case bearing three distinct minima
for small 2, as shown in Fig. 2. This makes the system
very different from a binary SOC-BEC, yet it is still ex-
perimentally realizable [41]. We note, as was shown, e.g.,
in Ref. [35], that the energy spectrum can be made asym-
metric by introducing an energy shift due to a detuning
from Raman resonance.

(f) x1072

Im(4)

FIG. 16. The steady state DS solution for v = 0, Q = 0.1,
and g = wp, + 0.008. (a) The total density is plotted in
(a), and (b)-(d) show the density of individual components.
(e)/(f) depicts the real/imaginary part of (¢1,%—_1) and (g)-(i)
show momentum-density distributions of the individual spin
components. The solid lines represent numerical results and
symbols represent the theoretical prediction.

For non-zero A, the eigenfunctions R, =

13
[Q1a; Q24, Q3a)” and Ry = [Q1p, Q2, Q3p]” become

(’i—kv—i—A—w)

<k22+k'y+Aw>

Qla(wv k) =

)

1/k?
an(w,k):—<—k7+A—w>, an(w,k):l

Q\ 2
(30)
and
1/ k?
Qup(w, k) =1, Qap(w, k) = ) (2 +ky+A— w>7
Q3p(w, k) =1/Q1a(w, k).
(31)

Figure 16 shows the analytically and numerically com-
puted solution using @ = 0.1 and A = ~?/2 (i.e.,
quadratic Zeeman shift §, = 0). This solution is obtained
for k,, = 0 of the lowest triple-well band, the single par-
ticle ground state. As found in Fig. 16, we expect the
m = 0 component to have the largest contribution to the
eigenfunction. Moreover, the analytical solution is in a
very good agreement with the numerical result. Another
salient feature of the solution is the asymmetric density
distribution of +£1 wave functions around the wave vector
ks = 0 in the Fourier space. This asymmetry is arising
from the small but finite linear potential +~vk, experi-
enced by the £1 wave functions in Fourier space.

VII. SUMMARY AND FUTURE DIRECTIONS

In the present work, we explored the existence, sta-
bility, and wherever relevant, dynamics of solitary wave
states in F' = 1 SOBECs. Although our computations
were provided for specific parameter sets, the methodol-
ogy used and the structures considered are expected to
be broadly relevant in this system. More specifically, we
extended the multiscale expansion technique that was ap-
plied in two-component systems to analyze the emergence
of coherent structures at the extrema of the linear disper-
sion relation. We constructed second order approximate
solutions, thereby identifying a wide range of nonlinear
excitations including “conventional” dark and stripe dark
solitary waves as well as bright ones that emerge near
the potential maximum of the dispersion relation. All of
these excitations were corroborated by means of numeri-
cal computations: by first identifying their waveforms via
fixed point iterations, and then illustrating their stability
via a BAG analysis.

We confirmed their experimental relevance, by study-
ing these states in the presence of a parabolic trap. We
were able to directly show that the structures persist in
confined settings, and to leverage our reduction technique
to predict their BAG spectrum in the presence of the trap



in good agreement (where appropriate) with direct nu-
merical computations thereof. Here, we have also been
able to identify cases where the trapping may lead to in-
stabilities (e.g. of stripe dark solitary waves) and have
illustrated the corresponding instability-induced dynam-
ics, giving rise to long-lived DS oscillations.

The solitary waves herein are particularly interesting
when considered from a “synthetic dimensions” perspec-
tive [54] whereby the internal atomic states are assigned
a synthetic spatial coordinate. The Raman coupling in-
troduces an effective magnetic field normal to the plane
of a 2D strip, which is three-site-wide for our F' = 1
case. This perspective is most useful in the triple-well
case where dynamics accurately correspond to the mo-
tion of a charged particle in a magnetic field [55, 56]. The
anti-symmetry of the momentum distributions Fig. 16(g)
versus (i) therefore implies a type of chiral flow for this
static structure. The existence of stable traveling soli-
tary waves in this case would lead to dissipationless chiral
currents—as in integer quantum Hall systems, but from
a completely different mechanism—making the stability
of such traveling solitary structures an especially inter-
esting topic for future study. Not only is it of relevance
to systematically produce such traveling solutions, but
this also would pave the way for examining the potential
collision of such states and how elastic or inelastic these
are.

More generally, we expect that the provided methodol-
ogy will define a playbook for identifying such states in a
broad class of spin-orbit coupled systems, including those
with the different types of SOC (Rashba or Dresselhaus
and combinations thereof) that have been realized in
state-of-the-art experiments. Moreover, our results sug-
gest various near-term research directions. For instance,
it appears natural to consider stationary structures in
higher-dimensional systems such as SOC vortices using
the corresponding multiscale expansion method and to
explore the associated stability and dynamics.
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Appendix A: Effective Hamiltonian

1. Bichromatic optical fields

We begin with a focus on the single-particle term
from which we will obtain SOC in a 8"Rb BEC. Fig-
ure 1 depicts our basic setup in which an applied mag-
netic field B = Bye, Zeeman splits the three mg sub-
levels. We consider the case of large applied mag-
netic field where, owing to the quadratic Zeeman effect,
the energy differences 041 between |F=1,mp = +1)
and |F' = 1,mp = 0) are significantly different from each
other, as indicated.

In addition a pair of counter propagating laser beams,
with equal optical electric field Ey and wavevector kg,
drive two photon Raman transitions with strength 2.
The beam directed along +e, (red and orange) has
two frequency components denoted by wl;, while the
beam directed along —e, has a single frequency com-
ponent wt. As suggested by the level diagram these
frequency components will be selected to independently
address the |[FF=1,mp =—1) < |F=1,mp =0) and
|[F=1,mp=0) < |F=1,mp=+1) transitions, as
was done experimentally in Ref. [9].

This combination of laser beams results in the optical
electric field

E(X) — EO{ |:ei(k:Ra:7w:lt+7r/2) _|_€i(k:Ra:7w_T_lt+7r/2):| e,

+ e—i(ka+w+t+ﬂ'/2)em}7 (A1)

where the factors of 7/2 serve to establish a convenient
spatial origin. Raman coupling results from the rank-1
tensor (i.e. vector) light shift [57] described by an effec-
tive magnetic field

Ber(x) = iu, E*(x) x E(x)
= Quy | Eo|? [cos(szx +w_it) (A2)

+ cos(2krx + 5w+1t)} e,
in terms of the frequency differences dwyi; = wt —wi,

and the vector polarizability w,,.
This enters into the light-matter Hamiltonian via

Hiy = gFé‘B Bei(x) - F, (A3)

with Landé g-factor gr and Bohr magneton pp, in this
case giving a term proportional to F},
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2. Rotating wave approximation

We now eliminate the time-dependence from Hyy; by first transforming into a rotating frame and then making a
pair of rotating wave approximations (RWAs). In general we consider unitary frame transformations U(t) that take
[v") = U(t) |¢) and recall that |¢') evolves according to a rotating frame Hamiltonian

H.or = U@®)HUT (t) — ihU ()0, U1 (¢). (A4)
We consider the unitary frame transformation
U(t) = exp [+i (Bw—1 |=1) (=1] = dw [+1) (+1]) 1], (A5)

for which the time-derivative term in Eq. (A4) decreases |[mp = —1) in energy by hidw_; and increases |mp = —1) in
energy by hdwyi1, The complexity in the problems comes from the remaining operator transform

U@)%UT@) - %

leading to a total of 16 terms in the light matter Hamiltonian

(e—ww_lt |O> <_1‘ + e~ 0wyt |[+1) <0| + H.c.) ,

g griBuy | Eol?

Hrn 73 {

[e2ikR1~ 4 e i(@krat20w_1t) | (i(2knet(OwirHowo1)t) 4 e—i(2kRz+(6w+1+6w,1)t)} 10 (1]

(A6)

+ |:ei(2kRz+(6w,175w+1) + efi(2k:Ra:+(5w,1+6w+1) + €2ikRz _ efi(szZ+2§w+1t):| |+1> <0|

+ H.c.}

The rotating wave approximation consists of eliminating all rapidly rotating terms leading to the final RWA Hamil-
tonian

Hywa = 0q(|=1) (1] + |[+1) (+1] ) + Qg [e**** |0) (—1| + e**7*|+1) (0] + H.c] (A7)

where we aggregated the numerical prefactors in Eq. (A6) into the Raman coupling strength Q2 and introduced
dg =6_1 —0w_1 = 641 — dw41 (thereby constraining wi1).

In practice, terms rotating more rapidly than ~ 100 kHz can be safely neglected as they exceed both the single
particle and interaction energy scales in the problem. For the 87Rb system specifically this implies that By > 30 G
so that both the linear and quadratic Zeeman shifts are above this scale.

This leads to the single particle Hamiltonian

R 21.2 9 R R
Hy = % + 7 [ cos(2kgz)F, — sin(2kgz)F| + %FE) (A8)

A final spin rotation about e, by an angle 2kgx leads to the spin-orbit coupled Hamiltonian

. —ihdy I + kpE,)?
H():( ! nts) +
2me,

Ao Q

+ ﬁFz’ (A9)

>

in Eq. (5).

3. Interaction Hamiltonian

We now turn our attention to the four field terms in Eq. (1). In the second quantized notation, the transformation
analogous to Eq. (A5) is

U(t) = exp [+i (dw_1n—1(z) — dwi1fi41(x)) ], (A10)

for example giving the parallel action of U(t) |[+1) = e~ ®«+1t |4+1) versus U ()11 (z)UT (t) = e~ +1t4) 4 (). We now
consider the action of this transformation on the interaction contribution to the many-body Hamiltonian
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) 1 52 g2
o = [ o+ a0 e) + 25

. 2
where : - - - : denotes the normal ordering operation. We now consider the term-by-term action of our rotation on this
many-body Hamiltonian. The total density is trivially unchanged

Ut) : () U (t) = 7P (x) : (Al1)

and acquires no time dependence. By contrast the spin dependent term

2 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ PN ~ ~ PN ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
HFE@| U@ = [B 0 b + B0 Db+ 208, 0§t + 20T B0 do — 204,91 by
+ 20080101 + 200191 dodo | U (1)
= [Pt + BL0E 1y + 200, Plibaaiho + 200 010 — 205,80 1 aripy

+ 208 b1 eT I OwHmow-t 21/311¢111/;01&06i(6w“_M*l)t}

(A12)

does have time-dependent contributions in the spin-changing collision terms, which are the eliminated by the RWA.
This leads to the RWA expression used in main manuscript

.| E 2.: ALY YN IR JARYS P JA S P Y Y B R )
| Frwa@)| = [k bt + 9L oado + 200 1o + 268 00eado — 200,60 i ] (A13)

Appendix B: Effective mass

As was shown in Sections IT1.B and IV.A, the effective
NLS equation

o
ipr + 5w (k)% @ — g(km)|pl*¢ + wop =0, (B1)

can have negative prefactors for both dispersion and non-
linearity, i.e., w” (kpy) = —|w” (km)| < 0 and —g(k,) < 0.
In this case, the NLS (B1) possesses a stationary bright
solitary wave solution (23). Starting from this station-
ary waveform, one may use the Galilean invariance of the
NLS equation, and construct a traveling bright solitary
wave of the form

2w0 2w0
X, T) = |———=sech || —————(X —vT
Pt = 4 gl ™ [ )
x expi(ksX — wsT). (B2)

The above solitary wave is characterized by a velocity vs,
a frequency ws and a wavenumber k, that are connected
by a “solitary wave dispersion relation”

1
vs = =W (km)lks,  ws = =gl (). (B3)

Notice that the velocity vs can be directly obtained
from the dispersion relation using vy, = Owy/0ks =
—|w” (km)|ks. Tt is straightforward to find that the NLS
Eq. (B1) conserves the momentum P (i.e., 0P/0T = 0),
which is given by:

g

% / Z (oo —opx)dX.  (Bd)

)
P=-
2|w//

(

Substituting the traveling solitary wave (B2) into
Eq. (B4), one finds the solitary wave momentum

P, = 23/2woks. (B5)

Leveraging the particle picture of a solitary wave (B2),
we determine the effective mass meg from
0P,

Ovs’

Mefs = (B6)

which leads to

_ 8P9/8k3 _ 2\/20.)0
C O0vg/Oks W (km)|

Mefr (B7)

As mentioned in Section IV, the bright solitary wave,
which exists for w”’(k,,) < 0, features a negative effective
mass. Contrary, as suggested by Eq. (B7), dark solitary
waves which exist for w” (k) > 0, have positive effective
mass.

Appendix C: Linearized GPE and BdG analysis

The dimensionless coupled GPE equations can be ex-
pressed as

0,0 = (h +conI + czAl) v, (C1)
with

h= > (=02 —ind, f.) + V()L +V2Qf,,

N | =



and
ny + nogo —n_—q 0 0
A1 = 0 ny+n_q 0 y
0 0 n_i1+ng—ni

in terms of the densities n; = [1;|*> = ¥7v;. Then, let-
ting ¥o = (41, %0, %—1) be a steady state solution, we
consider small perturbations 6 ¥ around the steady state,
and introduce the ansatz

U = (U, + e0P) exp(—iut),

into Eq. (C1). At order O(e), we obtain the linear equa-
tion

10,00 = Kr oW + K; §P*, (C2)
for 0¥, where

Kr = il+00nI—M+COB1+Cgcl,
K] = E+ConI+CQB2+CQCQ,

and

ni Yov41 VI
wiﬂljo no 1/}i11/)0 ,
Y1 Yo-1 noa

B, =

17

F,+n1+mno vYgv¥s1 =4
C = Yiqvo n_i+n; P 1o ,
=it Yoy—1 —F,4+n_1+mng

Vi Yoty Vo1

Bo= | Y41t 5 Y-1to |,
Vo1 o1 PP
Vi Yoty —1tg
Co=| Y110 0 Y1t |,

—1or Yoo Py
Finally, inserting a perturbation of the form
dT = Pexp(At) + Q* exp(A™t),

into the the linearized problem (C2) gives the coupled
equations

iINP KrP + K[Q
iAQ = ~K5Q — K:P

which can be explicitly written as the eigenvalue problem
MV =)V, (C3)
with

[ Kr K ] [P]
M=—i ’ ” and V = .
[— 1 —Kgr Q
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