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M agnetization of a halfquantum vortex in a spinor B ose-E instein condensate
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M agnetization dynam ics of a halfquantum vortex In a spin-1 BoseE Instein condensate wih a
ferrom agnetic interaction are investigated by m ean— eld and Bogoliubov analyses. T he transverse
m agnetization is shown to break the axisymm etry and form threefold dom ains. T his phenom enon
originates from the topological structure of the halfquantum vortex and spin conservation.

PACS numbers: 03.75M n, 03.75Lm, 03.75K k, 75.60Ch

I. NTRODUCTION

T he spin degreesoffreedom in an atom ic B oseE instein
condensate BEC) allow for a variety of topological de—
fects. M em in-H o [Il] and A nderson-T oulouse [2] vortices
have been produced by theM IT group [F]using the topo-—
logicalphase-im printingm ethod [4]. R ecently, the B erke—
ey group observed spontaneous form ation of polarcore
vortices in m agnetization of a spin-1 8’Rb BEC [E]. Tn
addition, several theoretical predictions have been m ade
of various topological defects In spinor BECs, such as
fractionalvortices [6,17,18], skym ions [€], and knot struc—
tures [10].

Topologicaldefect structures n soinor BECs are
closely related to the sym m etry groups of spoin states [L1].
For exampl, the symm etry group of the polar state

m = 0, wherem denotes the m agnetic sublvel of the
spin) n a spin-1 BEC isU (1) S?=%,, and distinct con—

gurationsofthe polar state can be speci ed by elem ents
of this group. This sym m etry group allow s the topologi-
calstructure ofthe halfquantum vortex [6,174,l8]. O n the
other hand, the symm etry group of the ferrom agnetic
state (n j= 1) n a spin-1 BEC is SO (3).

Let us consider a halfquantum vortex prepared in an
antiferrom agnetic BEC . W e then consider a m agnetic
phase transition occurring from the antiferrom agnetic to
ferrom agnetic phases. Since the sym m etry group of the
spin state changes from U (1) S2%=Z, to SO (3) and the
halfquantum vortex structure cannot exist for the lat-
ter sym m etry group, the ensuing m agnetization dynam —
ics are expected to break the symm etry and create non—
trivial states. Such a change of spin texture associated
w ith a change of the spin state symm etry group is the
sub Ect of the present paper.

In the present paper, we study the m agnetization dy—
nam ics of the halfquantum vortex state produced in
a spin-1 ferrom agnetic BEC . The initial state can be
prepared by, eg. the phase—in 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
w ih the m agnetization of a uniform polar state, in
which a polarcore vortex or twofold dom ain structure
is form ed [L3]. W e study the dynam ical instability using
the B ogoliubov 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 topological struc—
ture ofa halfquantum vortex and soin conservation, and
its geom etrical interpretation is provided.

T his paper is organized as ©llows. Section [ intro-
duces the form ulation ofthe problem and de nesthe no—
tation used. Section [ITJ show s the m agnetization dynam —
ics of the halfquantum vortex and dem onstrates three—
1 dom ain form ation. Section[IV]details the B ogolubov
analysis to study the dynam ical nstability. Section 7] is
devoted to the geom etrical interpretation of the three—
1 dom aln fom ation. Section [V 1 gives the conclusions
to the study.

II. FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM

W e consider a BEC of spin-1 atom s wih mass M
con ned In an axisym m etric ham onic potentialV (r) =
M ['2 x*+ y*)+ ! 2z? 2 that is independent of them ag—
netic sublkvelsm ofthe spin. In the m ean— eld approx-—
In ation, the condensate can be described by the m acro-
scopicwave functions , (r) withm = 1;0;1 satisfying

Z %1 Z
dr inm ¥ dr =N; @)

m= 1

where N is the number of atom s. The m agnetization
density is given by
X
F = fomo mos @)

m

m ;m ©

where £ isthe vector of the spin-1 m atrices. T he m acro-
scopicw ave flinctions at zero tem perature obey the three—
com ponent G rossP ftaevskii (GP) equations,
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where ¥ = Fy iFy. The Interaction coe cients in
Eq. B) are de ned as

4 1’ ag+ 2a, _4na a
—— i a=————;

= Ty 3 M 3

w ith ag and a,; being the s-w ave scattering lengths for col-
liding channels w ith total soins 0 and 2. For g < 0, the
ferrom agnetic state is energetically favorable, whilk for
c > 0 the polar or antiferrom agnetic state is favorable.
In the present paper, w e restrict ourselves to spin-1 8’Rb
atom s, which have a positive ¢y and a negative ¢; [L4].
W eassum ethath!, ismuch larger than other charac—
teristic energies and the condensate has a tight pancake
shape. T he condensate wave fiinction is therefore frozen
In the ground state ofthe hamm onic potential in the z di-
rection and the system is e ectively 2D . Integrating the
GP energy functionalw ith respect to z, we nd that the
2D wave fiinction 2P fllows the GP equation having

m

the same form as Eq. [3), where the interaction coe -

clents ¢y and ¢ are multiplied by I !,=@2 h)}?. We
de ne a nom alized wave function,
1 h
W= R=—— )
N m:-
and nom alized Interaction coe cients,
r_
_ N m !Zm !? (6)
& h!- 2 h h E
wih j = 0 and 1. For example, using the scatter—

ing lengths of a spin-1 ®'Rb atom ap, = 101:8ap and
a, = 1004ap [L5], where ap is the Bohr radius, and trap

frequencies !, = 2 200Hzand !, = 2 4 kH z, the
Interaction coe cientsbecom e
e’ 0d6N; e ' &=216: (7)

W e consider a halfquantum vortex state given by [i]

0 1 0 o1
. f1 (e *

@ g‘q" A=-Q 0 A, ®)
haqv £fi@
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wherer= &%+ vy?)'"2 and = arg(x+ iy). The fiinctions
f 1 (r) are stationary solutions of Eq. [3) satisfying
Z
N
2 ¥ 1 fde= o ©)
0 2
From this condition, the state [8) has an angular m o—
mentum ofN h=2.W ithout loss of generality, we restrict
ourselves to the upper sign in Eq. [8) unless otherw ise
stated.

A s several authors have discussed [6, |7, 18], the half-
quantum vortex has an interesting topological struc—
ture. Equation [§) is invariant under the transform a-
tion exp (1 =2)exp (if, =2)exp( @ ),where isan ar-
birary angle and £, = m for [ . This indicates that

spatial rotation by an angle around the z axis is ac—
com panied by spin rotation by =2 w ith an additional
phase factor exp (1 =2). Thus, for a rotation around the
z axisby 2 , the spin rotates only by

T hermm odynam ic stability of the halfquantum vortex
is studied in Ref. [L€], whilke a halfquantum vortex ring
is discussed in Ref. [L7]. Recently, i has been predicted
that halfquantum vortices can be nucleated in rotating
traps [L§,119] and uctuation-drive vortex fractionaliza-—
tion has been proposed in Ref. RA].

III. MAGNETIZATION DYNAM ICSOF A
HALFQUANTUM VORTEX

In this section, we study the m agnetization dynam ics
of the halfquantum vortex state [§) for a spin-1 8'Rb
BEC.

The Iniial state is assum ed to be the halfquantum
vortex state [§) obtained by the in aghary-tin e propa-
gation m ethod. An experim entalm ethod to realize this
initial state isdiscussed later. Tt ©llow s from Eq. [3) that
when ¢ isexactly zero asin Eq. B, o alwaysvanishes
In the m ean— eld evolution and no m agnetization occurs
even for a ferrom agnetic interaction. W e therefore add a
an allam ount of initialnoiseto o, which triggers grow th
ofthem = 0 component. Physically, this initial noise
corresponds to quantum and them al uctuations and
experim ental In perfections [13,[21,122]. W e set the noise
as p = 1 + i, on each mesh point, where r; and r,
are random num bers w ith uniform distribution between

10 3. For the in agihary-and realtin e propagations,
we em ply the Crankig\l icolson m ethod w ith the size of
each mesh beng 005 h=@m!;).

Figure[dl @) shows the tin e evolution of the density
and phase pro les of each spin com ponent and that of
the transverse m agnetization. At !, t = 0, the trans-
versem agnetization aln ost vanishesbecause ofthe initial
state [8) w ith an allnoise added in them = 0 com ponent.
Them = 0 component then grows in tim e and exhbits
a threefold pattem, which leads to threefold m agnetic
dom ains as shown in Fig.[dl @) (!, t= 132). This three-
fold dom ain form ation is the m ain result of the present
paper. W e note that the m agnetization in the three do—
m ains have di erent directions to cancel and conserve
the total spin. Then, the population for each m oscil-
latesas shown in Fig.[ (o) due to the excess energy, and
the appearance and disappearance of the threefold do—
mains are repeated. At !, t’ 300, the instability in the
dipole m ode becom es signi cant and the system under-
goes a dipole defom ation as shown in Fig.[l @), which is
followed by com plicated dynam ics. T hroughout the dy—
nam ics, the totaldensity pro l isalm ost unchanged and
rem ains in the T hom asFem idistribution. T he threefold
dom ains are generated for both signs in the initial state
[B). W e checked that no dynam ics occur for an antifer—
rom agnetic interaction (¢ > 0).

W e now discuss how to prepare the initial state in
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FIG.1l: (color) (@) Time evolution of the nom alized wave
function ", and transverse m agnetization F, = Fy + iFy,

where Fy and Fy arede ned by Eq. (@) with » replaced by
“n - The size of each panelis 10 10 In unitsof+y/h=Mm !, ).
() T In e evolution ofthe population in each com ponent. T he
interaction coe cientsare ey = 3000 and ¢ = =216 (cor—
responding to soin-1 8"RD).

an experin ent. First we create a non-rotating BEC in
them = 1 component, ¥, and then G aussian and
Laguerre<G aussian beam s propagating in the sam e di-
rection are applied. T he frequencies of these beam s are
tuned to the Ram an transition from the non-rotating
m = 1 stateto them = 1 state with a uni angular
m om entum E]. W e thus obtain the halfquantum vor-
tex state given by

0 10 . 2 1
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where A and B are proportional to the intensiy and
width of the beam s, respectively. For example, A =
0196 !>,=h)"2 and B = 0:002m !, =h give densiy
pro les sin ilar to the initial state in Fig.[dl. W e have
con m ed that the dynam ics from this initial state are
qualitatively the sam e as those in Fig.[d. The pattem
form ation as shown in Fig.[d @) can be cbserved using
the Stem-G erlach separation and a nondestructive soin—
sensitive m easurem ent m].

IV. BOGOLIUBOV ANALY SIS
A . Num erical diagonalization

The dynam ics shown in Fig.[d suggest that the halfF
quantum vortex state has dynam ical nstabilities. In this
section, we perform the Bogoliibov analysis.

W e decom posethem acroscopicw ave fiinctions , into
the stationary state 2% in Eq. [8) and sm alldeviations

o from this state as

0 11 0 eilt:h(ilq\q_ .
@ (A=Q gi:i+ n=eEn A, a1
| et b
w here the chem ical potential n each com ponent is de—
ned by
Z

2 h
= dr av
1 N 1

2

2 hqgv
—r°+V +
2M @

afF, 1

12)
Here and F, are given by Egs. [I) and @) with

replaced by P9V, Substituting Eq. [[) nto Eq. ), we
obtain the B ogoliibov-de G ennes equations:
h? +
C o B ey 2P 0
Qt 2M 2

+ &+ @) j}fqvf+ thlvf 0

hgv hqgv .
+ 2¢; 1 1 o’

@ h’
! = —r2+V 1 1
Qt 2M

(13a)

ot a) 23" L+ (M)

. h h h
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where we take only the mst orderof L .W enote that
both Egs. [[3d) and [130) have a closed om w ithin an
angularm om entum subspace. Expanding , as
X i
o= "+ Mo ;o w4

(0)

we nd that only coupswih | ', and .

. 1 1 1
couples w ith 2()‘, fl),and 1( ‘).Wethereﬁ)rede ne
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FIG. 2: Inagihary part of the Bogolubov spectrum for

the halfquantum vortex state of a spin-1 8Rb BEC (o =

&=216). The solid lhe is obtalned by diagonalizing
Eq. [I33d), where the m ode finction has the form [I8) with
‘= 2 and 1, corresponding to the threefold dom ain for-
m ation. The dashed line is obtained from Eq. m), where
the m ode fiinctions have the form [1f) with ‘= 0 and 2,
corresponding to the dipole deform ation.

the m odes as

0 i - 0 iAoy 4
o= Dmete e O et VMt as)
forthem = 0 com ponent and
1 i ; 1 . N .
_ @) (r)el e il t+ 2( )‘ (r)el(Z ) el! t; (l6a)

1
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1

forthem = 1 com ponents.

W e num erically diagonalize Eq. [I3) using the m ethod
in Ref. R4]. Figure[J show s the in aginary part of the
B ogolinbov spectrum for various values of ey and ¢ w ih
@& = =216. Diagonalizing Eq. [I3d) Prthem = 0
com ponent, we nd that the excitation energies of the
modes [I9) wih ‘= 2 and ‘= 1 have an im agiary
part ©r e > 1450. D iagonalization of Eq. [130) shows
that them odes [18) with *= 0 and ‘= 2 aredynam ically
unstable for ¢ > 0. The imnaghary part for them =
0 m odes exceeds that for them = 1 modes at g '
1870, and the growth in them = 0 com ponent becom es
dom inant orey > 1870.

W hen them = Omodeswih ‘= 2 and ‘=
due to the dynam ical nstability, 7 o F becom es

1 grow

J o 7 3 ezt o= 17
T AL T
+2 04 O ©Or @ ws@ + );
a7
where = arg[( 2(0)+ 2(0))( (Oi+ (01)) 1. W e can show

that ¥, ¥ also has a sin ilar ©m as a fiinction of

Equation [I7) indicates that these dynam ically unstable
m odes generate threefold dom ains, in agreem ent w ith the
result in Fig.[d (@). The dynam ically unstable m odes
ofthem = 1 components have angularmomenta 1

1 inthem = 1 componentand 0 1 in them = 1
com ponent. T hese m odes therefore correspond to dipole
deform ation, which again explainsthe result in Fig [l @).
Since the in agihary part ofthem = 0 excitation energy
islargerthan thatofm = 1 forey = 3000, the threefold
dom ains rstem erge, ©llow ed by the dipole deform ation.

B. 1D ring m odel

For sin plicity, we analyze a 1D ring m odel in order to
understand the dynam ical instabilities in Fig.[2l.

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 ¢’ and P . For the stationary state

hav in Eq. [I), we take

r__ r

hqv _ D5, hqv _
1 = 5Eg 1=

> i 18)

NIR=2!

wheren = N=@2 R) is the atom ic density and  is the
azin uthalanglke. T he chem icalpotentialsin Eq. [12) read

1=K+CéDl'1; 1=CéDl'1; (19)
w here
h2

—: 20
2M R?2 €0

Substituting Egs. [I8) and [[9) nto Eq. [I34d) gives
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A ssum ing that ( has the form
_ fo)ei‘ e i!t+ 1(0)‘ei(1 Y) ei!t; ©22)

(0) ©

we nd that the coe cients and i satisfy the

elgenvalue equations,

K ¥ %+C}D1’1 “+¢gn , .= h!
(23a)
K P42t +¢’n , +gn .= h! |,
(23b)

D iagonalizing these equations, we obtain the B ogoliibov
elgenenergy for them = 0 excitation as

q

1
h! =K > * K'* 1) K'(* 1)+ 2cn :

@4)



For ‘= O orl,Eq. [24) is aWways real and there is no
dynam ical instability. For other values of ', the square
root ofEq. 24) is in aghary when 2’ n< K ‘(* 1),
and the corresponding m ode is dynam ically unstable.
The most unstable modes are ' = 2 and 1. As I
Eq. [I7), thesem odes correspond to the threefold dom ain

agrees w ith the 2D num erical result in Fig.[d. Sin ilarly,
the ‘= 3 and 2 modes correspond to vefold dom ains,
the ‘= 4and 3m odescorrespond to sevenfold dom ains,
and so on. In general, dynam ical instabilities form ing j—
fold dom ainsw ith an odd integer j 3 can exist.

form ation. Thus, the transverse m agnetization is m ost Perform ing the B ogoliubov analysis for 1 Inasm-
unstable against form ing the threefold dom ains, which ilarm anner, we obtain the eigenenergies as
|
h! = K (* 1)
q 1=2
+ K 1DPK (Y 2%+2)+ @ +a”)n 2 K K(* 12+ @ +cdP)n + dP)?n?=4 ;
25)

where the corresponding m ode has a form sim ilar to
Eq. [I8) with respect to ‘. For ‘= 1, there is no dy-
nam ical instability, since 1 have the sam e angular
m om enta as thI in Eq. [@8). For *= 0 and 2,Eq. 29)
always has an in agihary part for C%D < 0, In agreem ent
w ith the 2D resuk in Fig.[d. The in aghary part is ex—
panded as (° ¢i® )**?n+ 0 (0?).

V. GEOMETRICALMEANING OF THE
THREEFOLD DOM AIN S

Now we consider the physical interpretation of the
threefold dom ain form ation.

A spin state
(17 0; 1)= ( * s ;0;c0s ) 26)
has spin uctuations as
2 X 2 X
fz = m(fz)mmomo l-n(fz)mrnorno5
m ;m © m ;m ©
= sn?2 ; @7)
1
£2 = SM+cos( +2)sn2 J; @28)
w here is the azimuthal angke arg(x + iy) and £ =

fros + f,sin . The transverse uctuation £ ? then

becom esm axinum for = =2and = =2+ .The

spatialdistrdbutions of the transverse uctuation exhibit

pattems, as shown in Fig.[3, where the direction of the

line indicates the direction of the m axinum transverse
uctuation.

Spontaneousm agnetization tends to occur in the direc—
tions of large spin uctuations, ie., the directions of the
linesin F jg.@.fgor spontaneous m agnetization, the total
m agnetization drF mustbe conserved. From thesetwo

FIG . 3: Lines indicating the directions of m aximum uctu-—
ations In the transverse m agnetization for the halfquantum
vortex state in Eq. [28), where (a) and (b) correspond to the +
and  signs, respectively. T he dashed circles show schem atics
of the threefold dom ains and the arrow s show the directions
ofm agnetization in the dom ains.

constraints, we understand the reason for the threefold
dom ain form ation. The arrow s in F ig [3 show exam plesof
transverse m agnetization satisfying the two constraints,
w here them agnetization in each dom ain occurs in the di-
rection ofthe line and the sum ofthe threem agnetization
vectors vanishes.

W e note that continuous m agnetization for all , as
in the polarcore and M emm In-H o vortices, is In possible,
since the symm etry group of the ferrom agnetic state is
di erent from that of the spin state n Eq. (28). The
halfquantum vortex structure is peculiar to the latter
symm etry group. Twofold dom ain form ation is also in —
possble, since spin directionsat and + dierby =2
(not ) and the total spin is not conserved.

For j=fold dom ain form ation, the centerofeach dom ain
islobcatedat = 2 p=jwithp= 0;1; ;J 1l.Foreach
dom aln, there are two possible directions of m agnetiza—
tion, p=Jand p=Jj+ ,wherethe signscorrespond



to the signs in Eq. 28). For the spin conservation to
be satis ed, the sum ofthesem agnetization vectorsm ust
vanish:

e 1P or e HPEI) - 0 29)

p=0

For j= 1 and 2,Eq. 29) cannot be satis ed. For j= 3,
we nd 1+ e =3 )4 &2 =3 = 0, which corresponds
to the arrow s in Fig.[3. T general, Eq. [29) can only be
satis ed oran odd j 3. This result agrees w ith that
in Sec.[IV Bl

VI. CONCLUSIONS

W e have studied the dynam ics of spontaneous m ag—
netization of a halfquantum vortex state In a spin—
1 BEC wih a ferrom agnetic interaction. Solring the
GP equation num erically, we found that the axisymm e~
try is spontaneously broken and the threefold m agnetic
dom ains are form ed through the dynam ical instability
Fig.[). The critical strength of the interaction for
the dynam ical instability was obtained by the Bogoli-
ubov analysis ig.[2). T order to understand the phe—

nom enon In an analytic m anner, we investigated the 1D
ring m odel and showed that the transverse m agnetiza-
tion is m ost unstable against form ing the threefold do—
m ains am ong the j-ld dom ainsw ith odd integersj 3
Sec.[IVB)) . W e provided a physical interpretation ofthe
phenom enon based on the topological spin structure of
the halfquantum vortex and spin conservation ig.[3).

T he halfquantum vortex in a spin-1 BEC is peculiar
to the symm etry group that the spin state [26) pos—
sesses. For the ferrom agnetic interaction, In which the
state [26) is unstable, the system exhibits nontrivial dy—
nam ics, nam ely, threefold dom ain form ation. W e expect
that various pattem fom ation phenom ena m ay occur in
m agnetic phase transitions in soinor BEC s containing
topological structures, In which the sym m etry groups of
the soin states change In the phase transitions.
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