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In the study of trapped two-component Bose gases, a widelgt dgnamical protocol is to start from the
ground state of a one-component condensate and then swifcthé atoms into another hyperfine state. The
slightly different intra-component and inter-componeriéeractions can then lead to highly nontrivial dynamics.
We study and classify the possible subsequent dynamicsaanv@le variety of parameters spanned by the trap
strength and by the inter- to intra-component interactadior A stability analysis suited to the trapped situation
provides us with a framework to explain the various typesyofaihnics in different regimes.

PACS numbers: 67.85.-d, 67.85.De, 67.85.Jk, 03.75.KK5BIt

I. INTRODUCTION two species — such “spin patterns” emerge when the phase
separation condition is satisfied. This can be understood as

Two-component Bose-Einstein condensates (BECs) are it onset of a modulation instability [16+18], identifiedthy
creasingly appreciated as a rich and versatile source if int @Ppearance of an unstable mode in the excitation spectrum
cate non-equilibrium pattern dynamics phenomena. In addidround a reference stationary state. Fhpenogeneousitua-
tion to experimental observations [1-13], pattern dynariic ~ tion, linear stability analysis shows that modulation aslity
two-component BECs has attracted significant theoretizal i Sets in when the condition of Eql(1) is satisfied [16-18] .
terest (see, e.gl, [14-28] and citations irl [14]). The situation is diffgren_t in the presence of a trapping po-

In a number of two-component BEC experiments reportedential. Phase separation in the ground state, as well apthe
over more than a decade, a standard technique has beer to sfarance of modulation instability when starting from aeuix
from the equilibrium state of a single-component BEC, e.g.State, now requires larger inter-species repulsion [13, 19
populating a single hyperfine state $fRb, and then using This suggests that the region of parameter space where pat-
a /2 pulse to switch half the atoms to a different hyperfineteérn dynamics occurs also depends on the trap. A trap is al-
state ﬂEIQ]. This results in a binary condensate where the twMost always present in cold-atom experiments, and it is easy
intra-species interactiongi andg.») and one inter-species {0 imagine experiments where the trapping potential is rot e
interaction ;) are all slightly different from each other, but tremely shallow but varies between tight and shallow limits
the starting state is the ground state determineghbyalone. It is thus necessary to examine the relevance of Bq. (1) for
Since it has been realized several times in several differedrapped binary BECs. To this end, we explore different trap
laboratory setups, this is a paradigm non-equilibriumiahit ~Strengths spanning several orders of magnitude, and fgenti
state for binary condensate dynamics. A thorough and gerthe appropriate extensions of EQl (1) for the type of spin dy-
eral ana'ysis of the dynamics Subsequent to Sumha)l_nse namics I’esultlng from the/2 pl‘OtOCOl described above.
is thus clearly important. In this article we present such an We focus on the effects of two parameters. First, we study
analysis, clarifying the combined role of the inter-spedie  €ffects of changing cross-species interactjen thus gener-
teraction §1,) and the strength of the trapping potential. We alizing Eq. [1) for trapped situations. Second, we explbee t
provide a Stabmty ana'ysis mapp|ng out regions of Nq@lQ role of the relative Strength of the trap with respeCt to thert
parameter space hosting different types of dynamics. Since actions. Our analysis, performed for a one-dimensiona) (1D
is now routine to monitor real-time dynamics in such experi-geometry, sheds light on the situation where and g, are
ments (e.g.[6]), we also directly analyze the real-timelevo close but unequal: (a) the stability analysis is performed f
tion after ar/2 pulse. g11 = g22 and their difference serves only to select appropri-

It is widely known that the ground state of a uniform two- ate instability modes; (b) the simulations are performeithwi
species BEC is phase separated or miscible depending ¢h2/g11 = 1.01.
whether or not the inter-species repulsion dominates der t  In Sectiori), we introduce the formalism and geometry. In

self-repulsions of the two species, i.e., if Section1ll, we show results from a linear stability anadysi
for a sequence of trap strengths, and identify and analyze re
gi1g22 < (g12)° (1)  evant modulation instabilities. Through an analysis oftans

ble modes, we present a classification of the parameter space
then the ground state is phase separated [15]. This critericinto dynamically distinct regions, in relation to the priyi-
is also a key ingredient in understanding dynamical featureical initial state explained above. This may be regarded as a
such as pattern dynamics in the density difference betwesen t dynamical “phase diagram”. A remarkable aspect is that the
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“phase transition” line most relevant to spin pattern dynam 3t N v =
ics does not arise from the first modulation instability (¢l ol . S 1
in Ref. [14]). This first instability mode is antisymmetric i 2 [ Tt DIPOLE

space, and as a result is not naturally excited in a symmet;z" L \ I
Om .-

ric trap with symmetric initial conditions. Complex dynassi T
(not due to collective modes but rather due to modulation in-  -1f M

stability) is generated only when the fisgiatially symmetric 1 2 3
mode becomes unstable, which occurs at a higher valgg of Y1z
In Section IV we provide a relatively detailed account of - ®
the time evolution. For each trap strengthfor values of °r A=10 1
g12 hot much larger thaw,,, we observe simple collective o
modes. Above a threshold value@h, the oscillation ampli-  «” Sf g o
tude becomes sharply stronger, and at the same time the mog JZ f ® 3
tion becomes notably aperiodic, signaling that the dynamic o T
is more complex than a combination of a few modes. Dy- \\
namical spin patterns start appearing at this stage andvizeco 1 102 _ 104 106

more pronounced ag - is increased further. The threshold 912 X

value at which the dynamics changes sharply corresponds to _ o _

the second modulation instability line rather than the fisst G- 1- (Color online.) Results from stability analysis. uBiced

we demonstrate through careful choice of parameters in eaq jgenvalues” of the stability matrix\1 are plotted againgt», for a

. - . - . ht trap (top) and for a shallow trap (bottom left). Theoavs show

region of the phase dlagram derived from SIab'_“ty analysis the values ofj12 for onset of the two instabilities, namefy, (onset
Some further connections between the stability analysls angt spatially antisymmetric modulation instability) agé, (onset of

dynamical features, relating to the length scale of gerdrat spatially symmetric instability). Typical eigenvectorsresponding

patterns, appear in Sectidd V. In the concluding Sedfidn Vo these two modes are shown in the panels on lower right.

we place our results in context and point out open questions.

II. GEOMETRY AND FORMALISM units of inverse trapping frequency, for a hypotheticgbtoh
unit strength § = 1). The scale for trap strengths is itself

Iﬁxed by imposingg;; = 1. With this convention, small val-
yes ofA correspond to a BEC in the Thomas-Fermi limit. For
comparison, we note that the parameters of the experiment of

The relevant time-resolved experiments have been pe
formed in both quasi-1D gﬁometries (highly elongated trap
with strong radial trapping) [6] and in a 3D BEC of cylindri- . '
cal symmgtry with thgpragial \lariable playing analog%uerol Ref. [6] correspon_ds . of order_lo " in th_ese_ units. Of
as the 1D coordinatél[2] 5]. Since the basic phenomena afPurse one can switch between different units via the toansf
verv simi : mation:z — x/1,t — t/I?, A — M?, g — gl, andy) — ¥/,

y similar, we expect the same theoretical framework to de herel iatelv ch |
scribe the essential features of each case. For definitdness wherel s an appropriately chosen scale.
this work we show results for 1D geometry. We expect the The initial state after &/2 pulse involves both components
general picture emerging from this work to be qualitativelyoccupying the ground state of a single-component system of
true also for other geometries exhibiting the same type iof sp interaction2gi1, because the atoms were all in the first hyper-
dynamics. fine state before the pulse. We model this initial situatisaa

We describe the dynamics in the mean field framework atwo-component BEC witly1; = go2 = g12. Ther/2 pulse
zero temperature, i.e., by two coupled Gross-Pitaevskineq Mmay then be regarded as a sudden change&atum quench
tions [30--32]: [29]) of the interaction parametegs, andg..

We useg;; = goo for the stability analysis of Section
i0¢th1 = (— 102+ X2 + gulvn | +912|¢2|2) ¥1,(2) [0 For the explicit time evolution reported in Sectién]lV,
we useg;; and goo values close but unequaly;; = 1,
iBythy = < 102 4 10227 4 gpoluy |2 Jr922|1/,2|2) Vs .(3) 922 = 1.01. This choice of close values is convenient for illus-
trating the structure of the phase diagram, especiallytfal-s
Condensate wave functions (z, t) andis(z, t) are normal- low traps. Iln rubidium experime_nts the difference betwepn
ized to unity, and\ is the strength of the harmonic trap. Fac- J11 and gz, is somewhat larger (in the common case using
tors of particle number and radial trapping frequency are ab_ RP hyperfine stateg ) = | =1,mp = —1) and|2) =
sorbed as appropriate into the effective 1D interactiompar I = 2,mr = 1)); however our insights should be relevant
etersg;; [6,[32,[33]. We consider purely non-dissipative dy- toa broaq regime of possple experiments. A full ex.plowatm
namics, i.e., we do not attempt to model experimental los€f the regime of arbitrary differencegi( — g2) remains an
rates with a phenomenological dissipative term as done ir?Pen task, beyond the scope of the present manuscript.
e.g., Refs.[[5-47]. Numerical simulations presented in Sectiod 1V were per-
The equations above are in dimensionless form because viermed using a semi-implicit Crank-Nicolson methad![34,
measure lengths in units of trap oscillator length and time i [35].



ll. STABILITY ANALYSIS AND DYNAMICAL “PHASE T2 asymmetric stabity, g o s
DIAGRAM” +—— symmetric instability, gls2 __________,// A g N
251 /__.——"‘Z' | >l ]2 )

We provide in this section a stability analysis fer, =
goo that maps out the regions afg,» parameter space which
support pattern formation instabilities. 2
Ideally, one might like to perform a stability analysis 9.
around the initial state. However, in contrast to the homo-
geneous case [116], we are faced with the situation that the 15
initial state is not a stationary state of the final Hamiltomi
The choice of reference state is therefore a somewhat subtle
aspect of the present analysis. 1
We use as reference statg(z) the lowest-energy spa-
tially symmetric stationary state of the cagg = go2, With
parameterg;o set to its final value. (For largeg;., this is
not the ground state for these parameters, which is phasetG. 2. (Color online.) The dynamical “phase diagram” shuyvi
separated.) This reference state has the advantage ofitpokithe critical values of for the onset of the two types of modulation
relatively similar to our actual initial state (two compaiie  instability versus the trap strengih The instability lines are shown
tota”y over|apping in Space)’ and of being a Stationar;esta as straight lines joining numerically determined valuelse scilla-
of the Hamiltonian for which we analyze linear stability. 1Ou tion schematics on the right (and corresponding arrowsgate that
reference state can be regarded as placing both componentd§t-Tight-left oscillation modes are persistent evergrabove the
the single-component ground state for interacgen+ gi». 912 i€, While in-out-in modes are persistent only above thghéi
We are not aware of a suitable stationary state even more sini:> line. The spatially symmetric instability{, line) is the one rele-
. L . .~ vant for experimental situations with symmetric traps. &gs mark
ilar to Fhe actual mlltlal state. We will see that. our staBili | 51ues used in the dynamical simulations of Figs. 3@nd 4I¢Tb
analysis around this reference state will predict remdykab
well the main observed time-evolution features descrilmed i

SectiorllM. _ modes describe in-phase motion of the two components and
Note that it is not natural to ugg, # go2, because station-  gimply correspond to the excitation spectrum of a single-
ary states for such a case typically do not overlap Commetelcomponent BEC with interaction constapt, + g1o. Odd

in space. Instead, in our approach the difference between  modes are more interesting — they describe out-of-phase mo-
and g will play the important role of selecting certain in- {5 of two components and are therefore reflected in the spin
stability modes over others. For this reason, inferena@s fr - qynamics. Additionally, due to the spatial inversion symme
the present analysis apply only to small refative diffeec ., . the solutions will also have well-defined spatial

betweery:, andgzo. _parity, and we can distinguish spatially symmetric and-anti
We linearize Eqs[{2) and](3) around the reference Stat'o%ymmetric modes.

ary stateyy(z): Typical eigenspectra are presented in Eig. 1. In the case
5 = s " it of a tight trapA = 0.2, we notice two modes whose fre-
Vr(@:1) = [Yo(w) + 091 (, )] exp( Z_u ) guencies are nearly constant. These are even modes encod-
ba(x,t) = [Yo(@) + 6¢pa(x, 1) exp(—ipt), (4) ing single-component or in-phase physics. The lower one is

where . is the chemical potential corresponding to the ref-the dipole (Kohn) mode with frequency equal to the trap fre-
erence state. By keeping only terms of the first order inquencyA. The second nearly-constant mode is the breath-

5 1) andé 1), we obtain a system of linear equa- "9 mode, which for e_Iongated traps tqkes value cloge to
ti:)pégmwr?ich ca;pi)gca?st in the form: y g w? = 3)\2. The breathing mode (oscillations of cloud size)

is visible in the plots of Fig.J3 (Sectidn]V) as a fast oscilla
92 Sy + 0 M St + 6T\ 0 5 tion of the total condensate widths.
t\ 61pg + 00 * S + 005 ) — ) The two lowest-lying eigenmodes are odd modes encod-
ing out-of-phase physics. Fgt, = 1, their frequencies are
Here M is a matrix differential operator which, upon dis- significantly below the breathing mode, and therefore lead t
cretization or upon expansion in a set of orthogonal fumstjo  relatively slow oscillations in the spin density. This walso
becomes the so-called stability matrix (e.g.) , 24]).ale  be visible in the real-time dynamics presented in Sedfidn IV
alyze below the eigenmodes of the stability matrix, which we(first two columns of Fig4.13 arld 4). The forms of the corre-
have obtained by numerically calculating the reference stasponding eigenvectors are shown in the lower right of Big. 1.
tionary stateyy(x) and expanding in the basis of harmonic The nature of the eigenvectors shows that the motion related
trap (non-interacting) eigenstates. to the lowest mode corresponds to the left-right osciltaiof
Since we usey;; = goo for the stability analysis, eigen- the two species, while the next odd mode corresponds to spa-
modes will have well-defined “species parity”, i.e. will all tially symmetric spin motion. The frequencies of these two
be either evendyy (z,t) = dia(x,t)] or odd [p)y (z,t) = modes become imaginary at certain valueg@f thus lead-
—da(x, t)] with respect to the interchange of species. Evening to the onset of modulation instabilities. The antisyrinie



[€D) ) (3) (4)

mode becomes unstable at smaller valug,ef(g{, ~ 1.6 for A 912 912 91 912 g% | g%
A = 0.2) in comparison to the symmetric modgj{ ~ 2.4 B

for A = 0.2). In a spatially symmetric trap, there is no natural 10 13 1.8 2 23 |137)1.92
mechanism for exciting the spatially antisymmetric moda. O 107°| 1.08 | 117 | 1.25 15 ]1.085 1.23
the other hand, any difference betwegn and g, naturally 107*| 1.01 | 1.04 | 1.06 1.3 |1.0181.050
excites the second (spatially symmetric) mode. Thus, tbe se 107%] 1.003| 1.01 | 1.02 | 1.12 |1.0041.011
ond mode, occurring at larger», is the relevant instability 105 1 1.005 | 1.03 | 1.08 | ~1 | ~1

for understanding the dynamics observed in experiments and
explored numerically in Sectidn V.

We find similar excitation spectra for trap strengthspan-  TABLE |. Parameters from the first five columns are used for the
ning several orders of magnitude. The spatially antisymimet plots in Figs[B and Figkl 4. The instability valugs andg?, (intro-
mode becomes unstable before the spatially symmetric mod@uced in Figd1l arld 2 and discussed in Se€fidn Ill) are alemgor
and both instabilities get closer to 1 as the trap gets shiatlo ~ €ach trap strength.

For example, fo\ = 103 (also shown in Fig]1) the lowest

instability sets in forg{, ~ 1.02, while the next one appears

atg;, ~ 1.05. The distinction between two instabilities be- corresponds to a different trap strengtf),(and we approach
comes ever smaller as we go toward a uniform system 0,  the shallow trap (Thomas-Fermi) limit going from top to bot-
where the phase-separation condition [EY. (1) becomes.exatem.

Nevertheless, even for shallow traps, the issue is not purel For each\ the four values ofj;5 from Table] are used for
academic as the precision in experimental measurement arfgs.[3 and 4. We have chosen, values such that the first
control of scattering lengths continues to imprdve [6, 36]. panel in each row is in the parameter region where there are

In Fig.[2 (main panel), the results of the stability analysesno instabilities, the second one is in the region where ttg on
are combined to present a dynamical “phase diagram”. Th@stability is the antisymmetric one, and the third on eawh r
two lines show the two instabilitieg{, andgy,) as a function s atg;» values just above the second, relevant, instability. The
of trap strength\. For very shallow traps, the two transition fourth panel on each row is at highet, values. The choice
lines merge ag;, ~ ¢f, ~ 1. The lower transition liney{,)  of g12 values with respect to instability lines is clear in the
was previously introduced in Ref._[14]. However, for a traptighter traps of the top three rows, as also shown by squares i
and initial state with left-right spatial symmetry, thisistthe  Fig.[2. For shallow traps (lower rows), the instability linare
relevant dynamical transition line, because the first eveden too close together and too close¢g = 1, so making such
only becomes unstable at some highgrvalue, given by the  choices is not meaningful. In the following, as we compare
g3y line. features of the different columns, we implicitly exclude th

In the next Section, we will see that spin pattern dynamicdowest row (smallesk). This is also indicated by the fact that
is indeed only generated when the inter-component repulsiothe schematic instability lines in Figs. 3 ddd 4 are not edéeh
g12 exceeds the second instability ling{ > ¢5,), and that  to the lowest row.
crossing the first instabilitysf, < g12 < g75) is not enough Broadly speaking, we note that there is only regular
for pattern formation in a spatially symmetric trap. (collective-mode) dynamics in the second-column figures

(95 < g12 < gi5) even though an instability is present. There
is generally a sharp difference between the second and third
IV." DYNAMICAL FEATURES ACROSS THE PARAMETER figure in each row, indicating that the second instabilit§)
SPACE is the relevant one. The fourth panel on each row is at higher
g12 values, showing more rich dynamics.

In this Section we present and analyze the dynamics |y Fig. [3, we show time-dependence of the individual
obtained from direct numerical simulation of the Gross-wjdths (u,, w,) and also of the total root mean square width,
Pitaevskii _equatlonsE(Z) anfl(3), after .the system is ithytia w(t) = \/(wf(t) +w2(1))/2. Consistent with our observa-
prepared in the ground state of the situatign = ga2 = jon that spatially symmetric modes (and not the antisyramet
912 = 1. The subsequent dynamics is performed with = ¢ ones) are naturally excited in the current setup, the dy-
1, g2 = 1.01, and several different values g, foreach trap  \amics shows signatures of the two most prominent spatially
strengthh. _ symmetric modes noted in Figl 1. The breathing mode is the
_ Itis difficult to show the full richness of pattern dynam- gjgjest to notice and most ubiquitous — it shows up in almost
ics through plots of a few quantities. We choose to show the,ery parameter choice as oscillations in the total defisity
dynamics through two types of plots (Figs. 3 &dd 4). Elg. 3yna3e in the two components), with a typical period given by
shows the time dependence of the root mean square widths QIT/\/E)\ ~ 3.63/\. This follows from the frequency of this
the two components mode being almost constant nas\.

>, ) We also see out-of-phase motion of the two components,
/ w71 2(, 1) d, (6)  associated with the lower spatially-symmetric mode in Fig.
[, which has odd species parity. In the first two columns of
while Fig.[4 shows density plots of the density differengr{s  Fig.[3, corresponding to smaller values@f such that this
density), |41 (x,t)|? — |12(z,t)|?. In both figures, each row mode has small real frequencies, this is excited as a regular

wiz(t) =

— 00
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FIG. 3. (Color online.) Time evolution of root-mean-squaviglths afterr/2 pulse (interaction quench). First component width(t)

is shown as blue dashed line, second component widtl) is shown as red solid line (gray solid without color), theatotidth w(¢) =
(w?(t) + w2(t))/2 is the black solid line intermediate between the other twmnitop to bottom: tight to shallow traps. For each trap

strength, four values af;» (indicated near top of each panel) from Tdble | are used. Wodihes separating first and second column (red

dashed) and second and third column (black solid) indideeépositions’ of instability lines, from Figufd 2. Whileetfirst two columns look

qualitatively the same and show regular oscillatory dymaiin the third column we observe aperiodic motion of stesramplitude that we

relate to the onset of spin pattern dynamics. The spin dycgisieven more pronounced in the fourth column.

‘spin’ mode. For example, at = 1072 andgis = 1.04,  |¢1(x,t)|? — [v2(x,t)]2. The case of very shallow traps (last
we observe an out-of-phase oscillation with the period of aprow), resembles the data in Refs.|[17] 18]. As in Fig. 3, the
proximately~ 30, much slower than the breathing mode. In first two columns show regular oscillations, corresponding
addition, the oscillation period of the out-of-phase motis  to collective modes without instability. A sharp change oc-
slower in the second than in the first column of each row, coreurs, not across the first instability line (between 1st and 2
responding to the decreasing frequency of the mode, as seenlumn), but instead across the second instability lined(2n
in stability analysis (Fid.]1). Once > becomes large enough and 3rd columns), especially for tighter traps (top threes)o
that the instability threshold for this mode is crossed,dbe  where comparison with instability lines is meaningful. The
cillation amplitudes increase sharply and the width dynamsharp change can be noted through the color scales, which is
ics becomes strongly aperiodic and irregular (third colwhn dramatically different between second and third columns in
Fig.[3). This signifies the onset of pattern dynamics, as opthe upper rows.
posed to the excitation of a regular collective mode around a
stable state. Irregularity of the width dynamics at strange
is even more apparent in the fourth column of Eig. 3. V. LENGTH SCALES OF PATTERNS

Itis noteworthy that the spatially antisymmetric modegpla

no role and do not show up in these dynamical simulations. |n homogeneous stability analysis, the length scale of pat-
We see no signature of the Kohn mode. Nor do we see ans s inferred from the wavevector (momentum) at which an
sharp change associated with the instability of the antisyminstapility first occurs. Since we perform our stability brsis
metric mOde, i.e.,.there isno Sharp difference betweenirtte fi Speciﬁca”y for trapped Systems’ we do not have a momentum
two columns of FiglB. quantum number. Nevertheless, the eigenvectors of the un-
In Fig. [d we show the dynamics of the “spin density” stable modes contain information about the form of patterns
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FIG. 4. (Color online.) Spin dynamics subsequent tozt/ie protocol, shown via the density differenge /2 (|11 (z, t)[* — [1b2(z, t)[?).
Traps andy;» values are the same as in Hi§). 3 and Téble decreases from0~* to 10~° from top to bottom ang;» values are indicated
near top of each panel. As in Fid. 3, the black solid line aredréd dashed line indicate the instability lines from theds diagram” of
Fig.[2. Note the sharp change of color-scale ranges betvemema and third columns in the upper rows, indicating thatynamics changes
dramatically only across the second instability line.

generated in the dynamics of the trapped system. This is il- VI. CONCLUSIONS AND OPEN PROBLEMS
lustrated in Figl b, where the eigenvectors of the lowestains
ble even-parity modes are shown for several valugg9fto-
gether with the spin patterns generated in the non-equuitibr
dynamics. There is a close match between the distance b
tween nodes of the eigenvectors (rough analog of ‘waveve
tor’) and the length scales involved in the patterns.

In this article we have analyzed a widely used dynamical
rotocol for two-component BECs, which involves starting

Tom the ground state of one component and switching half
the atoms to a different component through/@ pulse. We
have presented a stability analysis suitable to the trapjted
uation, and also presented results from extensive dynamica
_ i ) simulations. Through an analysis of unstable modes, we have

In Fig.[4 we see that the patterns contain more spatial strugsyesented a classification of the parameter space into agrumb
ture in shallow traps. The top two rows (tight traps) only o qynamically distinct regions, in relation to the protpiyal

show in-out-in type of patterns. This can be understood from;sia| state. This may be regarded as a dynamical “phase dia
the idea that the interactions induce length scales (‘hgali gram”.

lengths’) in the problem, which are smaller for larger iater ‘ , ) )
tions, and which set the length scale of spatial structufes. !N the ‘stable’ regime of parameter space (no modulation
tight traps, the healing length set by the interactionsrigda |nsftab|I|t|.es)., our stability analysis explains th.e olvset slow .
or comparable to the cloud size, so that only global dynaimicaSPin oscillations compgred to the fast breathing moc_ielascn
patterns are generated. In such traps, generation of campl&9ns of the total fi(_ansny. We demonstrate that the importan
patterns with many spatial oscillations would require much Phase transition”line for spatially symmetric situatsorele-
higher values ofg12/g11 — 1). For shallow traps, the healing vant to most experiments is n_o_t the_ first mstgblhty (stdc_l@
length becomes much smaller than the cloud size; as a resti€' [14)), but a second transition line. The first instapiis
one can have a multitude of dynamical spin structures in th&ntiSymmetricin space, and as a resultis not naturallyieci
system, of the type seen in experiments and prior simulgtion'" @ Symmetric trap.

[é/,,lj_j%]. This heuristic explanation can be made quaité@at Our stability analysis is performed relative to a statignar
by counting the number of nodes appearing in the eigenmodesate of the situatiog,; = ¢22. Thew/2 pulse of the ex-
(as in Fig[b). periments (in the cases wheyg #g22) can be considered as



9,71.02 9,,=1.06 9,7112 initial state in ther/2 dynamics is somewhat different from
the reference state of our stability analysis, our resuitsvs
that this stability analysis does provide an excellent aler
picture of the dynamics generated by thé& protocol.

Our work opens up a number of questions deserving further
study. First of all, we have thoroughly explored they,5 pa-
rameter space, while assuming that the intra-componeatt int
actionsg;; andgqo are unequal but close in value. The regime
of large differencedi; — g22) clearly might have other inter-
esting dynamical features which are yet to be explored.

0 Second, in this work we have restricted ourselves to the
mean field regime. While the mean field description cap-
tures well the richness of pattern formation phenomena (c.f
Refs. [5]14] 17, 18, 20] in addition to present work), it may
be worth asking whether quantum effects beyond mean field
3 0 8 8 0 g 8 0 3 might have interesting consequences for the patter dynam-
A2 x A2 x A2y ics generated by a/2 pulse. For bosons in elongated traps,
regimes other than mean field (such as Lieb-Liniger or Tonks
FIG. 5. (Color online.) Top: Eigenvectors of the most unktab regimes) may occur naturally in experimerits| [37-41]. Dy-
even eigenmodes, from the stability analysis of Sedfidrfoh A =  namics subsequent tor@2 pulse in strongly interacting 1D
107*, andgi2> = 1.02, 1.06, and1.12 from left to right. Below each  gases outside the mean field regime is an open area of investi-
eigenvector, the corresponding spin dynamics afterrf#eprotocol gation.
(parameters of Sectidn]V) is shown through the time evofutf Third, we have assumed a spatially symmetric trap and an
¥ (2, ) = [eha(a, ). initial condition with spatial symmetry, and this plays aicr
cial role in the selection of instability channels. In a real
life experiment, the trap will have some left-right asymmet
turning on a nonzer@gi; — g22), i.€., turning on ‘buoyancy’  Also, thermal and quantum fluctuations can initiate spigtial
such that one component gains more energy by being in thentisymmetric excitations. The extent to which a smalligpat
interior of the trap compared to the other. This helps toctele asymmetry affects spin dynamics remains unexplored; ih suc
instability modes which are symmetric in space. a case we would have some type of competition between two

Since we have used a stability analysis wjth = g22 to  types of instabilities. Ref[ [14] has studied dynamicakef§
analyze dynamics withy;1#¢22, an obvious question is how of fluctuations (noise), but the effects of thermal and quan-
the ratio go2/g11 affects the regime of applicability of this tum fluctuations is yet to be studied in the context of /2
scheme. We expect that features of thig (= go2) stabil-  protocol.
ity analysis are useful for dynamical predictions as long as Finally, one could consider time evolution and spatiotem-
g12/g11 —1is roughly more thagss /g11 —1. For example, for  poral patterns generated byr@d2 pulse in the presence of an
shallow traps (smald), the instabilities occur af12/g11 — 1 optical lattice, described by the dynamics of a two-compbne
values comparable to 0.01, which is why the placement of paBose-Hubbard model. This is a situation easy to imagine real
rameters in the three dynamical regions of the ‘phase dmgra izing experimentally. One could speculate complex intypl
(Fig.[2) is not meaningful for the smalleatvalues (lowest between spin dynamics and the spatial arrangement of Mott
rows of Figs[B anfl4). and superfluid regions.

For the stability analysis we used a reference stationary
state which is of course not the initial state: the initialtstis

the ground state fay;; = g22 = ¢12, while the reference state ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
is the lowest-energy spatially symmetric stationary state
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opposed to the changes gf. that we consider here, which were run on the AEGrandomlS e-Infrastructure, supported in
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