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2

We theoretically explore the tunneling dynamics for the tight-binding (TB) model of a single spin-orbitcoupled atom trapped in an optical lattice subjected to lattice shaking and to time-periodic Zeeman field. By
means of analytical and numerical methods, we demonstrate that the spin-orbit (SO) coupling adds some new
results to the tunneling dynamics in both multiphoton resonance and far-off-resonance parameter regimes. When
the driving frequency is resonant with the static Zeeman field (multi-photon resonances), we obtain an unexpected new dynamical localization (DL) phenomenon where the single SO-coupled atom is restricted to making
perfect two-site Rabi oscillation accompanied by spin flipping. By using the unconventional DL phenomenon,
we are able to generate a ratchetlike effect which enables directed atomic motion towards different directions
and accompanies periodic spin-flipping under the action of SO coupling. For the far-off-resonance case, we
show that by suppressing the usual inter-site tunneling alone, it is possible to realize a type of spin-conserving
second-order tunneling between next-nearest-neighboring sites, which is not accessible in the conventional lattice system without SO coupling. We also show that simultaneous controls of the usual inter-site tunneling and
the SO-coupling-related second-order-tunneling are necessary for quasienergies flatness (collapse) and completely frozen dynamics to exist. These results may be relevant to potential applications such as spin-based
quantum information processing and design of novel spintronics devices.
PACS numbers: 42.65.Wi, 42.25.Hz

I.

INTRODUCTION

In the last two decades, there have been intense and very
broad research activities in periodically driven systems[1–4].
It has been shown that time-periodic modulation can be used
as a flexible knob to generate new states of matter unreachable
in static systems. One seminal example is dynamical localization (DL)[5], a phenomenon originally proposed by Dunlap
and Kenkre in a tight-binding lattice under the influence of a
sinusoidal driving field, upon the occurrence of which a localized quantum particle will periodically return to its initial location following the periodic change of the external field. DL
has been shown to be connected with quasienergy band collapse of the underlying time-periodic system[6]. According to
the results obtained by Dunlap and Kenkre, DL happens if the
ratio of driving amplitude to frequency matches zeros of the
zeroth-order Bessel function. In the high-frequency regime,
DL can result in complete suppression of quantum diffusion
in an infinite periodic system, which is more or less similar to the coherent destruction of tunneling (CDT) originally
discussed in a double-well potential[7]. Long studied theoretically, DL has also been observed experimentally to date
in many physical systems, for example, in one-dimensional
transverse Ising chains[8], periodically curved arrays of optical waveguides[9, 10], and cold atoms loaded in shaken opti-
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cal lattices[11].
Research on spin-orbit (SO) coupling has also been an
active area, which leads to a number of important condensed matter phenomena and applications like spin-Hall
effects[12], topological insulators[13], spintronics[14], and
quantum computation[15]. Recently, artificial SO coupling
has been realized in experiments with both bosonic and
fermionic ultracold atoms[16–21], which provides a completely new platform for exploring the rich SO-coupled
physics. The combination of spin-orbit coupling with a periodic lattice potential has become a new hot focus of recent research, which affords the possibility to study exotic
magnetic phenomena difficult to achieve in conventional condensed matter systems[22–24]. Such a spin-orbit-coupled
lattice system has been experimentally realized with a SOcoupled Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) loaded into a shallow one-dimensional optical lattice[25]. When combined with
an optical-lattice (OL) potential, SO coupling can give rise to
a novel band structure: flat band, which implies a suppression
of dispersive propagation of the wave packet[26, 27]. The localization of a SO-coupled particle moving in a quasi-periodic
OL potential has also been theoretically investigated[28].
The introduction of time-periodic perturbations to SOcoupled bosonic systems has drawn much interest in recent
years. In this context, there have been several works proposing methods to tune[29, 30] or induce[31] SO coupling based
on driven cold-atom systems. For example, the effective SO
coupling for continuous BEC systems can be tuned by periodically modulating the Raman frequency[32] or by modulating gradient magnetic fields[33], which have been successfully realized in experiments[29, 30]. Furthermore, currently
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a lot of effort is directed towards manipulations of dynamical properties of SO-coupled cold-atom systems with versatile periodic driving protocols. For example, it has been
shown that periodic driving can be employed for dynamical
suppression of tunneling for the noninteracting SO-coupled
BEC system with a double-well potential[38], and for engineering the nonlinear modes (such as solitons and vortices) of
the SO-coupled condensate[35]. Recently, the spin-dependent
DL of SO-coupled cold atomic gas in either a driven bipartite
lattice[36] or a driven lattice with localized impurity[37] has
been reported, but it must be stressed that in these studies,
SO coupling strength needs to be properly selected so as to
realize DL. The DL of a single SO-coupled atom held in a
periodic potential subjected to a weak harmonically varying
linear force has also been studied[38]. The DL reported in
Ref. [38] refers to the continuous model, and subsequently,
the contribution of SO coupling on the flat bands and the DL
phenomenon has been explored in the discrete settings induced by the presence of deep optical lattices[39, 40]. On
the other hand, we also mention a relevant work on a strongly
driven fermion system, in which joint effects of tunneling and
spin-orbit coupling can result in very slow Rabi-like spinflipping oscillations for a single-electron (a fermion) trapped
in a double quantum dot under periodic perturbation by electric field[41].
In this work, we explore the tunneling dynamics for
the tight-binding (TB) model of a single SO-coupled atom
trapped in an optical lattice subjected to lattice shaking and to
time-periodic Zeeman field. We place our emphasis on what
new effects the SO coupling will bring to DL phenomenon
in such a system. Quasienergy collapse and resulting suppression of tunneling are demonstrated analytically and numerically for both resonant and far-off-resonant parameter
regimes. For the multi-photon resonance case, where the static
Zeeman field is an integer multiple of the driving frequency,
we find that under the DL condition, the system reduces to a
chain of disconnected dimers, each of which is described by a
symmetric two-state model without energy bias due to the fact
that the energy offset created by spin flipping is bridged by
multi-photon resonance effect. We highlight the differences of
this DL effect in the SO-coupled lattice systems with respect
to the conventional lattice systems. When the unconventional
DL occurs, the single atom makes perfect two-site Rabi oscillation, which suggests a scheme to produce directed motion
and thus enables the single atom to be steered to move towards
specified direction in a controllable way. In the meantime,
the SO coupling leads to periodic spin-flipping in the directed
transport process. For the far-off-resonant case where the
static Zeeman field is far from any integer multiple of the driving frequency, we show that suppression of the usual inter-site
tunneling by means of lattice shaking alone is not enough to
induce completely frozen dynamics (CDT), and proper modulation of Zeeman field is also necessary for suppression of the
second-order tunneling induced by the presence of SO coupling. The capability to suppress the usual inter-site tunneling
alone makes it possible to observe the second-order tunneling
without spin flipping between next-nearest-neighboring sites,
which is not accessible in the conventional tight-binding lat-

tice in the absence of SO coupling and thus may provide a
new avenue for directly transporting a spin to its non-nearestneighboring sites without spin flipping.
II.

MODEL EQUATION

We consider the system of a single ultracold boson with
two pseudospin states (↑ and ↓) hopping on one-dimensional
(1D) optical lattices with synthetic SO coupling. The effective SO coupling can be implemented experimentally using two counter-propagating Raman lasers which generate a
momentum-sensitive coupling between the two internal hyperfine states of the same atom. The SO-coupled Hamiltonian for single-particle motion along x direction without
external potential can be written in a gauge-field form[16]:
−Â)2
+ Ω2 σ̂z , in which p̂ x is the atomic momentum opĥ = ( p̂x2M
erator, M is the atomic mass, Ω behaves as a Zeeman field,
σ̂ x,y,z are the usual 2 × 2 Pauli matrices, and the effective
SO coupling is embodied in a synthetic non-abelian vector
potential Â = −kR σ̂y with the wave number of the Raman
laser kR characterizing the strength of SO coupling. Such a
single-particle Hamiltonian can be used to simulate the corresponding condensed-matter system such as the motion of an
electron subject to both the Zeeman field and equal RashbaDresselhaus SO coupling.
In the presence of sufficiently strong lattice potentials, this
system can be described by the tight-binding Hamiltonian[23,
24, 28, 36]
Xh
i
Ω(t) †
− (ĉ†n T̂ ĉn+1 + h.c.) + f (t)nĉ†n ĉn +
Ĥ =
ĉn σ̂z ĉn , (1)
2
n
where ĉ†n = (ĉ†n,↑ , ĉ†n,↓ ), ĉn = (ĉn,↑ , ĉn,↓ )T (superscript T stands
for the transpose), ĉ†n,σ (ĉn,σ ) describes the creation (annihilation) of a pseudo-spin σ =↑, ↓ boson at site n (n =
0, ±1, ±2, ...), and h.c. means the Hermitian conjugate of previous term. When the vector potential Â is included, a quantum particle in theR 1D periodic potential (along x axis) picks
xn+1
up a phase ϕn = − x Âdx = −Â(xn+1 −xn ) = kR (xn+1 −xn )σ̂y
n
upon tunneling from site n to n + 1. Using the phase ϕn
to represent the effect of Â, the hopping matrix changes to
T̂ ≡ v exp(−iϕn ) = v(cos α − iσ̂y sin α) through the Peierls
substitution, where v denotes the hopping amplitude in the
absence of SO coupling and the dimensionless parameter
α = kR (xn+1 − xn ) = πkR /kL (here, kL is the lattice wave
number) characterizes the effective SO coupling strength. The
time-periodic potential which varies linearly with site number n models the optical lattice shaking with the driving field
f (t), which is assumed to be sinusoidal with frequency ω and
amplitude f0 , i.e., f (t) = f0 cos(ωt). We also consider the
combined modulations, and assume that the Zeeman field is
periodically varying in time as Ω = Ω(t) = Ω0 + Ω1 cos(ωt),
where Ω0 is the nonzero static part of the field and Ω1 is the
oscillating amplitude modulated with the same frequency ω
of the lattice shaking.
Throughout this paper, ~ = 1 is adopted and the dimensionless parameters ν, Ω0 , Ω1 , ω, f0 are measured in units of
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the reference frequency ω0 = 0.01Er /~, with Er = ~2 kR2 /(2M)
being the single-photon recoil energy, and time t is normalized
in units of ω−1
0 . In the experiments[11, 16, 42], the Zeeman
field Ω is set as −400ω0 ∼ 400ω0 , the wavelength of the Raman laser is λR = 804.1 nm which gives the recoil frequency
Er /~ = ~kR2 /(2M) = 22.5 kHz with kR = 2π/λR , the usual
inter-site hopping coefficient ν is on order of several tens of
Hz, and the driving frequency ω adjustable between 0 ∼ 20
kHz. The rescaled SO coupling parameter α depends on the
directions and wavelengths of the applied Raman lasers. Thus,
the experimentally achievable system parameters can be tuned
in a wide range as follows: Ω0 , Ω1 , f0 ∼ ω ∈ [0, 100](ω0),
ν ∼ ω0 [11, 16, 42–44].
Employing the Wannier state basis {|n, σi}, where |n, σi =
ĉ†nσ |0i represents the state of a spin-σ particle occupying a
lattice site n, we can expand the quantum state of the SOcoupled system as
X
|ψ(t)i =
cn,σ |n, σi,
(2)
n,σ

where cn,σ (t) indicates the time-dependent probability amplitude of the atom being in state |n, σi, and the corresponding
2
probabilities read
P Pn,σ = |cn,σ (t)| , conserving the normalization condition n,σ Pn,σ = 1. Inserting Eqs. (1) and (2) into
Schrödinger equation i∂t |ψ(t)i = Ĥ|ψ(t)i, we obtain the following coupled equations
h
i
dcn,↑
= − ν cos α(cn+1,↑ + cn−1,↑ ) + sin α(−cn+1,↓ + cn−1,↓ )
dt
Ω(t)
cn,↑ ,
+ n f (t)cn,↑ +
2
h
i
dcn,↓
i
= − ν cos α(cn+1,↓ + cn−1,↓ ) + sin α(cn+1,↑ − cn−1,↑ )
dt
Ω(t)
cn,↓ .
(3)
+ n f (t)cn,↓ −
2

i

In Eq. (3), the terms proportional to cos α describe the usual
spin-conserving hopping of boson, while those proportional
to sin α describe the spin-flipping hopping arising from a twophoton Raman process.

scales characterized by ν), it is useful to derive the effective
time-averaged Hamiltonian by implementing a time averaging
method which has been routinely employed for understanding
the celebrated photon resonance effect. In this case, a static
effective Hamiltonian can be obtained by time-averaging of
the periodic driving effects, i.e.,
Ĥeff

ω
=
2π

where S = e−iA(t)
f0
ω

Z

2π
ω

dtS −1 [−(ĉ†n T̂ ĉn+1 + h.c.)]S ,

(4)

0

P

l

lĉ†l ĉl −iB(t)

Rt

P

†
l ĉl σ̂z ĉl

Ω(t)
dt
0 2

, A(t) =

Ω0
2

Ω1
2ω

Rt
0

f0 cos ωtdt =

sin ωt, and B(t) =
=
+
sin ωt. Performing
the integral in Eq. (4), we obtain the effective Hamiltonian
X
Ĥeff = − νJ0 (χ) cos α (ĉ†n ĉn+1 + h.c.)
n

Xh
i
−
+
ĉ†n (−J−m
σ̂+ + J−m
σ̂− )ĉn+1 + h.c. ,
− ν sin α

(5)

n

where σ̂± = σ̂ x ± iσ̂y , and
±
±
J−m
≡ J−m
(η) = J−m (η ± χ),

(6)

with
χ=

f0
Ω1
, η=
,
ω
ω

and with Jγ (z) being γ-order Bessel function of variable z.
Performing the Fourier transformation,
1 X ikn
e âk,σ ,
ĉn,σ = √
N k

(7)

where k ∈ [−π, π] is the quasi-momentum varying across the
first Brillouin zone and N is the total number of lattice sites,
we transfer the effective Hamiltonian from the lattice space
into the momentum space,
X
Ĥeff (k) =
â†k ĥeff (k)âk ,
(8)
k

with âk = (âk,↑, âk,↓ )T , and
III.

MULTI-PHOTON RESONANCE AND TWO-SITE
SPIN-FLIPPING TUNNELING

Multi-photon resonance is one of notable effects of the periodically driven system. The appealing concept originated
in the prototype system with a quantum particle confined
in a driven Wannier-Stark lattice[45], and later also found
generalization and application in many-body bosonic system
where multi-photon resonance is possible when the energy of
n photons bridges the energy gap created by particle interactions rather than static bias[46]. Here, for the SO-coupled
tight-binding model, the multi-photon regime is also investigated, where the static Zeeman field is an integer multiple of
the frequency of the driving field, namely, Ω0 = mω, (m =
1, 2, 3, ...). For the high driving frequency ω ≫ ν (that is, the
driving frequency is still much larger than other natural energy

−
+
ĥeff (k) = − 2νJ0 (χ) cos α cos k Iˆ + ν sin α(J−m
− J−m
) cos kσ̂ x
−
+
(9)
− ν sin α(J−m + J−m ) sin kσ̂y .

Diagonalization of Ĥeff (k) gives the energy dispersion of the
two-band model,
E(k) = − 2νJ0 (χ) cos α cos k
q
+ − J − )2 + 4J + J − sin2 k,
± |ν sin α| (J−m
−m
−m −m

(10)

where ± correspond to the upper and lower branches of the
dispersion curves (bands), respectively. In the absence of SO
coupling (α = 0), we have E(k) = −2νJ0 (χ) cos k and the
above dispersion relation reduces to the one extensively addressed in the conventional driven tight-binding model.
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FIG. 1: (color online) (a) Dispersion curves of the effective timeaveraged Hamiltonian (5) [directly obtained from Eq. (10)] for χ =
2.408, and three different modulational Zeeman field parameters: η =
5 (black solid line), η = 5.5 (blue dashed line), and η = 6.0124 (red
dotted line). Other parameters are fixed as m = 2, χ = 2.408, ν =
1, α = 0.4π. (b) Numerically-computed quasi-energy spectrum of
the original time-periodic TB model (1) (with a chain of 21 sites) as
a function of the normalized modulation amplitude of Zeeman field
η. Ω0 = 2ω = 40, and the other parameters are the same as in panel
(a).

In Fig. 1(a), we depict the typical dispersion curves obtained from Eq. (10) for the resonance case Ω0 = 2ω (i.e.,
m = 2), with fixed χ = 2.408 and with three different values
of Zeeman field modulations η. It is important to note that
there exists flattening of band (red-dotted curve) for certain
suitably chosen values of the modulation parameters χ and η,
which we will discuss in detail later.
Now we move on to seek for the parameter condition under which the band flatness exists as presented in Fig. 1(a).
In order to fully suppress the usual inter-site tunneling in the
absence of SO coupling (α = 0), we should first fix the optical lattice shaking parameter χ = ξ̄ as a zero of the Bessel
function J0 , which means vanishing of the effective spinconserving hopping between nearest-neighboring sites, say,
νJ0 (χ) cos α = 0. Under such a circumstance, the lower and
upper dispersion bands are symmetric with respect to E = 0,
and the dependence of E± (k) on the wave vector k is fully
governed by the Zeeman field parameter η through the factor
+ −
J−m
J−m in Eq. (10).
For the nonzero SO coupling case, it is readily concluded
from Eq. (10) that under the prerequisite condition J0 (χ) = 0,
the band flatness can be achieved when one of the equations:
±
J−m
≡ J−m (η ± ξ̄) = 0 is satisfied, which occurs provided that
η is taken as
η±l = βl ± ξ̄,

(11)

with βl ( l = 1, 2, . . . ) standing for the lth zero of J−m (i.e.,
J−m (βl ) = 0).
Thus, flat bands in k-space are achieved with the energy
dispersion given by the simple form
±
E± = ±|ν sin α||J−m
(η±l )|.

(12)

From Eq. (12), it is clear that in the presence of SO coupling
(sin α , 0), there is always an energy gap between the two flat
bands, while in the absence of SO coupling (sin α = 0), the
energy gap closes as E± = 0. This marks that the SO coupling
parameter has nontrivial contribution to the characteristic of
flat bands.
As an illustration with Ω0 = 2ω (i.e., m = 2), we take χ =
ξ̄ = 2.408 (the first zero of J0 ), from Eq. (11) it follows that
the band flatness occurs for the sequence of η values listed in
increasing order as {η−1 = β1 − ξ̄, η−2 = β2 − ξ̄, η+1 = β1 + ξ̄, η−3 =
β3 − ξ̄, ...} with βl ( l = 1, 2, . . . ) satisfying J−2 (βl ) = 0. The
flatband physics can be understood by exploring the effective
velocity of the atomic wave packet, which is defined by the
variance of dispersion with respect to the wave vector, veff =
dE(k)/dk. Such an extreme band flattening, veff = dE(k)/dk =
0, implies that the dispersive propagation is fully suppressed
and DL occurs.
So far our study is limited to the analytic arguments starting from the time-averaged Hamiltonian (5). To validate the
results obtained with the effective time-averaging approach,
we plot the numerically-computed quasienergy spectrum of
the original time-periodic model (1) versus the dimensionless
parameter η in a finite lattice comprising N = 21 sites for
Ω0 = 2ω = 40, χ = 2.408, ν = 1, α = 0.4π. Throughout
this paper, numerical simulations on the tight-binding model
(1) are performed with open boundary conditions. As illustrated in Fig. 1 (b), the quasienergies make up two separated
bands and exhibit a series of band collapses at which the
quasienergies shrink into two distinct degenerate points at the
values exactly predicted by Eq. (12). These collapses occur
at η = 2.7308, 6.0124, 7.5404, 9.2150, ..., which is exactly in
correspondence with the sequence of η values (hereafter we
call these η values as DL points) given by Eq. (11). Note that
the degenerate quasienergies at these DL points correspond to
the energies of the time-averaged system for different values
of k distributed over the whole Brillouin zone k ∈ [−π, π].
As compared with the energy curves plotted in k-space, the
quasienergy spectrum as illustrated in Fig. 1 (b), due to finitesize effects, shows a pair of additional quasienergies oscillating weakly about zero, which split off from the two separated
bands and physically correspond to two edge states.
Let us now investigate what unconventional features SO
coupling brings to the dynamics at the DL points. Two distinct cases for this problem are listed as follows.

A. Case I
+
When J0 (χ) = 0 and J−m
= 0, from Eq. (5), we have the
effective Hamiltonian,
X
−
Ĥeff =νJ−m
sin α (ĉ†n σ̂+ ĉn+1 + h.c.)
n

−
=νJ−m
sin α

X

(ĉ†n,↑ ĉn+1,↓ + h.c.).

(13)

n

In the Hilbert space expanded by the Wannier state basis
{|n, σi}, i.e., {· · · , |0, ↓i, |0, ↑i, |1, ↓i, |1, ↑i, · · ·}, Ĥeff becomes
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a block diagonal matrix

Ĥeff

 I
0
 Htwo−state

I
0
H
two−state

= 
..
..

.
.

0
0

···
···
..
.

0
0
..
.

I
· · · Htwo−state





 .



(14)

I
Here Htwo−state
represents the 2 ×2 block submatrix in the subspace spanned by only two states |n, ↑i, |n + 1, ↓i, i.e.,
!
−
0
νJ−m
sin α
I
.
(15)
Htwo−state
=
−
νJ−m
sin α
0

B. Case II
−
When J0 (χ) = 0 and J−m
= 0, the effective Hamiltonian (5)
becomes
X
+
sin α (ĉ†n σ̂− ĉn+1 + h.c.)
Ĥeff = −νJ−m
n

+
= −νJ−m
sin α

X
(ĉ†n,↓ ĉn+1,↑ + h.c.).

(16)

n

With the Wannier state basis {· · · , |0, ↑i, |0, ↓i, |1, ↑i, |1, ↓
i, · · · }, Ĥeff is also a block diagonal matrix whose diagonal
II
in the subspace
contains blocks of 2 × 2 submatrix Htwo−state
spanned by two states |n, ↑i, |n − 1, ↓i,
!
+
sin α
0
−νJ−m
II
.
(17)
Htwo−state =
+
−νJ−m
sin α
0
According to the above analysis, for the SO-coupled lattice system, DL means that the lattice divides into a chain of
disconnected dimers. When DL occurs, a spin σ atom tunnels
back and forth either between the initially occupied site and its
left neighboring site or between the initially occupied site and
its right neighboring site, and spin flipping accompanies the
tunneling process. The tunneling direction depends on which
±
of two equations J−m
= 0 is satisfied. As mentioned above,
the DL (two-site oscillation) arises for the SO-coupled lattice
system, which is intrinsically connected with the two-band
flatness and qualitatively distinct from the scenario where the
CDT (completely frozen dynamics of the particle) is expected
for a particle hopping on a conventional lattice without SO
coupling in the high-frequency regime ω >> v as considered
in this work.
To illustrate the DL effect more clearly, without loss of generality, we start the system with a single spin-up atom at a certain site n = j, that is, the initial state given by |ψ(0)i = | j, ↑i.
+
At the DL points where J0 (χ = ξ̄) = 0 and J−m
≡ J−m (η + ξ̄) =
0 (i.e., η = βl − ξ̄), applying the initial condition to the twostate model (15) produces the analytical probabilities, P j,↑ =
cos2 (ω′1 t), P j+1,↓ = sin2 (ω′1 t), and Pn,σ = 0 for n , j, j + 1,
−
with ω′1 = |νJ−m
sin α| = |νJ−m (βl − 2ξ̄) sin α| depending on
the driving field and SO coupling parameter. Correspondingly, the Rabi period is given by T 1 = π/ω′1 . Time evolutions
of the atomic probabilities Pn,σ (t) = hψ|ĉ†nσ ĉnσ |ψi = |cn,σ (t)|2

FIG. 2: (color online) Time evolutions of the occupation probabilities, Pn,σ (t) = hψ|ĉ†nσ ĉnσ |ψi = |cn,σ (t)|2 , in the original SO-coupled
TB system (1) (with a chain of N = 21 sites) for the system initially
prepared in state |0, ↑i. (a) χ = ξ̄ = 2.408, η = β2 − ξ̄ = 6.0124;
(b) χ = ξ̄ = 2.408, η = β1 + ξ̄ = 7.5404. The other parameters are
set as Ω0 = 2ω = 40, ν = 1, α = 0.4π. The open circles denote the
analytical correspondences obtained from the two-state models (15)
and (17). Lower panels (c) and (d) are schematic representations of
the tunneling dynamics presented in panels (a) and (b) respectively.
Red crosses indicate suppression of tunneling through that barrier,
and the two-headed arrows indicate the allowed Rabi tunneling with
spin flipping.

based on the original Hamiltonian (1) are shown in Fig. 2(a)
for the system initialized in the state |0, ↑i, and with the system parameters Ω0 = 2ω = 40, χ = ξ̄ = 2.408, η = β2 − ξ̄ =
6.0124, ν = 1, α = 0.4π. The open circles denote the analytical correspondences described by two-state model. The
result means the occurrence of spin-flipping Rabi oscillation
restricted inside a dimer as shown schematically in Fig. 2(c),
in which only periodic oscillations are allowed between the
state | j, ↑i (here, we take j = 0 as an example) and the state
| j + 1, ↓i. Similarly, when the other DL requirement J0 (χ) = 0
−
and J−m
≡ J−m (η − ξ̄) = 0 (i.e., η = βl + ξ̄) is satisfied, from
Eq. (17) with the initial condition |ψ(0)i = | j, ↑i, we derive the
analytical probabilities P j,↑ = cos2 (ω′2 t), P j−1,↓ = sin2 (ω′2 t),
and Pn,σ = 0 for n , j, j + 1, with Rabi period T 2 = π/ω′2 ,
+
ω′2 = |νJ−m
sin α| = |νJ−m (βl + 2ξ̄) sin α|. The corresponding
time evolutions of the occupation probabilities are plotted in
Fig. 2(b) for the same initial condition and system parameters as in Fig. 2(a) and yet different η = β1 + ξ̄ = 7.5404,
where the numerical results (see the colored curves) from the
full TB Hamiltonian (1) are in good agreement with the analytical ones (open circles). They describe spin-flipping Rabi
oscillation along another pathway between the sites n = j and
n = j − 1 as shown schematically in Fig. 2(d), where only
periodic oscillations (see the two-headed arrow) are possible
between the states | j, ↑i (here j = 0) and | j − 1, ↓i. In the bottom schematic diagrams [panels (c) and (d)], the red crosses
in the barriers indicate that the tunneling is not allowed and
the two-headed arrows indicate that the Rabi tunneling with
spin flipping is allowed.
As mentioned above, by means of a novel resonance effect
between the static Zeeman field and the frequency of the driv-
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FIG. 3: (color online) The spatiotemporal evolutions of Pn,↑ (t) =
|cn,↑ (t)|2 (left column) and Pn,↓ = |cn,↓ (t)|2 (right column), obtained
from the original TB system (1) (with the size of 13 sites) for a single spin-up atom initialized at site n = 0, with the system parameters
Ω0 = 2ω = 40, χ = ξ̄ = 2.408, ν = 1, α = 0.4π. The lighter areas correspond to the larger values of probability. As shown in the upper row
[(a),(b)], the rightward directed motion with periodic spin-flipping is
produced by repeating the changes between η = β2 − ξ̄ = 6.0124
and η = β1 + ξ̄ = 7.5404 at the times t = n(T 1 + T 2 )/2 and
t = n(T 1 + T 2 )/2 + T 2 /2 for n = 0, 1, 2, ...; while as in the lower
row [(c),(d)], interchanging the order of the modulation of the Zeeman field produces directed motion with periodic spin-flipping in the
opposite direction.

ing field, we can realize the DL phenomenon where the single
SO-coupled atom is restricted to making a standard two-site
Rabi oscillation (complete population transfer) accompanied
with spin flipping. In this case, tunneling is only permitted between two sites, and the initially localized atom with a given
spin can make complete tunneling either to its left neighbor
site or to its right neighbor site. The tunneling direction is
determined by which of the two equations η = βl ± ξ̄ is satisfied, where the plus in the plus-minus sign is associated with
−
≡ J−m (η − ξ̄) = 0 [leading to motion of a spin-up (spinJ−m
down) atom initially localized in a given site to the left (right),
with the tunneling time T 2 /2 = π/(2ω′2 )], and the minus sign
+
corresponds to J−m
≡ J−m (η + ξ̄) = 0 [leading to motion of a
spin-up (spin-down) atom initially localized in a given site to
the right (left), with the tunneling time T 1 /2 = π/(2ω′1 )].
By make use of the new DL effects illustrated in Fig. 2,
we can propose a scheme to realize ratchetlike motion of a
single atom with spin flipping. The directed transport (DT)
process is illustrated in Fig. 3, where Ω0 = 2ω = 40, χ = ξ̄ =
2.408, ν = 1, α = 0.4π. The spin-up particle is loaded into site
n = 0 and the parameters of the modulational Zeeman field are
+
chosen as η = β2 − ξ̄ = 6.0124 satisfying J−m
≡ J−m (η + ξ̄) = 0
initially. The Rabi oscillation with spin flipping will occur between the initial site n = 0 and its right neighbor site n = 1,
with Rabi period T 1 = π/ω′1 . At t = T 1 /2, the particle arrives
at site n = 1 with spin down. At this time, we immediately adjust the modulational Zeeman field as η = β1 + ξ̄ = 7.5404 to
−
fit J−m
≡ J−m (η− ξ̄) = 0 such that the particle enters into a new
spin-flipping Rabi oscillation between sites n = 1 and n = 2,

with the Rabi period T 2 = π/ω′2 . When a time interval of
T 2 /2 has elapsed, the particle has completely tunneled to site
n = 2 and the spin has been flipped back to up. At the moment, we tune the driving strength from η = β1 + ξ̄ = 7.5404
to η = β2 − ξ̄ = 6.0124; then the single particle will tunnel
from site n = 2 to site n = 3 and spin will be again flipped
from up to down. If we repeatedly change the η values between η = β2 − ξ̄ = 6.0124 and η = β1 + ξ̄ = 7.5404 at
the times t = n(T 1 + T 2 )/2 and t = n(T 1 + T 2 )/2 + T 2 /2 for
n = 0, 1, 2, ..., the initial spin-up particle will propagate solely
to the right, with spin flipped periodically in the transport process. The rightward DT is numerically confirmed from the
original TB model (1), as shown in Figs. 3 (a) and (b), where
the left (right) panel shows the spatiotemporal evolutions of
the occupation probability of the spin-up (spin-down) component, Pn,↑ (Pn,↓ ), respectively. Conversely, if the order of
the modulation is interchanged, the initial spin-up particle will
propagate solely to the left as shown in Figs. 3 (c) and (d). The
spatiotemporal evolutions of Pn,↑ (t) = |cn,↑ (t)|2 [Fig. 3 (c)] and
Pn,↓ = |cn,↓ (t)|2 [Fig. 3 (d)] illustrate that the spin is flipped periodically in the leftward DT process. It is interesting to note
that the direction of the particle’s propagation also depends
on whether the initial spin is ↑ or ↓. Thus, we can control
two reverse spin currents of the single atom, where a single
SO-coupled atom can be transported toward opposite directions, by adjusting the modulational Zeeman field parameters
at some appropriate operation times. We note that the directed
motion was previously proposed by means of a distinct DL
mechanism of the driven bipartite lattice[47], which nevertheless needs additional choice of the precise values of the SO
coupling strength[36].
The above investigation assumes that the lattice and Zeeman field oscillate in phase with the same frequency, viz.
in Hamiltonian (1), f (t) = f0 cos(ωt + φ) and Ω(t) = Ω0 +
Ω1 cos(ωt), where the phase difference φ between the two periodic drivings is set equal to zero. In order to gain more
insight into the nature of the symmetry-breaking shown in
Fig. 2, we will have a preliminary discussion about the effect
of including a nonzero phase shift φ on the directed motion.
With the same time-averaging procedure as in (4), the effective Hamiltonian for general φ is again given by Eq. (5), but
with the substitutions
−
+
J−m
→ H1 , J−m
→ H2 ,

(18)

where we have defined
H1 =

∞
X

k=−∞

Jk (−χ)J−m−k (η)eikφ , H2 =

∞
X

Jk (−χ)Jk−m (η)eikφ .

k=−∞

(19)
P+∞

By use of the identities, Jm (z1 + z2 ) = k=−∞ Jk (z1 )Jm−k (z2 )
and Jk (−z) = (−1)k Jk (z) = J−k (z), we receive the following
results for two specific cases: (i) When φ = 0, then H1 =
J−m (η − χ), H2 = J−m (η + χ); and (ii) when φ = π, then
H1 = J−m (η + χ), H2 = J−m (η − χ). Evidently, in the former
case, the results exactly recover the formulas in (5) and (6), but
in the second case, the values of two effective spin-flippinghopping amplitudes are just interchanged. For the other values
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of φ (namely, φ , 0, π), H1 and H2 may be complex-valued.
With the same modulational parameters as in Fig. 2 (a), χ =
ξ̄ = 2.408, η = β2 − ξ̄ = 6.0124, we readily derive the results
for the above-mentioned two cases as follows: (i) At φ = 0, H2
vanishes, but H1 does not; (ii) at φ = π, however, H1 vanishes,
but H2 does not. This property implies that the direction of
ratchetlike motion can be inverted by only changing the value
of φ from 0 to π.
One question naturally raised is: what breaks the left-right
symmetry of the lattice, and why applying a phase shift of π
between the two drivings inverts the dimerization of the lattice. Here, we will provide a possibly simple explanation for
the physical mechanism behind such a phenomenon. Suppose
a spin ↑ atom tunnels from site n to n + 1 (n − 1) via rightward (leftward) spin-flipping hopping, there will be a corresponding on-site energies change, B̃1 (t) = Vn,↑ − Vn+1,↓ =
Ω(t) − f (t) [ B̃2 (t) = Vn,↑ − Vn−1,↓ = Ω(t) + f (t)] with
Vn,σ = ±Ω(t)/2 + n f (t) (+ for σ =↑, and − for σ =↓),
respectively, in which the first part of energy change, Ω(t),
comes from spin-flipping, and the second part f (t) from lattice shaking. It behaves as if the rightward (leftward)-hopping
atom moves feeling a combined periodically driving field
B̃1 (t) = Ω(t) − f (t) [ B̃2 (t) = Ω(t) + f (t)] respectively. In this
case, the driven SO-coupled system behaves approximately,
in a time-averaged sense, like an undriven one, where the tunneling rate from state |n, ↑i to |n + 1, ↓i is renormalized by
R 2π/ω
Rt
ω
a factor of 2π
dt exp[−i 0 dt′ B̃1 (t′ )], and the tunneling
0
rate from state |n, ↑i to |n − 1, ↓i is renormalized instead by a
R 2π/ω
Rt
ω
dt
exp[−i
dt′ B̃2 (t′ )]. As we can see, the
factor of 2π
0
0
values of rescaled spin-flipping-tunneling rate are determined
by configurations of the combined periodic fields B̃1,2 (t) that
the atom feels [strictly speaking, determined by ± B̃1,2(t) for
the reason that the Hermitian conjugate hopping term accounting for the reverse hopping process gives rises to the on-site
energies change with opposite sign, namely, the effective tunneling rates occur in complex conjugate pairs]. In principle,
owing to B̃1 (t) , ± B̃2 (t), the spin ↑ atom moving to its two
neighbors with spin-flipping suffers from different combined
periodic fields, and thus breaking of left-right symmetry is to
be generically expected. When the phase difference φ = π is
applied between the two drivings, the two combined periodic
fields seen by the spin ↑ atom with spin-flipping tunneling toward two different directions are just swapped as compared
with the case of the two in-phase drivings (i.e., φ = 0), thereby
leading to inversion of the dimerization of the lattice. Overall,
we might intuitively think that the breaking of left-right symmetry is a consequence of the combined effect of two drivings.
A thorough investigation of the phase-controlled directed motion is worthy to be treated in a future work.

IV. SO-COUPLING-RELATED SECOND-ORDER
TUNNELING AND DYNAMICAL LOCALIZATION IN
FAR-OFF-RESONANT REGIME

In the preceding section, we only treat the resonant case.
And then a question naturally follows: When the timeperiodic modulation is not dealt with in the multiphoton reso-

nance regime, does the phenomenon of suppression of quantum diffusion exist? If it does, what new physical features
will be shown? In this section, we are trying to address these
issues. We turn to the off-resonant case where the static Zeeman field Ω0 is not equal to any integer multiple of ω, i.e.,
Ω0 , mω for any integer m (absence of multiphoton resonances). Of particular interest is the far-off-resonant regime
with Ω0 /ω = u (here, by “far-off-resonant”, we mean that u
should take values sufficiently far from any integer) and ω ≫
ν. In this far-off-resonant regime, the time-averaging treatment becomes invalid, and we will instead perform a multiplescale asymptotic analysis [48–50] of the spin-orbit-coupled
bosonic system (3) under two in-phase drivings. To that end,
we start by introducing the normalized time variable τ = ωt
and the small parameter ǫ = ν/ω. Making the transformation
Ω0
Ω0
Ω1
sin(ωt) Ω1
sin(ωt)
cn,↑ = Cn,↑ e−i ω ( 2 + f0 n)−i 2 t , cn,↓ = Cn,↓ e−i ω (− 2 + f0 n)+i 2 t ,
and recalling that χ = f0 /ω and η = Ω1 /ω, we rewrite Eq. (3)
in terms of the new amplitudes Cn,σ as follows


dCn,↑
= − ǫ cos α e−iχ sin τCn+1,↑ + eiχ sin τCn−1,↑
dτ


+ ǫ sin α e−i(χ−η) sin τ+iuτCn+1,↓ − ei(χ+η) sin τ+iuτCn−1,↓


dCn,↓
i
= − ǫ cos α e−iχ sin τCn+1,↓ + eiχ sin τCn−1,↓
dτ


− ǫ sin α e−i(χ+η) sin τ−iuτCn+1,↑ − ei(χ−η) sin τ−iuτCn−1,↑ .
(20)
i

We seek for a solution to Eq. (20) as a power-series expansion in the smallness parameter ǫ:
(0)
(1)
(2)
Cn,↑ =Cn,↑
+ ǫCn,↑
+ ǫ 2 Cn,↑
+··· ,

(0)
(1)
(2)
Cn,↓ =Cn,↓
+ ǫCn,↓
+ ǫ 2 Cn,↓
+··· .

(21)

At the same time, we introduce multiple scales for time,
τ0 = τ, τ1 = ǫτ, τ2 = ǫ 2 τ, . . . , and then replace the time
derivatives by the expansion
d
= ∂τ0 + ǫ∂τ1 + ǫ 2 ∂τ2 + · · · .
dτ

(22)

Substituting Eqs. (21) and (22) into Eq. (20), we obtain a
hierarchy of equations for successive corrections to Cn,↑ , Cn,↓
at different orders in ǫ. At the leading order ǫ 0 , we find

i
i

(0)
dCn,↑

dτ0
(0)
dCn,↓

dτ0

(0)
= 0, Cn,↑
= An,↑ (τ1 , τ2 , · · · ),
(0)
= 0, Cn,↓
= An,↓ (τ1 , τ2 , · · · ),

(23)

where the amplitudes An,↑ (τ1 , τ2 , · · · ) and An,↓ (τ1 , τ2 , · · · ) are
functions of the slow time variables τ1 , τ2 , · · · , but indepen-
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dent of the fast time variable τ0 . At order ǫ 1 we have
i

i

(1)
∂Cn,↑

∂τ0
(1)
∂Cn,↓

∂τ0

with



= − i∂τ1 An,↑ − cos α e−iχ sin τ An+1,↑ + eiχ sin τ An−1,↑


+ sin α e−i(χ−η) sin τ+iuτ An+1,↓ − ei(χ+η) sin τ+iuτ An−1,↓ ,


= − i∂τ1 An,↓ − cos α e−iχ sin τ An+1,↓ + eiχ sin τ An−1,↓


− sin α e−i(χ+η) sin τ−iuτ An+1,↑ − ei(χ−η) sin τ−iuτ An−1,↑ .
(24)

For the convenience of our discussion, we rewrite the above
equation (24) as
i
i

(1)
∂Cn,↑

∂τ0
(1)
∂Cn,↓

∂τ0

i∂τ2 An,↑ =Kn(2) (τ0 )
i∂τ2 An,↓ =Mn(2) (τ0 )
= T sin2 α(An+2,↓ + An−2,↓ ) − sin2 α(E1 + E2 )An,↓ ,
(31)

(25)

To avoid the occurrence of secularly growing terms in the so(1)
(1)
lutions Cn,↑
and Cn,↓
, the solvability conditions
i∂τ1 An,↑ = Kn(1) (τ0 ), i∂τ1 An,↓ = Mn(1) (τ0 )

In order to avoid the occurrence of secularly growing terms
(2)
(2)
in the solutions Cn,↑
and Cn,↓
, the following solvability conditions must be satisfied:

= −T sin2 α(An+2,↑ + An−2,↑ ) + sin2 α(E1 + E2 )An,↑ ,

= − i∂τ1 An,↑ + Kn(1) (τ0 ),
= − i∂τ1 An,↓ + Mn(1) (τ0 ).



(1)
(1)
Kn(2) (τ0 ) = − cos α e−iχ sin τCn+1,↑
+ eiχ sin τCn−1,↑


(1)
(1)
+ sin α e−i(χ−η) sin τ+iuτCn+1,↓
− ei(χ+η) sin τ+iuτCn−1,↓
,


(1)
(1)
Mn(2) (τ0 ) = − cos α e−iχ sin τCn+1,↓ + eiχ sin τCn−1,↓


(1)
(1)
− sin α e−i(χ+η) sin τ−iuτCn+1,↑
− ei(χ−η) sin τ−iuτCn−1,↑
.

where we have set

(26)

T ≡T (η, χ, u) =

must be satisfied. Throughout our paper, the overline denotes
the time average with respect to the fast time variable τ0 . The
solvability condition at order ǫ 1 [Eq. (26)] then gives
i∂τ1 An,↑ = − cos αJ0 (χ)(An+1,↑ + An−1,↑ ),
i∂τ1 An,↓ = − cos αJ0 (χ)(An+1,↓ + An−1,↓ ).
(27)
R
(1)
(1)
According to Cn,↑
= −i [Kn(1) (τ0 ) − Kn(1) (τ0 )]dτ0 and Cn,↓
=
R
(1)
(1)
−i [Mn (τ0 )−Mn (τ0 )]dτ0 , the amplitudes Cn,↑ , Cn,↓ at order
ǫ are given by

E1 =

(28)

∞
X
J p (χ)e−ipτ0
,
p
p=−∞
p,0

∞
X
J p (χ − η)ei(−p+u)τ0
F1 (τ0 ) =
,
−p + u
p=−∞

F2 (τ0 ) =

∞
X
J p (χ + η)ei(p+u)τ0
.
p+u
p=−∞

(29)

At the next order ǫ 2 , we have
i
i

(2)
∂Cn,↑

∂τ0
(2)
∂Cn,↓

∂τ0

(1)
= − i∂τ2 An,↑ − i∂τ1 Cn,↑
+ Kn(2) (τ0 ),
(1)
= − i∂τ2 An,↓ − i∂τ1 Cn,↓
+ Mn(2) (τ0 ),

(32)

∂An,σ
∂An,σ
∂An,σ
dAn,σ
+ iǫ
+ iǫ 2
.
=i
dτ
∂τ0
∂τ1
∂τ2

(33)

dAn,↑
ν2 sin2 α
= − ν cos αJ0 (χ)(An+1,↑ + An−1,↑ ) +
(E1 + E2 )An,↑
dt
ω
ν2 sin2 α
−
T (An+2,↑ + An−2,↑ ),
ω
dAn,↓
ν2 sin2 α
= − ν cos αJ0 (χ)(An+1,↓ + An−1,↓ ) −
(E1 + E2 )An,↓
i
dt
ω
ν2 sin2 α
+
T (An+2,↓ + An−2,↓ ).
(34)
ω

i

where
F0 (τ0 ) =

.

p+u

Substituting Eqs. (23), (27) and (31) into Eq. (33), and returning to the original time variable t, we obtain

= − cos αF0 (τ0 )An+1,↓ + cos αF0∗ (τ0 )An−1,↓
− sin αF2∗ (τ0 )An+1,↑ + sin αF1∗ (τ0 )An−1,↑ ,

∞
X
J 2p (χ + η)

−p + u

Thus the evolution of the zeroth-order amplitudes An,σ up to
the second-order long time scale is given by
i

− sin αF1 (τ0 )An+1,↓ + sin αF2 (τ0 )An−1,↓ ,

,

p=−∞

(1)
Cn,↑
= − cos αF0 (τ0 )An+1,↑ + cos αF0∗ (τ0 )An−1,↑
(1)
Cn,↓

∞
X
J 2p (χ − η)

p=−∞

E2 =

∞
X
J p (χ + η)J−p (χ − η)
,
p+u
p=−∞

(30)

Eq. (34) correctly describes the dynamics of the original system (3) up to second-order time scale for the far-off-resonant
case, where the coefficient ν2 sin2 αT/ω describes the secondorder tunneling rate between two next-nearest-neighboring
sites. By neglecting the high-order terms [see Eq. (21)], we
can approximately view the probability amplitudes Cn,σ as the
0
zeroth order Cn,σ = Cn,σ
= An,σ . Thus, |An,σ |2 refers to the
probability of finding a single particle with spin σ at site n. As
can be seen from Eq. (34), the dynamics of spin ↑ is decoupled
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3
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(b)

(a)
2
1
ε

from that of spin ↓, and they are similar to the case of spinless
atom. It is also clearly seen that in absence of SO coupling
(sin α = 0), it would be sufficient to fully suppress the tunneling in the system by taking χ as a zero of the Bessel function
J0 , while in the presence of SO coupling, second-order tunneling remains possible through the SO-coupling-related term
sin α in Eq. (34).
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FIG. 5: (color online) Numerically-computed quasienergies ε of the
time-periodic TB system (1) comprising 21 sites as a function of the
normalized parameters χ. (a) η = 1, u = 0.2; (b) η = 1, u = 1.6034.
The other parameters are ω = 20, ν = 1, α = 0.4π.

(b)
0

−1
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1
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3
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FIG. 4: (color online) The factor T , defined by Eq. (32), as a function
of u, with fixed η = 1, for (a) χ = 2.4048, and (b) χ = 5.5201.

Thus, it can be concluded that the frozen dynamics (more
properly referred to as CDT) is attained when the two conditions
J0 (χ) = 0, T (η, χ, u) = 0,

(35)

are simultaneously satisfied. Notice that the former requirement, J0 (χ) = 0, corresponds to the usual CDT condition
in the high-frequency limit, while the latter represents suppression of second-order process arising from SO coupling.
The numerical calculation shows that T (η, χ, u) can vanish,
together with J0 (χ), for some values of parameters η, χ, u.
This is clearly shown in Figs. 4 (a) and (b), which describe
the factor T of the second-order tunneling coefficients as a
function of the static Zeeman field parameter u with fixed
η = 1, for χ = 2.4048 and χ = 5.5201 (the lowest two zeros of the J0 Bessel function) respectively. In these plots,
T (η, χ, u) is infinite whenever u takes integer values (and is
very large whenever u is close to an integer). As a detailed
inspection of the behavior of T (η, χ, u), we find that in the
range u ∈ (0, 4), T has only one zero point at u = 0.7414
for χ = 2.4048 (i.e., one has T = 0 with the parameters
χ = 2.4048, η = 1, u = 0.7414), while T has three zero points
at u = 0.7076, 1.6034, 3.0924 for χ = 5.5201 (at these points,
the factor T vanishes). Note that simultaneous vanishing of
J0 (χ) and T (η, χ, u) means complete suppression of tunneling and hence existence of CDT phenomenon. In the above
numerical calculations of T (η, χ, u), the cut-off value of p is
given by pmin = −20 and pmax = 20, since the sums converge
rapidly and the results remain unchanged if we include the
terms of orders higher than the cut-off.
To confirm the predictions of our asymptotic analysis, we
have numerically calculated the quasienergy spectrum of the

FIG. 6: (color online) Spatiotemporal evolutions of the probability Pn,↑ of the original TB system (1) for a spin-up atom initially
localized at site n = 0. (a) η = 1, u = 0.2, χ = 5.5201; (b)
η = 1, u = 1.6034, χ = 5.5201. The other parameters are ω = 20, ν =
1, α = 0.4π. The corresponding occupation probabilities of spindown component Pn,↓ (t) are always negligible during the dynamical
evolution and they are not displayed here.

time-periodic TB system (1) versus the normalized parameter
χ in a finite lattice with 21 sites for η = 1 and for two distinct
values of u = 0.2 [Fig. 5 (a)] and u = 1.6034 [Fig. 5 (b)]. The
other parameters are set as ω = 20, ν = 1, α = 0.4π. Comparing Fig. 5 (a) with Fig. 5 (b), we can observe a perfect collapse
of quasi-energy bands only at the values of u = 1.6034, χ =
5.5201 which precisely correspond to the second zero of T (u)
as shown in Fig. 4 (d). Our results for the spatiotemporal evolutions of the occupation probabilities of spin-up component
Pn,↑ (t) are also exemplified in Figs. 6 (a) and (b), by numerical analysis of original TB model (1) with the system parameters as discussed above. The corresponding occupation
probabilities of spin-down component Pn,↓ (t) (not displayed
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Before concluding, we further identify what parameter
ranges of the quantity u can be considered as far-off-resonant
regimes where the results based on the multiple-scale asymptotic analysis are applicable. To that end, we define a related
R ∆t P
variable hS i = ∆t1 0 dt n′ |c2n′ ,↑ |2 with a long-enough averaging time interval ∆t, which is used to measure the timeaveraged total probability of finding the spin ↑ atom at all
the 2n′ sites with integers n′ = 0, ±1, .... On the condition
that the usual spin-conserving tunneling is shut off by taking J0 (χ) = 0, and when the system is initialized in state
|0, ↑i, hS i = 1 means that the tunnelings (including the spinflipping tunneling) between nearest-neighboring sites disappear which justifies the validity of the multiple-time-scale
asymptotic analysis. As we know, the basic result based on
the multiple-time-scale asymptotic analysis is that the spinflipping tunneling between nearest-neighboring sites is impossible for any value of system parameters. Starting the system
with a spin ↑ atom at site 0, from TB model (1) with size of
13 sites, we numerically give hS i as the function of u for the
other parameters as same as in Fig. 6. It is shown in Fig. 7 that
the numerical results of hS i exhibit different features, as we
vary the quantity u to pass through the multiphoton resonant
points, the near-resonant regions, and the far-off-resonant regions. At each of the resonant points (Ω0 = mω with integers
m), hS i drops to the lowest levels, which indicates the largest
nearest-neighbor-tunneling probabilities. As increasing u to
be the furthest from resonance (i.e., half-integer values, for
example, m = 0.5, 1.5, 2.5), hS i tends to 1, which indicates
disappearance of nearest-neighbor-tunneling as predicted by
the multiple-scale asymptotic analysis. Note that in the nearresonant regions where hS i transits from the lowest to near
the highest values, the multiple-scale asymptotic analysis is
also invalid. From Fig. 7, we may estimate that the parame-

ter ranges of u with hS i ≥ 0.98 can be regarded as belonging to the far-off-resonant regime in this paper, since in these
regimes the multiple-scale asymptotic analysis works effectively. As shown in Fig. 7, the numerical values of hS i for the
two specific cases exemplified in Fig. 6 can be observed to be
hS i ≥ 0.98, indicating that the multiple-scale asymptotic analysis is valid at the values of u = 0.2 and u = 1.6034. The word
“far-off-resonance” is used here for the following two reasons:
(i) When u is the furthest from resonance, the multiple-scale
asymptotic analysis works well without any doubt; and (ii)
when u is moderately (but sufficiently) far from resonance,
the multiple-scale asymptotic analysis still works, which is
distinguished from the near-resonant regimes.
1
0.98
0.9
0.8
<S>

here) are always negligible during the dynamical evolution,
due to the fact the usual inter-site hopping is basically suppressed because of J0 (χ = 5.5201) = 0. As shown in Fig. 6
(a), where η = 1, u = 0.2, χ = 5.5201 [T , 0 and no collapse
of quasi-energy bands exists, see Fig. 5 (a)], the spin-up atom
initialized in site n = 0 exhibits interesting spatially delocalized propagation. In contrast to usual dynamical tunneling, as
is clearly shown in Fig. 6 (a), the initial spin-up atom can be
directly transported to its next-nearest-neighboring sites without spin-flipping, which is well consistent with the predictions given by our asymptotic analysis. The non-spin-flipping
tunneling between next-nearest-neighboring sites is a secondorder tunneling process, which is a peculiar feature stemming
from the SO coupling. Although the validity of asymptotic
analysis requires that u should be sufficiently far from any integer value, the full-numerical result as presented in Fig. 6 (a)
shows that even at u = 0.2 (being not very far away from the
integer 0), the asymptotic analysis is still a good approximation. This provides some convenience for directly transporting
a spin to its non-nearest-neighboring sites without spin flipping. Conversely, when η = 1, u = 1.6034, χ = 5.5201 (at
which the second-order tunneling factor T vanishes and collapse of quasienergy bands exists), the spin-up atom remains
frozen in its initially occupied site n = 0 and CDT occurs as
illustrated in Fig. 6 (b).
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FIG. 7: (color online) The quantity hS i as a function of u, with the
system initialized in state |0, ↑i. Here, hS i denotes the time-averaged
total probability of finding the spin ↑ atom at all the 2n′ sites with
integers n′ = 0, ±1, .... The other system parameters are the same as
in Fig. 6 (a): η = 1, χ = 5.5201, ω = 20, ν = 1, α = 0.4π. The time
used for averaging is 200 in dimensionless unit.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we have theoretically studied the tunneling dynamics of tight-binding model for a single SO-coupled atom
trapped in a one-dimensional optical lattice, in the presence
of a periodic time modulation of the Zeeman field and optical
lattice shaking. By means of analytical and numerical methods, we have evidenced quasienergies flatness (collapse) and
suppression of quantum diffusion for both multi-photon resonance and far-off-resonance cases. We have exposed a number of unconventional features of tunneling dynamics in the
presence of SO coupling. For the resonant case, where the
static Zeeman field matches an integer multiple of the driving frequency, we find that as DL occurs the system is divided into a chain of disconnected dimers, each of which is
a two-state model that merely couples opposite spins at two
neighboring sites. There exists no static bias inside each twostate model due to the removal of the static Zeeman field
by the multi-photon resonance effect. In this case the particle is unable to diffuse over the lattice (evidence of DL phe-
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nomenon), and is restricted to performing a perfect two-site
Rabi oscillation (the complete population transfer from one
site of the dimer to the other) accompanied by spin flipping
under the action of SO coupling. By using the two-site Rabi
oscillation of the DL effect that are absent in conventional lattice system, we are able to generate a ratchetlike (directed)
motion with periodic spin-flipping of the single SO-coupled
atom, in which the direction of motion can be manipulated in
a controllable way. For the far-off-resonant case, by means of
the multiple-time-scale asymptotic analysis, we have revealed
that besides the usual non-spin-flipping tunneling between
nearest-neighboring sites, there exists a type of second-order
tunneling between next-nearest-neighboring sites induced by
the presence of SO coupling. It has been shown that suppression of the usual inter-site tunneling by lattice shaking
is not enough to observe completely frozen dynamics (CDT),
and suppression of the second-order tunneling via the Zeeman
field modulation is also required.
Finally, we brief discuss the experimental aspects of our results. As implemented in the seminal work[16], a synthetic
SO coupling can be realized by applying a pair of counterpropagating Raman beams to couple two hyperfine spin states
| ↑i = |F = 1, mF = 0i and | ↓i = |F = 1, mF = −1i (with the
state |F = 1, mF = 1i far detuned from this pseudo-spinor set)
of a single ultracold atom. An appropriate optical lattice can
be induced by two additional contrapropagating laser beams
at λL = 1030 nm wavelength[42], with potential strength of
the order ∼ 10Erec [where Erec = 2~2 π2 /(mλ2L )], which guarantees the effectiveness of the tight-binding model. One can
use an acousto-optic modulator to precisely control the lat-

tice beam intensity, and to introduce a frequency difference
between the beams that allows us to periodically shake the
lattice[42]. In addition, the Zeeman-field intensity can be
tuned independently by the bias magnetic field and the frequency difference between the two Raman laser beams that
couple the two internal atomic states[16]. Alternatively, the
SO coupling considered in this work could be realized using
the tripod scheme implemented with three laser beams[51].
Based on these experiment setups mentioned above, it should
be possible to test our results and in particular the new aspects
of DL phenomenon induced by SO coupling.
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