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We demonstrate that the model of a spatially non-uniform two-component Bose-Einstein con-
densate (BEC) featuring the helicoidal spin-orbit coupling (SOC), gives rise to dark-bright soliton
complexes characterized by spatiotemporal periodic oscillations in each component. These solitons
are formed by the superposition of dark and bright ones, and exhibit a beating state over time and
a striped state across space, earning them the designation of beating stripe solitons. Our analysis
demonstrates that helicoidal SOC significantly affects the formation and dynamical properties of
these solitons, also serving as the primary driver for spin oscillations. Through the nonlinear su-
perposition of the beating stripe solitons, a range of intricate scenarios of the interaction between
multiple solitons emerges, including head-on collisions, bound states, and parallel states.

I. INTRODUCTION

Vector solitons in multi-component systems have
drawn much interest in experimental and theoretical
studies due to the great variety of their shapes and prop-
erties [1–6]. Owing to their high degree of tunability,
multi-component Bose-Einstein condensates (BECs) of-
fer an ideal platform for exploring novel types of vector
solitons [7]. In particular, the Manakov system [8], as the
vectorial extension of the nonlinear Schrödinger equation,
models diverse wave phenomena in fields such as BECs,
nonlinear optics, and fluid mechanics, including bright-
bright [9], dark-bright [10, 11, 23], and dark-dark soli-
tons [12]. In particular, dark-bright solitons have been
studied in detail theoretically[13–19] and created in the
experiment [20–23].
The nonlinear superposition of vector solitons typi-

cally results in complex coherent or incoherent multi-
soliton complexes [24–26], such as non-degenerate soli-
tons [27–29] and beating solitons [22, 30–36]. By uti-
lizing the internal SU(2) symmetry of the system, exact
vector-soliton states – specifically, beating ones – can be
generated through the superposition of dark-bright soli-
tons [32, 35, 36]. The density distribution of each com-
ponent of the beating soliton exhibits periodic breath-
ing oscillations, while the total density remains con-
stant [30, 36]. Beating solitons have been experimen-
tally observed in two-component BECs [37]. Numerical
simulations have recently shown that the beating solitons
exist even in non-integrable systems [38, 39]. Several new
types of such solutions have also been discovered in the
self-focusing Manakov model [40].
When parameters of a continuous medium are sub-

ject to spatially periodic modulation, the translational
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invariance is broken, and nonlinear localized excitations
usually cannot propagate freely [41, 42]. Several meth-
ods have been proposed to support stable moving soli-
tons in periodic media. However, over sufficiently long
propagation distances, radiation losses become signifi-
cant, leading to gradual destruction of the solitons [43–
46]. Nevertheless, when a spatially modulated system
obeys special symmetries, freely moving nonlinear local-
ized waves, free of radiation losses, persist over indefi-
nitely long distances [47–49], similar to the exact solu-
tions of the Ablowitz-Ladik lattice [50] and some other
discrete models [51]. For example, the existence and
stability of freely moving solitons in a spatially inhomo-
geneous BEC with helicoidal spin-orbit coupling (SOC)
have been reported [47].

In this paper, we investigate dark-bright soliton com-
plexes featuring spatiotemporal periodic oscillations in
a non-uniform two-component BEC under the action of
helicoidal SOC. Establishing a gauge equivalence with
the Manakov system, we utilize the superposition of
bright and dark solitons of the latter system to con-
struct soliton solutions of the former one that exhibit
periodic oscillations in both spatial and temporal direc-
tions. The density distribution in each individual compo-
nent of those solitons simultaneously features beating and
striped states, whereas the overall density distribution of
the system does not exhibit oscillations, therefore, we
term these solutions beating stripe solitons (BSSs). We
conduct an in-depth analysis of the structure and dynam-
ical behavior of the BSSs, identify existence parameter
ranges for different types of solitons, and investigate reg-
ularizing effects of the helicoidal SOC on these solitons.
Through the analysis of the properties of these solitons,
including the particle-density and spin-density distribu-
tions, we uncover spin oscillation phenomena. Addition-
ally, we examine interactions between different BSSs, in-
cluding head-on collisions and their bound and parallel
states.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2503.15068v1
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The subsequent presentation is arranged as follows.
The model and its general BSS solutions are presented in
Sec. II. In Sec. III, we provide a comprehensive analysis
of the generation conditions and dynamical properties of
different types of BSSs, along with their three degenerate
forms. Specific analysis is presented for the regularizing
effects of the helicoidal SOC on the solitons and their
relation with spin oscillations. The interactions between
BSSs, including the head-on collisions between solitons
with different velocities, as well as the bound and par-
allel states of the solitons with equal velocities, are the
subject of Sec. IV. Conclusions are drawn in Sec. V.

II. MODEL AND FUNDAMENTAL BEATING
STRIPE SOLITON (BSS) SOLUTIONS

We consider the one-dimensional spin-1/2 BEC with
helicoidal SOC, which is governed, in the mean-field
approximation, by the two-component Gross-Pitaevskii
(GP) equation, written in the scaled form [47]

i
∂Ψ

∂t
=

1

2
Q2(x)Ψ− s(Ψ†

Ψ)Ψ. (1)

Here the spinor wave function is Ψ = (Ψ1,Ψ2)
T , s = ±1

corresponds to the attractive and repulsive interatomic
interactions, respectively, and the helicoidally molded
SOC is represented by the generalized momentum op-
erator,

Q(x) = −i∂/∂x+ ασ · n(x) (2)

[52–54], with the experimentally tunable SOC strength
α, vector σ = (σ1, σ2, σ3) of the Pauli matrices, and the
spatial modulation defined as

n(x) = (cos(2κx), sin(2κx), 0), (3)

where κ > 0 and κ < 0 signify the right- and left-handed
helicity, respectively [55–57]. Equation (1) with κ = 0
correspond to the uniform Rashba-Dresselhaus SOC [58],
and to the canonical Manakov system [8] in the case of
α = 0.
Equation (1) for wave function Ψ (x, t) can be trans-

formed into the standard Manakov system for another
spinor wave function, u (x, t). by substitution

Ψ = Tu, (4)

with matrix T defined by Eq. (A2) in Appendix A, with
the determinant |T| = −1. We emphasize that, unlike
the use of SU (2) transformations to construct beating
solitons, used in previous works [22, 30–36], the trans-
formation matrix here is a function of x, rather than a
constant. This non-uniform transformation, which is de-
termined by the helicoidal SOC, is also the cause of the
formation of beating solitons with a striped structure.
Therefore, starting from the plane wave as the zero-order
seed solution, we can use the transformation, along with

the Darboux transform for the Manakov’s system [60],
to construct fundamental (first-order) BSS solutions of
Eq. (1) in the following compact form:

Ψ1 =e−iκx(ν+u1 + ν−u2),

Ψ2 =eiκx(ν−u1 − ν+u2),
(5)

where

ν+ =sgn(α)
√

(km − κ) / (2km)

ν− =
√

(km + κ) / (2km).
(6)

and the dark and bright components are

uj = ρjuj0u
db
j , (j = 1, 2) (7)

with uj0 being the plane waves

u10 =a exp i[(k1 − km)x+ (sa2 − 1

2
k21)t],

u20 =exp i[(k2 + km)x+ (sa2 − 1

2
k22)t].

(8)

These solutions depend on the amplitude (a), wavenum-

bers (k1,2), the effective momentum, km =
√
α2 + κ2,

and

ρ1 =

√

(k1 − µ∗
1)(k1 − µ∗

2)

(k1 − µ1)(k1 − µ2)
,

ρ2 =
l3√
l1l2

√

−4µ1Iµ2I .

(9)

Additionally

udb1 =
cosh(Θ1 + iǫ) + δ cos(Θ2 + iε) + γ2 exp(C1)

cosh(Θ1) + δ cos(Θ2) + γ1 exp(C1)
,

udb2 =
cosh(Θ3)

cosh(Θ1) + δ cos(Θ2) + γ1 exp(C1)
,

(10)
where

Θ1 =(µ2I − µ1I)x + (µ1Rµ1I − µ2Rµ2I)t+ log

√

|l2|2µ1I

|l1|2µ2I
,

Θ2 =(µ1R − µ2R)x+
1

2
(µ2

1I − µ2
1R − µ2

2I + µ2
2R)t

+ arg

[

l∗1(µ1 − µ∗
2)

l∗2(µ1 − µ∗
1)

]

,

Θ3 =− i

4
(µ∗

1 − µ∗
2)[2x− (µ∗

1 + µ∗
2)t] + log

√

l∗2
l∗1
,

C1 =− (µ1I + µ2I)x+ (µ1Iµ1R + µ2Iµ2R)t.
(11)

Here, ∗ stands for the complex conjugate, subscripts R
and I representing the real and imaginary parts of com-
plex parameters. The relation between eigenvalues µ1,2

and spectral parameter λ is provided by the quadratic
equation:

µ2 + (2λ− k1)µ− sa2 − 2k1λ = 0. (12)
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Other symbols used in Eq. (10) are

ǫ =arg

(

k1 − µ1

k1 − µ2

)

, ε = log

∣

∣

∣

∣

k1 − µ2

k1 − µ1

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

δ =

√

|µ1 − µ∗
1||µ2 − µ∗

2|
|µ1 − µ∗

2|
,

γ1 =
s|l3|2

√

|µ1 − µ∗
1||µ2 − µ∗

2|
4|l1l2|(λ∗ − λ)

, γ2 = γ1/ρ1.

(13)

Solutions (5) describe the spatiotemporal periodically
oscillating combination of dark-bright solitons, which ex-
hibits periodic beating in the temporal direction due to
the superposition of dark and bright solitons. In the spa-
tial direction, striped states are generated due to the he-
licoidal SOC, hence we refer to them as BSSs. These soli-
tons are determined by several factors, including the ini-
tial background height a, SOC strength α, helicity pitch
κ, spectral parameter λ, coefficients (l1, l2, l3) of the vec-
tor eigenfunction, and the nonlinearity coefficient s. Note
that the initial height a can be fixed as a = 1 by means
of a scale transformation.
These solitons encompass two species: the fundamen-

tal one, when either l1 or l2 is zero, and the composite
form, with l1,2 6= 0. A comprehensive analysis of these
solutions is presented in the subsequent section. To re-
produce the fundamental form of BSSs from solutions (5),
one needs, first, to transform the solution into an expres-
sion with a common denominator, and subsequently set
l1 = 0 or l2 = 0.

III. DYNAMICAL PROPERTIES OF BEATING
STRIPE SOLITONS (BSSS)

A. The general structure of BSSs

In this section, we first consider a simple case of solu-
tions (5) with l1 or l2 being zero. To simplify the expres-
sions for the solutions, we set

l1 = 1, l2 = 0, l3 =

√

−2λ1I
sµ1I

, (14)

and reduce solution (5) to

Ψ1 =e−iκx(ν+ΨDS + ν−ΨBS),

Ψ2 =eiκx(ν−ΨDS − ν+ΨBS),
(15)

where the dark and bright solitons, ΨDS and ΨBS, are

ΨDS =aeiθ
′

1

[

1 +
iµ1I

k1 − µ1
(1 + tanh ξ)

]

,

ΨBS =il3µ1Ie
iθ′

2 sechξ,

(16)

with

ξ =µ1I(x− µ1Rt), θ′1 = −kmx+ θ1,

θ′2 =(km − k2 + µ1R)x+
1

2
(k22 + µ2

1I − µ2
1R)t+ θ2.

(17)

Both components Ψ1 and Ψ2 described by solu-
tions (15) are formed by the superposition of the dark
soliton ΨDS and the bright one ΨBS, which triggers the
emergence of beating solitons on a nonvanishing back-
ground. Due to the SOC effect, these solitons simultane-
ously exhibit the striped state, thus producing the stripe
solitons with the beating pattern. Hereafter, we refer to
them as BSSs.
To better reveal the dynamic properties and generation

mechanism of these BSSs, we first focus on their densities,
which can be expressed as

|Ψ1|2 =a2ν2+ +B1 sech2ξ + aν+ν−µ1IΨp sechξ,

|Ψ2|2 =a2ν2− +B2 sech2ξ − aν+ν−µ1IΨp sechξ,
(18)

where

B1,2 = µ2
1I

[

ν2∓|l3|2 −
aν2±

|k1 − µ1|2
]

,

Ψp1
= 2|l3|

[

µ1I cos(p1 + ς2)

|k1 − µ1|
(1 + tanh ξ)− sin(p1 + ς1)

]

,

ς1 = arg(l3), ς2 = arg[l3(k1 − µ1)],
(19)

and

p1 = kxx+ ktt (20)

with

kx =2km − k1 + µ1R,

kt =
1

2
(k21 + µ2

1I − µ2
1R),

(21)

which characterize the stripe structure and beating states
of the solitons. Due to the energy exchange between the
two components, the solitons undergo periodic oscilla-
tions in the x and/or t directions, which is represented
by the periodic expression Ψp1

.
Solving Eq. (12), we obtained the eigenvalues

µ1,2 =
k1
2

− λ1 ∓
1

2

√

4sa2 + (k1 + 2λ1)2. (22)

To simplify the analysis, we set λ1R = −k1

2 and k2 = 0 by
default hereafter. The BSSs produced by solutions (15)
move with the group velocity

Vg = µ1R, (23)

which has the specific form µ1R = k1 −
√

sa2 − λ21I for
sa2−λ21I > 0, while µ1R = k1 for sa

2−λ21I < 0. Based on
the general definition of the soliton width and in conjunc-
tion with the definition of the width for beating solitons
presented in Ref. [36], here we define the width of the
BSSs as

W = 1/|µ1I |, (24)

which can be written explicitly as W = 1/|λ1I | for sa2 −
λ21I > 0 andW = 1/|λ1I+

√

λ21I − sa2| for sa2−λ21I < 0.
We stress that sa2−λ21I is always negative when s = −1.
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TABLE I. Pproperties of the BSSs in both the attractive and repulsive regimes.

Regime Condition Velocity Vg Width W Beating period in t Stripe period in x Total density

s = −1 λ1I <
√
2a/4 k1 1/|λ1I +

√

λ2
1I − sa2| 2π/|kt1|* π/|km| Dark soliton

λ1I >
√
2a/4 Bright soliton

λ1I =
√
2a/4 Plane wave

s = 1 sa2 − λ2
1I ≥ 0 k1 −

√

sa2 − λ2
1I 1/|λ1I | 2π/|kt2|† 2π/|2km −

√

sa2 − λ2
1I | Bright soliton

sa2 − λ2
1I ≤ 0 k1 1/|λ1I +

√

λ2
1I − sa2| 2π/|kt1|* π/|km|

* kt1 = − sa2

2
+ λ1I(λ1I +

√

λ2
1I − sa2).

† kt2 = − sa2

2
+ λ2

1I + k1
√

sa2 − λ2
1I .
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FIG. 1. Beating stripe solitons with different dynamic characteristics in both attraction and repulsion regimes in components
|Ψ1|2, |Ψ2|2 and the total density |Ψ|2 = |Ψ1|2 + |Ψ2|2, as produced by solutions (15). (a) A moving soliton in the attraction

regime (s = 1), with k1 = − 1

2
, λ1 = 1

4
+

√
3

2
i, α = 2 and κ = π. (b) A moving soliton in the repulsion regime (s = −1), with

k1 = 1, λ1 = − 1

2
+

√
2

6
i, α = 4 and κ = π

2
. (c) A static soliton in the repulsion regime (s = −1) with k1 = 0, λ1 =

√
3

2
i, α = 3,

and κ = π. The amplitude is a = 1.

Unlike the periodic oscillations exhibited by the su-
perposition of the dark and bright solitons in a par-
ticular component, the total atomic density of the two
components does not oscillate. Indeed, using the single-
component density in Eq. (18), the total density |Ψ|2 =
|Ψ1|2 + |Ψ2|2 can be found as

|Ψ|2 = a2 + µ2
1I

(

|l3|2 −
a2

|k1 − µ1|2
)

sech2ξ. (25)

The identity relation ν2+ + ν2− ≡ 1 is used to obtain this

total density. Equation (25) shows that the total density
is shaped as a bell-shaped soliton with a nonzero back-
ground a2, which possesses the same group velocity as
the single components. The superposition of the bright
and dark solitons results in the two components oscillat-
ing in opposite phases. Any protrusion (or depression) in
component Ψ1 mirrors as a depression (or protrusion) in
Ψ2, maintaining a constant total density and thus giving
rise to the BSS.

Dynamical properties of those BSSs in both attractive
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and repulsive regimes, including their velocity, width, pe-
riod, and total density, are given in Table I. From the ta-
ble, one can obtain the dynamical characteristics of the
solitons under different parameter conditions. Specifi-
cally, the stripe period of the solitons in the x direction is
directly controlled by the SOC effect, whereas the beat-
ing period in the t direction is only related to spectral
parameters. Moreover, in the case of repulsion, the dis-
tribution of the total density in the system can exhibit
dark/bright soliton forms or even a plane wave, while it
always reveals the bright soliton in the case of attraction.
BSSs given by solutions (15) with different dynamic

characteristics in both attraction and repulsion regimes
are shown in Fig. 1. Analysis of Eq. (25) reveals that,
in the attraction regime (s = 1), the total amplitude of
the two components exceeds the background amplitude a
along the characteristic line ξ = 0, behaving as a bright
soliton, as shown in Fig. 1(a). However, in the repulsion

regime (s = −1), for λ1I <
√
2
4 a, the total amplitude is

less than the background amplitude, exhibiting a dark

soliton, as seen in Fig. 1(b), while for λ1I >
√
2
4 a the

total amplitude exceeds the background value, looking
as a bright soliton, as shown in Fig. 1(c).
Properly adjusting the spectral parameters, we can

display BSSs that exhibit diverse propagation charac-
teristics: the backward propagation (Vg < 0), forward
propagation (Vg > 0), and even the stationary behavior
(Vg = 0), as shown in Figs. 1(a), (b), and (c), respec-
tively. Furthermore, depending on the type and count
of extrema within a single periodicity cycle of the BSS,
solitons exhibiting distinct configurations emerge, includ-
ing bright-type solitons (featuring one maximum and two
minima), dark-type solitons (featuring one minimum and
two maxima), and four-petal solitons, with two maxima
and two minima. An extensive variety of combined soli-
ton structures can be produced. As illustrations, we
showcase a bright-dark BSS (Fig. 1(a)), a four-petal-
four-petal BSS (Fig. 1(b)), and a bright-four-petal BSS
(Fig. 1(c)).

B. Control of beating stripe solitons (BSSs) by the
helicoidal SOC

SOC strength α and helicity pitch κ do not alter the
propagation speed of the BSSs, but rather significantly
affect their structure. Making use of Eq. (18), one can de-
velop a comprehensive analysis of how the helicoidal SOC
modulates the behavior of the BSSs, which feature three
types of the degeneration, as illustrated by Fig. 2. Two
of the degenerate types manifest themselves as bright-
dark soliton pairs, with one exhibiting oscillations in the
x and/or t directions, while the other remains oscillation-
free in those directions, as shown in Figs. 2(a) and (b).
The other type is built as a pair of the complementary
beating solitons, with the amplitude of the two compo-
nents equals the background amplitude a, as shown in
Fig. 2(c). The formation of the oscillatory bright-dark

soliton pairs displayed in Fig. 2(a) occurs under the de-
generate condition, in which the soliton’s characteristic
line ξ = 0 is parallel to the oscillation direction p1 = 0 –
specifically, at kt/kx = −µ1R, which is represented by pa-
rameters km (including α and κ), λ1 and k1. Conversely,
the non-oscillatory bright-dark soliton pairs displayed in
Fig. 2(b) may solely emerge when both kx and kt in peri-
odic term (20) simultaneously vanish, in the specific case

of km ≡
√
α2 + κ2 =

√

sa2 − λ21I/2 and k1 =
sa2−2λ2

1I

2
√

sa2−λ2

1I

.

Analysis reveals that this degenerate case occurs solely
in the attraction regime (s = 1). To produce the two

complementar BSSs shown in Fig. 2(c), both λ1I =
√
2
4 a

and repulsion regime (s = −1) must take place. Such a
degenerate case is not possible in the attraction regime.
Specific parameter conditions for producing these three
kinds of the degenerate BSSs are given in Table II.

TABLE II. Parameter conditions for producing the three
kinds of degenerate beating stripe solitons.

Three degenerate cases Conditions
Bright-dark soliton pair

with vibration
kt/kx = −µ1R (s = ±1)

Bright-dark soliton pair
without vibration

km =
√

sa2 − λ2
1I/2,

k1 =
sa2−2λ2

1I

2

√
sa2−λ2

1I

(s = 1)

Complementary soliton λ1I =
√

2

4
a (s = −1)

The SOC effect modulates the spatial oscillation fre-
quency of the beating solitons, resulting in the formation
of stripe states, as is evident from Fig. 3. The modula-
tion period in the spatial x direction is 2π/kx. Typically,
the stripes of beating solitons exhibit asymmetry with
respect to the x- and t-axes. However, under specific
conditions, a symmetric configuration can emerge. Our
analysis reveals that the beating solitons with symmet-
ric stripes are exclusively observed in attraction regime
(s = 1) under condition

λ1I ≤ −|a|. (26)

Figures 3(a) and (b) showcase a remarkable example
of such a bright-dark beating soliton with symmetric
stripes. In this system, one component manifests itself
as a bright soliton, while the other assumes is a dark
soliton. The character of each soliton component is de-
termined by the relative magnitude of SOC intensity α
and rotation frequency κ (actually, by their ratio ̟ = κ

α
,

as shown in Fig. 3(c). Under a certain symmetry condi-
tion, viz., s = 1, a = 1 and λ1I = −1, the densities of the
two components at (x, t) = (0, 0) are calculated as

|Ψ10|2 =1 +
̟√

1 +̟2
,

|Ψ20|2 =1− ̟√
1 +̟2

,
(27)
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FIG. 2. Three degenerate beating solitons obtained from solutions (15). (a) A bright-dark pair with vibrations in the attraction
regime (s = 1), with k1 = −0.1, λ1 = 0.05 − i, α = 2, and κ = 3

2
. (b) A bright-dark pair without vibrations in the attraction

regime (s = 1), with k1 = − 1

2
, λ1 = 1

4
+

√
3

2
i, and α = κ =

√
2

8
. (c) Complementary beating solitons with a constant total

amplitude in the repulson regime (s = −1), with k1 = 0, λ1 =
√

2

4
i, α = 0.1, and κ = 0.01.

with background heights |Ψ1a|2 =
[

1 + (̟ +
√
1 +̟2)2

]−1
and |Ψ2a|2 = 1 − |Ψ1a|2,

Their evolution of with the change of ratio κ
α

is rep-
resented in Fig. 3(c). By comparing these values, one
can unambiguously classify the soliton as either bright
or dark one. Remarkably, the critical threshold for
the transition between the bright and dark solitons

is identified as ̟ = ±
√
2
4 (red points in Fig. 3(c)).

When ̟ >
√
2
4 , we observe a bright-dark BSS. Con-

versely, when ̟ < −
√
2
4 , a dark-bright BSS emerges.

The intermediate range represents a transition state,
where the solitons exhibit a blend of bright and dark
characteristics.

To complete the discussion on general BSSs, we finally
consider two special cases: (i) κ = 0 but α 6= 0 but
α 6= 0 (corresponding to the Rashba-Dresselhaus SOC),
and (ii) α = 0 (corresponding to the conventional BEC).
For the first case, from the density distribution of the
two components given by Eq. (18) in conjunction with
Eqs. (20) and (21), it can be seen that the fact whether
κ is zero or not does not fundamentally affect the struc-
ture of the BSSs; however, its sign (corresponding to the
right- and left-handed helicity) does determine if the two

components appear as bright or dark structures. In the
second scenario, when α = 0 (in which case the value
of κ becomes irrelevant), system (1) degenerates into
the standard Manakov system. Using the method de-
scribed in this work, the resulting solutions are typical
non-oscillating dark-bright soliton pairs.

C. Spin oscillations

Eq. (1) is integrable in the absence of the Zeeman split-
ting [47], and, consequently, it ought to possess an in-
finite number of conservation laws that fundamentally
constrain the system’s dynamics, albeit these laws seem-
ingly remain unidentified to date. Here, we delve into
the examination of various physical quantities associated
with the wave function of the helicoidal SO-coupled BEC
system, including the particle density and spin density,
also scrutinizing the influence of parameters such as SOC
strength α and helical pitch κ on these quantities. The
particle density n(x, t) and spin density f(x, t) of the
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FIG. 3. (a) and (b) The density distribution of beating soli-
tons with symmetric stripes and their symmetric evolution
along the directions of t = 0 and x = 0, with α = κ = 3. (c)
The amplitudes of the central stripes |Ψj0|2 and background
heights |Ψja|2 of the two components vs.ratio κ

α
. The red dot

corresponds to the transition between the bright and dark
solitons. The other parameters are s = 1, a = 1, k1 = −1,
and λ1 = 1

2
− i.

system are defined as

n(x, t) =Ψ
† ·Ψ−Ψ[0]† ·Ψ[0],

f(x, t) =Ψ
† · σ ·Ψ,

(28)

where Ψ[0] is the initial wave vector given by the seed
solutions (A5) and gauge transformation (A2), σ =
(σ1, σ2, σ3) are the Pauli matrices and spin density
f(x, t) = (fx, fy, fz). In Fig. 4, we present the physical
properties of the wave function of BSSs. Due to the fact
that the parameters satisfy the symmetry condition (26),
it is observed that the soliton stripes are now symmetric,
as shown in Fig. 4(a). From Eq. (28), it is also seen that
the particle density distribution n(x, t) takes the form
of a soliton, as seen in Fig. 4(b). The spin density dis-
tribution (fx, fy, fz) exhibits some noteworthy features:
with the SOC strength α 6= 0 while helical pitch κ = 0,
i.e., when SOC is spatially uniform in the system, the
spin density distributions in all three directions exhibit
oscillations near x = 0 and then tend towards a con-
stant distribution at x → ±∞. Among these, fx and fz
are even functions, while fy is an odd one, as shown in
Fig. 4(c).
Additionally, SOC strength α and helicity pitch κ have

a significant effect on the distribution of spin density, as
shown in Fig. 5. We first increase α while keeping κ = 0.
Then, it is observed that the spin density distribution os-
cillates more intensely near x = 0, although it eventually

tends towards a constant value. However, for κ 6= 0, i.e.,
when SOC is non-uniform in the system, spin densities
fx and fy maintain periodic oscillations and do not tend
towards constant values, as shown in Fig. 5(b). This is
significantly different from the spin-density distributions
in the systems with uniform SOC or without SOC. We
also find that the increase of the helicity pitch κ leads to
increase of the oscillation frequency of the spin density.

D. The composite form of the beating stripe
soliton (BSS)

When all parameters lj (j = 1, 2, 3) are different from
zero, solutions (5) characterize the general form of a com-
posite BSS, with both components featerring a breather
and a BSS. The total density of the components, as a
whole, exhibits characteristics akin to both a breather
and a soliton.
Figure 6 depicts several varieties of such solitons.

Analysis reveals that, at sa2−λ21I > 0, the breather prop-
agates periodically parallel to the x-axis, until it encoun-
ters a BSS, resulting in a transformed BSS that alters
its direction of propagation, as shown in Fig. 6(a). As
depicted and analyzed in Fig. 2(a), when the parameters
fulfill the condition kt/kx = −µ1R, the BSS degenerates
into an oscillating bright-dark soliton pair. Subsequently,
we can obtain a composite BSS, which is a union of a
breather and the oscillating bright-dark soliton pair, as
illustrated in Fig. 6(b). Notably, the oscillating bright-
dark soliton pair here displays a pronounced oscillation
period and, due to the swift decay of the amplitude de-
cay to the background plane, it assumes an M -shaped
form. Despite this, the total density of the two compo-
nents maintains its shape, consisting of a breather and a
soliton. Additionally, it is evident that, upon the colli-
sion with the breather, this M -shaped bright-dark soli-
ton pair evolves into a conventional BSS. Here, the pe-
riod of the stripe solitons can be controlled by adjusting
SOC, thereby changing the number of stripes to formM -
shaped solitons or other forms of stripe solitons. More-
over, in the scenario with sa2−λ21I < 0, the breather and
the beating soliton keep their parallel alignment, and it
is possible to fine-tune the distance between them by ad-
justing parameter lj . A characteristic example showcas-
ing this phenomenon is depicted in Fig. 6(c). Essentially,
the ratio |l2|/|l1| plays the role of a modulator, allowing
one to adjust the horizontal coordinate of the intersection
point between the breather and BSS, whereas |l3|/|l1|
serves to alter the vertical position of this point. Accord-
ingly, the positions of the interaction between the soliton
and breather can be controlled too. This principle holds
true for a diverse array of composite BSSs.
To complete the discussion of BSSs, we conduct nu-

merical simulations to study their stability. By using the
split-step Fourier method and the fourth-order Runge-
Kutta method, with the analytical solutions (15) as the
initial solution, the evolution of BSSs under a 2% noise
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FIG. 4. Physical properties of the wave functions for the beating stripe solitons at instant t = 0. (a) The local density; (b) The
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FIG. 5. The role of (a) SOC strength α and (b) helicity pitch
κ in modulating the spin density with α = 1 and κ = 0 in (a)
and α = 0.5 and κ = 0.5 in (b). The other parameters are the
same as Fig. 4.

perturbation is obtained. The results are shown in Fig. 7.
It can be seen that the basic BSSs in the attractive and
repulsive regimes, as well as the non-oscillating bright-
dark soliton pairs, can remain basically stable under cer-
tain perturbations.
Lastly, it is relevant to compare the present results

with previous studies of stripe solitons in the presence of
the helicoidal SOC-BEC. The existence and stability of
freely moving bright stripe solitons, induced by the lin-
ear superposition of bright-bright solitons and the stripe
state, were addressed in Ref. [47] (see Eq. (5) of Ref.
[47]). In contrast, the present paper primarily exam-
ines solitons in the helicoidal SOC-BEC that feature both
stripe and beating states, formed by the superposition of
dark-bright solitons on the non-zero background.

IV. NONLINEAR SUPERPOSITION OF THE
BEATING STRIPE SOLITONS (BSSS)

A. The nonlinear superposition of the fundamental
BSSs

In this subsection, we conduct address the nonlinear
superposition of BSSs through the N -th-order solutions
derived in Appendix B, and analyze the interaction be-
tween the two solitons. Firstly, we consider the attrac-
tion regime with s = 1. In this particular scenario,
the velocities of the two solitons can vary, depending
on the choice of spectral parameters λ. Specifically, for
sa2 − λ2I ≥ 0, the velocity is Vg = k1 −

√

sa2 − λ2I ,
whereas for sa2 − λ2I ≤ 0 it is Vg = k1. To study the
interaction between different solitons, we manipulate one

soliton to exhibit both beating and striped states simul-
taneously, while modifying the morphology of the other
soliton, including the BSS, the stripe soliton lacking a
beating pattern, and the single soliton without any beat-
ing or striping. Illustrative examples of head-on collisions
involving various types of BSSs are displayed in Fig. 8. It
is evident that, although solitons maintain their beating
and/or stripe states after interaction, there are subtle
changes in their shapes, in addition to the interaction-
induced phase shift.

In addition to the head-on collision that occurs when
solitons travel at different speeds, bound solitons can be
formed when two solitons possess identical velocities. Un-
der such circumstances, the two BSSs assume a bound
or parallel state, as shown in Fig. 9. In the attraction
regime, we can take λ1,2I ≥ 1 to obtain two solitons with
identical velocities Vg = k1; then, the BSS with a bound
or parallel state can emerge. In the case of repulsion,
given that the velocity of the solitons remains constant
and equivalent to k1, the two solitons invariably form the
bound or parallel state, as illustrated in Fig. 9. When the
distance between the two solitons is relatively short (ad-
justable via l1), a periodic bound state, characterized by
alternating attraction and repulsion can be observed, as
shown in Figs. 9 (a) and (b). Conversely, when the soli-
tons are situated farther apart, they maintain a parallel
arrangement, as shown in Fig. 9 (c). It is worth point-
ing out that SOC strength α and helicity pitch κ, which
have no impact on the velocity of soliton, do not affect
their bound or parallel states either. Instead, they merely
modify the solitons’ inherent beating and stripe states.
BSSs, which are parallel to each other with a bright to-
tal density in the attraction regime, can also be obtained
by adjusting the distance between the two solitons when
they possess the same velocity.

B. The nonlinear superposition of the composite
BSS

Next, we delve into a more comprehensive scenario
involving the nonlinear superposition of two composite
BSSs, thereby investigating their interactions. In this
context, all coefficients lij are different from zero. Ini-
tially, we examine a scenario where the solitons inter-
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FIG. 6. Density distributions of various composite beating stripe solitons given by solutios (5) with parameters (a) λ1 =
√
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i,

α = κ = 0.01, l1 = l2 = l3 = 1; (b) λ1 =
√
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i, α = 0.48, km = 0.5, l1 = l2 = l3 = 1; (c) λ1 = 1.01i, α = 0.05, κ = 0.01,

l1 = l3 = 1, l2 = 20. The other parameters are s = 1, a = 1, k1 = 0.

sect rather than align in parallel, with the directions of
the two solitons configured to be opposite. This setup
is illustrated in Fig. 10(a). In the attraction regime,
one soliton exclusively exhibits a stripe shape, devoid
of a beating state, while the other soliton carries both
the beatings and stripe structure. Notably, the inter-
action between the two Y -shaped solitons, oriented in
diverging directions, generates a hexagon at their junc-
tion, which is composed of (beating) stripe solitons and
breathers. The interaction is quasi-elastic, as both types
of solitons and the breather retain their structures intact
post-interaction.

Next, we examine the interactions between two paral-
lel composite solitons in the attraction regime, as shown
in Figs. 10(b) and (c). When the imaginary part of the
spectral parameter λ is ≥ 1, the two composite solitons
share the same velocity and maintain their parallel align-
ment. Additionally, the distance between the soliton and
breather can be adjusted by varying the values of lij . No-
tably, in the case of Im(λ) = 1, one component degrades,
featuring solely BSS without a breather, as illustrated
in Figs. 10(c). Similar properties are demonstrated by
interactions between other types of composite solitons.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we have investigated the BSSs (beating
stripe solitons) in the two-component BEC under the
action of the non-uniform helicoidal spin-orbit coupling
(SOC). By establishing the possibility of its transforma-
tion to the integrable Manakov system, we have con-
structed fundamental and N -th order soliton solutions
for the original BEC system, in the case of both at-
tractive and repulsive interactions. These solutions de-
scribe spatial and/or temporal periodic breathing oscil-
lations of the density distribution in each component,
which simultaneously possess beating and striped phases,
while the total density does not exhibit oscillations. So-
lutions for various moving and static bright/dark/four-
petal solitons, along with three degenerate forms, includ-
ing bright-dark soliton pairs with or without oscillations
and complementary beating solitons, were obtained. We
have conducted the analysis of the propagation dynamics
and established parametric conditions for the existence of
such solitons. Further analysis revealed that helicoidal
SOC significantly affects the structure of such solitons.
Conditions for the generation of symmetric and asym-
metric BSSs were reported too. In the study of phys-
ical quantities, such as the particle and spin densities,
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FIG. 7. The results of the numerical simulations of the evolu-
tion of BSSs under the action of 2% noise. The initial state is
taken as per the analytical solutions (15). The top row corre-
sponds to Fig. 1(a), the middle row corresponds to Fig. 1(b),
and the bottom row corresponds to Fig. 2(a).

we have observed the phenomenon of spin oscillations,
where the spin-density distribution undergoes periodic
oscillations, the stability and frequencies of the oscilla-
tions being controlled by the helicoidal SOC. Addition-
ally, we have obtained a composite soliton containing
both breathers and BSSs, and analyzed its diverse dy-
namical behavior. Finally, we studied the nonlinear su-
perposition and interaction between different BSSs, in-
cluding head-on collisions between solitons with different
velocities, and bound states formed by solitons with iden-
tical velocities.
In the experiment, a laser beam can be used to gen-

erate an optical lattice with the spatially non-uniform
helicoidal spin-orbit coupling. By adjusting the intensity
and phase of the laser, the spin coupling strength α and
helical rate κ in the system can be controlled. This setup
allows the study of nonlinear localized wave excitations in
the helicoidal SOC-BEC, including stripe solitons, beat-
ing solitons, and BSSs.
In this work, we have not considered the effects of

the Zeeman splitting (this effect breaks the integrabil-
ity of system (1)). As continuation of the work, we will
conduct approximate analytical studies for BSSs in sys-
tem (1) that includes the Zeeman splitting, using meth-
ods such as the multiple-scale expansion and variational
approximation. Additionally, external potentials (e.g.,
harmonic-oscillator, parity-time-symmetric, and optical-
lattice ones) significantly impact the stability of solitons
and the excitation of novel soliton modes. We also plan
to further investigate BSSs under the influence of exter-

nal potentials.
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Appendix A: Vector beating stripe solitons (BSSs)

Equation (1) is gauge-equivalent to the Manakov sys-
tem,

iut +
1

2
uxx + s(u†

u)u = 0, u = (u1, u2)
T , (A1)

through the following transformation [47, 61]:

Ψ = Tu =

(

ν+e
−i(km+κ)x ν−e

i(km−κ)x

ν−e
−i(km−κ)x −ν+ei(km+κ)x

)

u, (A2)

where km =
√
α2 + κ2 is the effective momentum of the

lowest-energy states, and T is the spatially non-uniform
transformation matrix.
Here, we emphasize that, in the context of two-

component BECs, systems comprising two distinct
atomic species or different hyperfine states of the same
atom can be described by the coupled Gross-Pitaevskii
equations (cGPEs) [59], which account for varying intra-
and inter-species interaction strengths. When these
strengths are equal, and no external potential is present,
these cGPEs amount to the Manakov system (A1).
The gauge-equivalent relationship allows one to con-

struct solutions to Eq. (1) on the basis of the exact solu-
tions of the Manakov system.
The Lax pair of the Manakov system is taken as [60]

Φx =MΦ, M ≡ i(λσ +U),

Φt =NΦ, N ≡ i(λ2σ + λU) +
1

2
σ(Ux − iU2),

(A3)

where

U =





0 su∗1 su∗2
u1 0 0
u2 0 0



 , σ = diag(1,−1,−1). (A4)

To derive the BSSs, we begin with the plane waves,
taken as the zero-order seed solutions:

u
(0)
1 =aeiθ1 , u

(0)
2 = 0, (A5)

where

θj = kjx+ (sa2 − 1

2
k2j )t. (A6)
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FIG. 8. (a) The interaction between two beating stripe solitons with k1 = 1

2
, λ1 = − 1

4
+ 4

5
i, λ2 = − 1

4
+ i, α = 0.5, and κ = 0.1;

(b) The interaction between a beating stripe soliton and a vibrating dark-bright soliton pair with k1 = −0.1, λ1 = 0.05 − i,

λ2 = 0.05+
√

3

2
i, α = 2, and κ = 1.5; (c) The interaction between a beating stripe soliton and non-vibrating dark-bright soliton

pair with k1 = −0.5, λ1 = 0.25 +
√

3

2
i, λ2 = 0.25 + 1.05i, α = −κ =

√
2

8
. The other parameters are s = 1, a = 1, lj1 = lj3 = 1,

and lj2 = 0 (j = 1, 2).

The substitution of the above-mentioned seed solu-
tions (A5) in the Lax pair (A3) gives rise to the fun-
damental eigenfunction solution,

Φ1 = (φ, ϕ, ψ)T = GHKLe−i[λ1x+(sa2+λ2

1
)t], (A7)

where G = diag(1, aeiθ1 , eiθ2), L = (l1, l2, l3)
T , K =

diag(e−iA(µ1), e−iA(µ2), e−iA(k2)), and

H =





1 1 0
1

k1−µ1

1
k1−µ2

0

0 0 1



 , (A8)

with lj (j = 1, 2, 3) representing the characteristic pa-
rameters of the initial soliton and A(µ) = µ(x− µ

2 t).
Then, the fundamental BSS solutions of Eq. (1) can

be derived by utilizing the gauge transformation (A2)
and the following Darboux transformation of Manakov
system

U [1] = U +
λ∗1 − λ1
y1

†Λy1

[y1y1
†
Λ,σ], (A9)

where y1 ≡ v1(x, t)Φ1 with v1(x, t) being a nonzero com-
plex function, Λ = diag(1, s, s) and commutator of quan-
tum operators is fixed as [A,B] = AB−BA. Substituting
the eigenfunction (A7) into the Darboux transform (A9)

with v1(x, t) = ei[λ1x+(sa2+λ2

1
)t] and combining the gauge

transformation (A2), we can obtain the BSS solutions of
Eq. (1) as explicitly shown by Eq. (5).

Appendix B: N-th-order beating stripe solitons
(BSSs)

Utilizing the plane-wave zero-order seed solutions (A5)
as the starting point, we can derive the N -th-order BSS
solutions of Eq. (1) by means of the gauge transform (A2)
and application of the following N -th-order Darboux
transform, which is specific to the Manakov system:

U [N ] = U + [σ,Y Σ
−1Y †

Λ], (B1)
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FIG. 9. Bound and parallel states of two beating stripe solitons with parameters (a) s = 1, λ1 = 1.01i, λ2 = 1.02i; (b) s = −1,
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where Y = (y1,y2, . . . ,yN ) with yj ≡ vj(x, t)Φj , Φj

is the eigenfunction solution of Lax pair (A3) at λ = λj
with the plane-wave zero-seed solutions (A5), and Σ =
(Σij)N×N with Σij = yi

†
Λyj/(λj − λ∗i ). The eigenfunc-

tion solution Φj has the form

Φj = GHjKjLje
−i[λjx+(sa2+λ2

j )t], (B2)

where G = diag(1, aeiθ1 , eiθ2), Lj = (lj1, lj2, lj3)
T , Kj =

diag(e−iA(µj1), e−iA(µj2), e−iA(k2)), and

Hj =





1 1 0
1

k1−µj1

1
k1−µj2

0

0 0 1



 , (B3)

with ljk (k = 1, 2, 3) being complex parameters, and
A(µ) = µ(x − µ

2 t). The eigenvalues µj1 and µj2 are so-
lutions of the following quadratic equation with spectral
parameter λj

µ2 + (2λj − k1)µ− sa2 − 2k1λj = 0. (B4)

Substituting the N -th-order solutions (B1) into gauge
transform (A2), we can obtain the N -th-order BSSs for
the original Eq. (1).
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