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M agnetization ofa half-quantum vortex in a spinor B ose-Einstein condensate
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M agnetization dynam ics ofa half-quantum vortex in a spin-1 Bose-Einstein condensate with a

ferrom agnetic interaction are investigated by m ean-�eld and Bogoliubov analyses. The transverse

m agnetization isshown to break the axisym m etry and form threefold dom ains. Thisphenom enon

originatesfrom the topologicalstructure ofthe half-quantum vortex and spin conservation.

PACS num bers:03.75.M n,03.75.Lm ,03.75.K k,75.60.Ch

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thespin degreesoffreedom in an atom icBose-Einstein

condensate (BEC) allow for a variety oftopologicalde-

fects.M erm in-Ho [1]and Anderson-Toulouse[2]vortices

havebeen produced by theM IT group [3]usingthetopo-

logicalphase-im printingm ethod [4].Recently,theBerke-

ley group observed spontaneousform ation ofpolar-core

vortices in m agnetization ofa spin-1 87Rb BEC [5]. In

addition,severaltheoreticalpredictionshavebeen m ade

of various topologicaldefects in spinor BECs, such as

fractionalvortices[6,7,8],skyrm ions[9],and knotstruc-

tures[10].

Topological-defect structures in spinor BECs are

closelyrelated tothesym m etrygroupsofspin states[11].

For exam ple, the sym m etry group of the polar state

(m = 0,where m denotes the m agnetic sublevelofthe

spin)in a spin-1 BEC isU(1)� S2=Z2,and distinctcon-

�gurationsofthepolarstatecan bespeci�ed by elem ents

ofthisgroup.Thissym m etry group allowsthetopologi-

calstructureofthehalf-quantum vortex [6,7,8].O n the

other hand, the sym m etry group of the ferrom agnetic

state(jm j= 1)in a spin-1 BEC isSO (3).

Letusconsidera half-quantum vortex prepared in an

antiferrom agnetic BEC. W e then consider a m agnetic

phasetransition occurring from theantiferrom agneticto

ferrom agnetic phases. Since the sym m etry group ofthe

spin state changesfrom U(1)� S2=Z2 to SO (3)and the

half-quantum vortex structure cannot exist for the lat-

tersym m etry group,the ensuing m agnetization dynam -

icsare expected to break the sym m etry and create non-

trivialstates. Such a change ofspin texture associated

with a change ofthe spin state sym m etry group is the

subjectofthe presentpaper.

In the presentpaper,we study the m agnetization dy-

nam ics of the half-quantum vortex state produced in

a spin-1 ferrom agnetic BEC. The initial state can be

prepared by, e.g., the phase-im printing m ethod using

Laguerre-G aussian beam s [12]. W e show that the half-

quantum vortex develops into threefold m agnetic do-

m ains through dynam ical instability. This contrasts

with the m agnetization of a uniform polar state, in

which a polar-core vortex or twofold dom ain structure

isform ed [13].W estudy the dynam icalinstability using

theBogoliubov analysis,num erically in a 2D system and

analytically in a 1D ring. The threefold dom ain form a-

tion can also be understood from the topologicalstruc-

tureofahalf-quantum vortex and spin conservation,and

itsgeom etricalinterpretation isprovided.

This paper is organized as follows. Section II intro-

ducestheform ulation oftheproblem and de�nestheno-

tation used.Section IIIshowsthem agnetization dynam -

ics ofthe half-quantum vortex and dem onstratesthree-

fold dom ain form ation.Section IV detailstheBogoliubov

analysisto study the dynam icalinstability.Section V is

devoted to the geom etricalinterpretation ofthe three-

fold dom ain form ation.Section VIgivesthe conclusions

to the study.

II. FO R M U LA T IO N O F T H E P R O B LEM

W e consider a BEC of spin-1 atom s with m ass M

con�ned in an axisym m etric harm onic potentialV (r)=

M [!2
?
(x2+ y2)+ !2zz

2]=2thatisindependentofthem ag-

netic sublevelsm ofthe spin. In the m ean-�eld approx-

im ation,the condensate can be described by the m acro-

scopicwavefunctions m (r)with m = � 1;0;1satisfying

Z

dr

1X

m = � 1

j m j
2
�

Z

dr� = N ; (1)

where N is the num ber ofatom s. The m agnetization

density isgiven by

F =
X

m ;m 0

 
�

m fm m 0 m 0; (2)

wheref isthevectorofthespin-1 m atrices.Them acro-

scopicwavefunctionsatzerotem peratureobeythethree-

com ponentG ross-Pitaevskii(G P)equations,

i�h
@ 0

@t
=

�

�
�h
2

2M
r
2
+ V + c0�

�

 0

+
c1
p
2
(F+  1 + F�  � 1); (3a)

i�h
@ � 1

@t
=

�

�
�h
2

2M
r
2
+ V + c0�

�

 � 1

+ c1

�
1
p
2
F�  0 � Fz � 1

�

; (3b)
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where F� = Fx � iFy. The interaction coe�cients in

Eq.(3)arede�ned as

c0 =
4��h

2

M

a0 + 2a2

3
; c1 =

4��h
2

M

a2 � a0

3
; (4)

with a0 and a2 beingthes-wavescatteringlengthsforcol-

liding channelswith totalspins0 and 2.Forc1 < 0,the

ferrom agnetic state is energetically favorable,while for

c1 > 0 the polarorantiferrom agnetic state isfavorable.

In thepresentpaper,werestrictourselvesto spin-1 87Rb

atom s,which havea positivec0 and a negativec1 [14].

W eassum ethat�h!z ism uch largerthan othercharac-

teristic energiesand the condensate hasa tightpancake

shape.The condensatewavefunction isthereforefrozen

in theground stateoftheharm onicpotentialin thez di-

rection and the system ise�ectively 2D.Integrating the

G P energy functionalwith respectto z,we�nd thatthe

2D wave function  2D
m follows the G P equation having

the sam e form as Eq.(3),where the interaction coe�-

cients c0 and c1 are m ultiplied by [m !z=(2��h)]
1=2. W e

de�ne a norm alized wavefunction,

~ m =
1

p
N

�h

m !?
 
2D
m ; (5)

and norm alized interaction coe�cients,

~cj =
N

�h!?

r
m !z

2��h

m !?

�h
cj (6)

with j = 0 and 1. For exam ple, using the scatter-

ing lengths of a spin-1 87Rb atom a0 = 101:8aB and

a2 = 100:4aB [15],whereaB istheBohrradius,and trap

frequencies!? = 2� � 200 Hzand !z = 2� � 4 kHz,the

interaction coe�cientsbecom e

~c0 ’ 0:16N ; ~c1 ’ � ~c0=216: (7)

W e considera half-quantum vortex state given by [7]

0

@

 
hqv

1

 
hqv

0

 
hqv

� 1

1

A =

0

@
f1(r)e

� i�

0

f� 1(r)

1

A ; (8)

wherer= (x2+ y2)1=2 and � = arg(x+ iy).Thefunctions

f� 1(r)arestationary solutionsofEq.(3)satisfying

Z
1

0

2�r
2
jf� 1(r)j

2
dr=

N

2
: (9)

From this condition,the state (8) has an angular m o-

m entum ofN �h=2.W ithoutlossofgenerality,werestrict

ourselves to the upper sign in Eq.(8) unless otherwise

stated.

As severalauthors have discussed [6,7,8],the half-

quantum vortex has an interesting topological struc-

ture. Equation (8) is invariant under the transform a-

tion exp(i�=2)exp(ifz�=2)exp(� �@�),where � isan ar-

bitrary angle and fz = m for  m . This indicates that

spatialrotation by an angle � around the z axis is ac-

com panied by spin rotation by � �=2 with an additional

phase factorexp(i�=2).Thus,fora rotation around the

z axisby 2�,the spin rotatesonly by � �.

Therm odynam ic stability ofthe half-quantum vortex

isstudied in Ref.[16],while a half-quantum vortex ring

isdiscussed in Ref.[17].Recently,ithasbeen predicted

thathalf-quantum vorticescan be nucleated in rotating

traps[18,19]and 
uctuation-drive vortex fractionaliza-

tion hasbeen proposed in Ref.[20].

III. M A G N ET IZA T IO N D Y N A M IC S O F A

H A LF-Q U A N T U M V O R T EX

In thissection,we study the m agnetization dynam ics

ofthe half-quantum vortex state (8) for a spin-1 87Rb

BEC.

The initialstate is assum ed to be the half-quantum

vortex state (8) obtained by the im aginary-tim e propa-

gation m ethod. An experim entalm ethod to realize this

initialstateisdiscussed later.Itfollowsfrom Eq.(3)that

when  0 isexactly zero asin Eq.(8), 0 alwaysvanishes

in the m ean-�eld evolution and no m agnetization occurs

even fora ferrom agneticinteraction.W ethereforeadd a

sm allam ountofinitialnoiseto 0,which triggersgrowth

ofthe m = 0 com ponent. Physically,this initialnoise

corresponds to quantum and therm al
uctuations and

experim entalim perfections[13,21,22].W esetthenoise

as ~ 0 = r1 + ir2 on each m esh point,where r1 and r2

are random num berswith uniform distribution between

� 10� 3. For the im aginary-and real-tim e propagations,

we em ploy the Crank-Nicolson m ethod with the size of

each m esh being 0.05
p
�h=(m !? ).

Figure 1 (a) shows the tim e evolution ofthe density

and phase pro�les ofeach spin com ponent and that of

the transverse m agnetization. At !? t = 0,the trans-

versem agnetization alm ostvanishesbecauseoftheinitial

state(8)with sm allnoiseadded in them = 0com ponent.

The m = 0 com ponentthen growsin tim e and exhibits

a threefold pattern, which leads to threefold m agnetic

dom ainsasshown in Fig.1 (a)(!? t= 132).Thisthree-

fold dom ain form ation is the m ain resultofthe present

paper. W e note thatthe m agnetization in the three do-

m ains have di�erent directions to canceland conserve

the totalspin. Then,the population for each m oscil-

latesasshown in Fig.1 (b)dueto theexcessenergy,and

the appearance and disappearance ofthe threefold do-

m ainsarerepeated.At!? t’ 300,the instability in the

dipole m ode becom es signi�cantand the system under-

goesadipoledeform ation asshown in Fig.1(a),which is

followed by com plicated dynam ics. Throughoutthe dy-

nam ics,thetotaldensity pro�leisalm ostunchanged and

rem ainsin theThom as-Ferm idistribution.Thethreefold

dom ainsare generated forboth signsin the initialstate

(8). W e checked thatno dynam icsoccurforan antifer-

rom agneticinteraction (c1 > 0).

W e now discuss how to prepare the initial state in
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FIG .1: (color) (a) Tim e evolution ofthe norm alized wave

function ~ m and transverse m agnetization ~F+ = ~Fx + i~Fy,

where ~Fx and ~Fy are de�ned by Eq.(2)with  m replaced by

~ m .Thesize ofeach panelis10� 10 in unitsof
p

�h=(m !? ).

(b)Tim eevolution ofthepopulation in each com ponent.The

interaction coe�cientsare ~c 0 = 3000 and ~c1 = � ~c0=216 (cor-
responding to spin-1

87
Rb).

an experim ent. First we create a non-rotating BEC in

the m = � 1 com ponent, ini
� 1,and then G aussian and

Laguerre-G aussian beam s propagating in the sam e di-

rection are applied. The frequenciesofthese beam sare

tuned to the Ram an transition from the non-rotating

m = � 1 state to the m = 1 state with a unit angular

m om entum [12]. W e thus obtain the half-quantum vor-

tex stategiven by

0

@
 1
 0
 � 1

1

A =

0

@
 ini
� 1e

i� sin(Are� B r
2

)

0

 ini
� 1 cos(Are

� B r
2

)

1

A ; (10)

where A and B are proportionalto the intensity and

width of the beam s, respectively. For exam ple, A =

0:196(m !? =�h)
1=2 and B = 0:002m !? =�h give density

pro�les sim ilar to the initialstate in Fig. 1. W e have

con�rm ed that the dynam ics from this initialstate are

qualitatively the sam e as those in Fig.1. The pattern

form ation asshown in Fig.1 (a)can be observed using

the Stern-G erlach separation and a nondestructivespin-

sensitivem easurem ent[23].

IV . B O G O LIU B O V A N A LY SIS

A . N um ericaldiagonalization

The dynam ics shown in Fig.1 suggest that the half-

quantum vortex statehasdynam icalinstabilities.In this

section,weperform the Bogoliubov analysis.

W edecom posethem acroscopicwavefunctions m into

thestationary state hqv
m in Eq.(8)and sm alldeviations

� m from thisstateas

0

@
 1
 0

 � 1

1

A =

0

@

e� i�1t=�h( 
hqv

1 + � 1)

e� i(�1+ �� 1)t=(2�h)� 0

e� i�� 1t=�h( 
hqv

� 1 + � � 1)

1

A ; (11)

where the chem icalpotentialin each com ponent is de-

�ned by

�� 1 =
2

N

Z

dr

�

 
hqv�

� 1

�

�
�h
2

2M
r
2
+ V + c0� � c1Fz

�

 
hqv

� 1

�

:

(12)

Here � and Fz are given by Eqs.(1) and (2) with  m

replaced by  hqv
m .Substituting Eq.(11)into Eq.(3),we

obtain the Bogoliubov-deG ennesequations:

i�h
@� 0

@t
=

�

�
�h
2

2M
r
2
+ V �

�1 + �� 1

2

�

� 0

+ (c0 + c1)

�

j 
hqv

1 j
2
+ j 

hqv

� 1 j
2
�

� 0

+ 2c1 
hqv

1  
hqv

� 1 � 
�

0; (13a)

i�h
@� � 1

@t
=

�

�
�h
2

2M
r
2
+ V � �� 1

�

� � 1

+ (c0 + c1)

h

2j 
hqv

� 1 j
2
� � 1 + ( 

hqv

� 1 )
2
� 

�

� 1

i

+ (c0 � c1)
�
j 

hqv

� 1 j
2
� � 1 +  

hqv�

� 1  
hqv

� 1 � � 1

+  
hqv

1  
hqv

� 1 � 
�

� 1

�
; (13b)

wherewetakeonly the �rstorderof� m .W e notethat

both Eqs.(13a)and (13b)have a closed form within an

angular-m om entum subspace.Expanding � m as

� m =
X

‘

h

�
(m )

‘
(r;t)+ �

(m )

‘
(r;t)

i

e
i‘�
; (14)

we �nd that�
(0)

‘
only coupleswith �

(0)

1� ‘
,and �

(1)

‘
only

coupleswith �
(1)

2� ‘
,�

(� 1)

‘� 1
,and �

(� 1)

1� ‘
.W ethereforede�ne
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FIG . 2: Im aginary part of the Bogoliubov spectrum for

the half-quantum vortex state ofa spin-1
87
Rb BEC (~c1 =

� ~c0=216). The solid line is obtained by diagonalizing

Eq.(13a),where the m ode function has the form (15) with

‘ = 2 and � 1, corresponding to the threefold dom ain for-

m ation. The dashed line is obtained from Eq.(13b),where

the m ode functions have the form (16) with ‘ = 0 and 2,

corresponding to the dipole deform ation.

the m odesas

� 0;‘ = �
(0)

‘
(r)e

i‘�
e
� i!t

+ �
(0)

1� ‘
(r)e

i(1� ‘)�
e
i!t
; (15)

forthe m = 0 com ponentand

� 1;‘ = �
(1)

‘
(r)e

i‘�
e
� i!t

+ �
(1)

2� ‘
(r)e

i(2� ‘)�
e
i!t
; (16a)

� � 1;‘ = �
(� 1)

‘� 1
(r)e

i(‘� 1)�
e
� i!t

+ �
(� 1)

1� ‘
(r)e

i(1� ‘)�
e
i!t
;(16b)

forthe m = � 1 com ponents.

W enum erically diagonalizeEq.(13)using them ethod

in Ref.[24]. Figure 2 shows the im aginary part ofthe

Bogoliubov spectrum forvariousvaluesof~c0 and ~c1 with

~c1 = � ~c0=216. Diagonalizing Eq.(13a) for the m = 0

com ponent,we �nd that the excitation energies ofthe

m odes (15) with ‘ = 2 and ‘ = � 1 have an im aginary

partfor ~c0 >� 1450. Diagonalization ofEq.(13b) shows

thatthem odes(16)with ‘= 0and ‘= 2aredynam ically

unstable for ~c0 > 0. The im aginary part for the m =

0 m odes exceeds that for the m = � 1 m odes at ~c0 ’

1870,and the growth in the m = 0 com ponentbecom es

dom inantfor~c0 >� 1870.

W hen the m = 0 m odeswith ‘= 2 and ‘= � 1 grow

due to the dynam icalinstability,j� 0j
2 becom es

j� 0j
2
’ j� 0;‘= 2 + � 0;‘= � 1j

2

=

�
�
��

(0)

2 + �
(0)

2

�
�
�
2

+

�
�
��

(0)

� 1 + �
(0)

� 1

�
�
�
2

+ 2

�
�
�

�

�
(0)

2 + �
(0)

2

� �

�
(0)

� 1 + �
(0)

� 1

��
�
�cos(3� + �);

(17)

where � = arg[(�
(0)

2 + �
(0)

2 )(�
(0)

� 1 + �
(0)

� 1)
�]. W e can show

that jF+ j
2 also has a sim ilar form as a function of �.

Equation (17)indicatesthatthese dynam ically unstable

m odesgeneratethreefold dom ains,in agreem entwith the

result in Fig.1 (a). The dynam ically unstable m odes

ofthe m = � 1 com ponents have angularm om enta 1�

1 in the m = 1 com ponent and 0 � 1 in the m = � 1

com ponent.Thesem odesthereforecorrespond to dipole

deform ation,which again explainstheresultin Fig.1(a).

Sincethe im aginary partofthe m = 0 excitation energy

islargerthan thatofm = � 1for~c0 = 3000,thethreefold

dom ains�rstem erge,followed by thedipoledeform ation.

B . 1D ring m odel

Forsim plicity,weanalyzea 1D ring m odelin orderto

understand the dynam icalinstabilitiesin Fig.2.

W e assum e that the system is con�ned in a 1D ring

with radius R,and the e�ective interaction coe�cients

are denoted by c1D0 and c1D1 . For the stationary state

 hqv
m in Eq.(11),wetake

 
hqv

1 =

r
n

2
e
i�
;  

hqv

� 1 =

r
n

2
; (18)

where n = N =(2�R) is the atom ic density and � is the

azim uthalangle.Thechem icalpotentialsin Eq.(12)read

�1 = K + c
1D
0 n; �� 1 = c

1D
0 n; (19)

where

K �
�h
2

2M R 2
: (20)

Substituting Eqs.(18)and (19)into Eq.(13a)gives

i�h
@� 0

@t
=

�

� K
d2

d�2
�
K

2
+ c

1D
1 n

�

� 0 + c
1D
1 ne

i�
� 

�

0:

(21)

Assum ing that� 0 hasthe form

� 0 = �
(0)

‘
e
i‘�
e
� i!t

+ �
(0)

1� ‘
e
i(1� ‘)�

e
i!t
; (22)

we �nd that the coe�cients �
(0)

‘
and �

(0)

1� ‘
satisfy the

eigenvalueequations,

�

K

�

‘
2
�
1

2

�

+ c
1D
1 n

�

�‘ + c
1D
1 n�

�

1� ‘ = �h!�‘;

(23a)
�

K

�

‘
2
+ 2‘+

1

2

�

+ c
1D
1 n

�

�
�

1� ‘ + c
1D
1 n�‘ = � �h!�

�

1� ‘:

(23b)

Diagonalizing theseequations,weobtain theBogoliubov

eigenenergy forthe m = 0 excitation as

�h! = K

�

‘�
1

2

�

+

q

K ‘(‘� 1)
�
K ‘(‘� 1)+ 2c1D1 n

�
:

(24)
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For‘= 0 or1,Eq.(24)isalwaysrealand there isno

dynam icalinstability. For other values of‘,the square

rootofEq.(24)isim aginary when 2c1D1 n < � K ‘(‘� 1),

and the corresponding m ode is dynam ically unstable.

The m ost unstable m odes are ‘ = 2 and � 1. As in

Eq.(17),thesem odescorrespond tothethreefold dom ain

form ation. Thus,the transverse m agnetization is m ost

unstable against form ing the threefold dom ains,which

agreeswith the 2D num ericalresultin Fig.1.Sim ilarly,

the‘= 3 and � 2 m odescorrespond to �vefold dom ains,

the‘= 4and � 3m odescorrespondtosevenfolddom ains,

and so on.In general,dynam icalinstabilitiesform ing j-

fold dom ainswith an odd integerj� 3 can exist.

Perform ing theBogoliubov analysisfor� � 1 in a sim -

ilarm anner,weobtain the eigenenergiesas

�h! = K (‘� 1)

+

�

K (‘� 1)
2

�

K (‘
2
� 2‘+ 2)+ (c

1D
0 + c

1D
1 )n � 2

q

K
�
K (‘� 1)2 + (c1D0 + c1D1 )n

�
+ (c1D0 � c1D1 )2n2=4

��1=2

;

(25)

where the corresponding m ode has a form sim ilar to

Eq.(16) with respect to ‘. For ‘ = 1,there is no dy-

nam icalinstability, since � � 1 have the sam e angular

m om enta as 
hqv

� 1 in Eq.(18).For‘= 0 and 2,Eq.(25)

alwayshasan im aginary partforc1D1 < 0,in agreem ent

with the 2D resultin Fig.2. The im aginary partisex-

panded as(c1D0 c1D1 )1=2n + O (n2).

V . G EO M ET R IC A L M EA N IN G O F T H E

T H R EEFO LD D O M A IN S

Now we consider the physical interpretation of the

threefold dom ain form ation.

A spin state

(�1;�0;�� 1)= (e
� i�

sin�;0;cos�) (26)

hasspin 
uctuationsas

�f
2
z =

X

m ;m 0

�
�

m (f
2
z)m m 0�m 0 �

2

4
X

m ;m 0

�
�

m (fz)m m 0�m 0

3

5

2

= sin
2
2�; (27)

�f
2
� =

1

2
[1+ cos(� � + 2�)sin2�]; (28)

where � is the azim uthalangle arg(x + iy) and f� =

fx cos� + fy sin�. The transverse 
uctuation �f 2
�
then

becom esm axim um for� = � �=2and � = � �=2+ �.The

spatialdistributionsofthetransverse
uctuation exhibit

patterns,asshown in Fig.3,where the direction ofthe

line indicates the direction ofthe m axim um transverse


uctuation.

Spontaneousm agnetization tendstooccurin thedirec-

tionsoflargespin 
uctuations,i.e.,the directionsofthe

linesin Fig.3.Forspontaneousm agnetization,thetotal

m agnetization
R
drF m ustbeconserved.From thesetwo

(a) (b)

FIG .3: Lines indicating the directions ofm axim um 
uctu-

ations in the transverse m agnetization for the half-quantum

vortexstatein Eq.(26),where(a)and (b)correspond tothe+

and � signs,respectively.Thedashed circlesshow schem atics

ofthe threefold dom ains and the arrows show the directions

ofm agnetization in the dom ains.

constraints,we understand the reason for the threefold

dom ain form ation.Thearrowsin Fig.3show exam plesof

transverse m agnetization satisfying the two constraints,

wherethem agnetization in each dom ain occursin thedi-

rection ofthelineand thesum ofthethreem agnetization

vectorsvanishes.

W e note that continuous m agnetization for all�,as

in the polar-coreand M erm in-Ho vortices,isim possible,

since the sym m etry group ofthe ferrom agnetic state is

di�erent from that ofthe spin state in Eq.(26). The

half-quantum vortex structure is peculiar to the latter

sym m etry group. Twofold dom ain form ation isalso im -

possible,sincespin directionsat� and �+ � di�erby �=2

(not�)and the totalspin isnotconserved.

Forj-fold dom ain form ation,thecenterofeach dom ain

islocated at� = 2�p=jwith p = 0;1;� � � ;j� 1.Foreach

dom ain,there are two possible directionsofm agnetiza-

tion,� �p=jand � �p=j+ �,wherethe� signscorrespond
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to the � signsin Eq.(26). Forthe spin conservation to

besatis�ed,thesum ofthesem agnetization vectorsm ust

vanish:

j� 1X

p= 0

�

e
� i�p=j

or e
� i(�p=j+ �)

�

= 0: (29)

Forj= 1 and 2,Eq.(29)cannotbesatis�ed.Forj= 3,

we �nd 1+ e� i(�=3+ �) + ei2�=3 = 0,which corresponds

to the arrowsin Fig.3.In general,Eq.(29)can only be

satis�ed foran odd j � 3. This resultagreeswith that

in Sec.IV B.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have studied the dynam ics ofspontaneous m ag-

netization of a half-quantum vortex state in a spin-

1 BEC with a ferrom agnetic interaction. Solving the

G P equation num erically,we found thatthe axisym m e-

try is spontaneously broken and the threefold m agnetic

dom ains are form ed through the dynam icalinstability

(Fig. 1). The critical strength of the interaction for

the dynam icalinstability was obtained by the Bogoli-

ubov analysis(Fig.2). In orderto understand the phe-

nom enon in an analytic m anner,we investigated the 1D

ring m odeland showed that the transverse m agnetiza-

tion is m ost unstable against form ing the threefold do-

m ainsam ong thej-fold dom ainswith odd integersj� 3

(Sec.IV B).W eprovided a physicalinterpretation ofthe

phenom enon based on the topologicalspin structure of

the half-quantum vortex and spin conservation (Fig.3).

The half-quantum vortex in a spin-1 BEC is peculiar

to the sym m etry group that the spin state (26) pos-

sesses. For the ferrom agnetic interaction,in which the

state(26)isunstable,the system exhibitsnontrivialdy-

nam ics,nam ely,threefold dom ain form ation.W e expect

thatvariouspattern form ation phenom ena m ay occurin

m agnetic phase transitions in spinor BECs containing

topologicalstructures,in which the sym m etry groupsof

the spin stateschangein the phasetransitions.
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