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We compute the the Bogoliubov-de-Gennes excitation spectrum in a trapped two-component
spin-orbit-coupled (SOC) Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) in quasi-two-dimensions as a function of
linear and angular momentum and analyse them. The excitation spectrum exhibits a minima-like
feature at finite momentum for the immiscible SOC-BEC configuration. We augment these results
by computing the dynamic structure factor in the density and pseudo-spin sector, and discuss its
interesting features that can be experimentally measured through Bragg spectroscopy of such ultra
cold-condensate.
PACS numbers:

I.

INTRODUCTION

The low energy excitation spectrum of an ultra cold
atomic Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) [1, 2]reveals a
plethora of information about the collective behaviour of
such macroscopic quantum systems. For example, the
dispersion relation indicate the breakdown of superfluidity when an object moves through such Bose-Einstein
condensate (BEC) [3–5], the nature of the quasiparticle
modes plays a vital role in characterizing critical behavior near the phase transition [6], and most importantly
it registers the response of such superfluid to external
fluctuations [7] within the frame-work of perturbation
theory. Realisation of artificial light-induced spin-orbit
coupling [8–10] in such Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC)
and has appended a new powerful tool to the simulation
toolbox [11] with such ultra cold atomic systems. Naturally, an extensive insight into the novel properties of such
systems can be gained by looking into the behaviour of
their collective excitations [12–18].
Several studies on the effect of collective modes on various properties of such SOC bosonic superfluid in different dimensions had been carried out focussing on certain
specific aspects. They include the study of mean-field
dynamics of such SOC BEC in terms of their collective modes in one and two dimension[14, 15], the role
of dipole oscillation on the collective behaviour of the
system as it goes through a phase transition [16, 17],
the change in the velocity of sound as a quasi-one dimensional SOC condensate goes through a second-order
phase transition [19], study of collective modes under
hydrodynamic approximation [18, 19], and the existence
of mean-field ground state with exotic topology and its
subsequent evolution[13]. For a SOC-BEC with onedimensional spin-orbit coupling, the collective excitations
have been experimentally observed using Bragg spectroscopy, both in homogenous [20] and trapped configurations [21]. These theoretical and experimental studies
clearly points the necessity of detailed investigation of
the full spectrum of these SOC bosonic system in realistic trapping geometry for other dimensions, particularly
in two spatial dimension, and the subsequent calculation

of the dynamic structure factor using these excitations
that can be experimentally measured using the Bragg
spectroscopy [22–26].
Motivated by this, in this work, we investigate the
excitation spectrum in a trapped quasi-two-dimensional
SOC-BEC for both miscible and immiscible configurations and present an analysis on the nature of various
quasiparticle excitation modes exploring a wide range of
excitation spectrum. We evaluated the excitation spectrum both as a function of linear momentum as well as
angular momentum.We observe a minima-like dip at finite wave vector in the excitation spectrum and observe
smudged amplitudes of the quasiparticles near this minima in the immiscible case. As we plot the spectrum as a
function of angular momentum, we see that the the first
eigen value in the excitation spectrum consists a nonzero value, compared to the other cases, such as the single component (scalar) BEC, and, two component BEC
without SOC. Subsequently we study the consequences
of the Bdg spectrum by computing the dynamic structure factor in the linear-response regime, a quantity that
can be explored in experiments using Bragg spectroscopy.
Accordingly, the outline of the paper is as follows. In section II A, we discuss briefly the model system taken under
consideration. In section II B, we discuss the Bogoliubovde-Gennes (BdG) excitation spectrum for this configuration and characterize the various quasiparticle excitations
for various range of momenta’s and energy’s. We also
discuss the features of the low-lying excitations such as
dipole and quadrupole modes in this system. In section
III, we compute the static and dynamic structure factor
using which one can experimentally probe excitations in
the trapped SOC-BEC.

II. MODEL HAMILTONIAN FOR SOC BEC
AND THEIR LOW ENERGY COLLECTIVE
EXCITATIONS

In this section we spell out the details of the methodology of computing the excitation spectrum of a SOC-BEC.
In the first part sec. II A, we shall introduce the the nature of spin-orbit coupling, the model Hamiltonian, and
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the corresponding Gross-Piatevskii equation. In sec. II B
we introduce the details of the Bogoliubov de Gennes formalism applied to such SOC BEC.

A.

Synthetic spin-orbit coupling for an ultra cold
atom and the Gross-Piteavskii equation

We will consider the spin-orbit coupled single-particle
Hamiltonian, possessing a non-abelian gauge potential of
the form A : m(ησ̌y , η 0 σ̌z , 0 ) [27], given by:
ĥ =

p̂2 ˇ
I − η p̂x σ̌y − η 0 p̂y σ̌z
2m

(1)

ˇ are Pauli and Identity
with p̂ = {p̂x , p̂y , p̂z }; σ̌ and I’s
matrices respectively and η,η 0 are the strengths of spinorbit coupling (SOC). The interaction effects are incorporated
the0 two-body mean field interaction term
R
Pthrough
κκ
nκ nκ0 where ‘nκ ’ is the density of the
1/2 κκ0 drVint
κκ0
‘κ’-component, Vint
= 4π~2 aκκ0 /m correspond to the
coupling constants between different spin channels and
aκκ0 represents the s-wave scattering length.
The full Hamiltonian within the framework of GrossPitaevskii (GP) theory, after projecting the singleparticle Hamiltonian into the lower energy subspace,
satisfies the following spinorial time-dependent GrossPitaevskii equation (see [28] for details):
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where ψ = [ψ+ ψ− ] and κ = ± labels the two comm
ponents. Also, my =
is the effective mass
η0 2
(1−(

η

) )

along the y- direction (with η 0 < η) and, VT rap =
m(ωx2 x2 +ωy2 y 2 )/2 is the external trapping potential with
trapping frequencies ωx,y along x and y directions respectively. Here, we have considered tight confinement along
the z-direction and thus, frozen the dynamics along the
z-axis [29]. The harmonic trap parameters considered
in our simulations are ωx = ωy = 2π× 4.5 Hz (= ωρ ),
ωz = 2π× 123 Hz. The inter and intraspecies interaction strengths for this quasi-two-dimensional condensate
0
V κκ
√ int

are denoted by g+− and gκκ respectively; gκκ0 = 2πa
⊥
q
~
where a⊥ = mω
is
the
transverse
harmonic
oscillator
z
length.

In Eq.(2), we have considered the intra- species interaction strengths to be equal g++ = g−− (= g), which is a
good approximation to the experimental situation with
87
Rb atoms [30] chosen in this work. At various places in
the paper, we compare our results to a single-component
BEC [1, 2, 31] and a two-component BEC [1, 2, 32–34] as
limiting cases of Eq.(2). It corresponds to substituting
the parameters g+− = 0, my = m, and η = 0 in Eq.(2),
for the single-component BEC. For a two-component
BEC we set in Eq.(2), g+− 6= 0, my = m, and η = 0.
Additionally we consider the miscible, i.e., g+− < g and
immiscible configurations, i.e., g+− > g [35, 36], for a
given strength of the spin-orbit coupling. The condensate components overlap each other in the miscible configuration, whereas they are spatially-separated in the
immiscible configuration.

B.

Bogoliubov de-Gennes formalism

We numerically propagate the GP Eq.(2) in imaginary time to obtain the two-component ground
state wavefunction of the condensate, ψ0 (x, y) =
[ψ+,0 (x, y) ψ−,0 (x, y)]T . The ground state solution obtained from the GPE in this way, for various cases, are
shown in Fig. 16 and Fig. 17. The excitation spectrum
and the nature of the quasiparticle amplitudes in such
SOC-BEC, are then obtained in the framework of the
Bogoliubov theory [1, 2] by considering the fluctuations
over the ground state wavefunction, of the GP Eq.(2) as:
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(3)
where µ is the chemical potential of the condensate and,
ωj = j /~ where j is the energy corresponding to each
quasiparticle excitation.
The index ‘j’ represents the sequence of the quasiparticle excitation. ‘uκ,j ’ and ‘vκ,j ’ are spatially dependent
complex functions denoting the Bogoliubov quasiparticle
amplitudes corresponding to the jth energy eigenstate
and are normalized as,
Z Z
X
dxdy
[|uκ,j (x, y)|2 − |vκ,j (x, y)|2 ] = 1 (4)
κ=±

Inserting ψ± (r, t) using Eq.(3) into GP Eq. (2) and retaining the fluctuations upto the linear order, we get the
Bogoliubov-de-Genes (BdG) equations for the considered
SOC-BEC system:
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FIG. 1: (color online). Dispersion relation as a function of both krms and (L̂z )rms : (a) shows the single-component BEC case
with g+− = 0, (b) shows the dispersion relation
p for two-component BEC with g+− = g. (c-d) shows the dispersion relation for
η 0 /η = 0.4 and 0.78 respectively, with η = 0.6 ~ωρ /m and g+− = g. Inset of (d) shows the canonical and gauge contribution
to the rms value of total angular momentum.
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We diagonalise the above BdG matrix 5 numerically to

find quasiparticle excitation energy j , as well as the Bogoliubov quasiparticle amplitudes {uij and vij }. To this
end we expand uij and vij in terms of harmonic oscillator
eigenfunction φn (x), φn (y) for such harmonically trapped
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SOC-BEC (details given in Appendix A) as

u+,j (x, y) =

Nb
X

pjkl φk (x)φl (y)

k,l=0

v+,j (x, y) =

Nb
X

qjkl φk (x)φl (y)

k,l=0

u−,j (x, y) =

Nb
X

rjkl φk (x)φl (y)

k,l=0

v−,j (x, y) =

Nb
X

sjkl φk (x)φl (y)

(6)

k,l=0

where pjkl , qjkl , rjkl and sjkl are the coefficients of the linear combination, and, φn (x) =
2
2
√ n 1 √ e−x /2aρ Hn (x/aρ ); where Hn is the nth order
2 n!aρ π
q
~
Hermite polynomial and aρ = mω
. Substituting the
ρ
above expression, after some straightforward algebra, the
resulting equation can be written as

[A]
 [E]
 [I]
[M ]


[B]
[F ]
[J]
[N ]

[C]
[G]
[K]
[O]


 
[D]
[P ]
[H]
[Q]
=  
[L] 
[R]
[P ]
[S]

(7)

where, the each matrix [.] is of the dimension (Nb + 1)2 ×
(Nb + 1)2 and the elements of each of these matrices are
evaluated using the integrals defined in Appendix A. The
resulting BdG matrix in Eq.(7) has 4(Nb + 1) × 4(Nb +
1) dimensions for equal number of basis (=Nb ) along x
and y directions. The size of the BdG matrix increases
rapidly due the ∼ Nb2 scaling. We obtain the converged
eigenvalues (upto four digits after decimal) for Nb = 50.
To construct the dispersion relation of the Bogoliubov modes, we adopt the methodology used for the
trapped configurations such as two-component BEC [37]
and dipolar condensates [38–41]. Since there is no translational symmetry in such finite, trapped configuration,
the linear momentum is not a good quantum number.
Thus each quasiparticle can be linked to an rms value
of the linear momentum. Additionally the irrotationality condition that is obeyed in single component BECsuperfluid with no SOC coupling gets violated in SOC
coupled two-component BEC superfluid [42]. However,
the angular momentum operator L̂z also does not commutes with the Hamiltonian in Eq.(2). So, to see the consequence we evaluate the rms value of the z-component
of angular momentum for each such excitation [43]. Accordingly we define
j
krms
=

P R
1/2
2
2
2
κ Rdkk [|uκ,j (k)| + |vκ,j (k)| ]
P
(8)
dk[|uκ,j (k)|2 + |vκ,j (k)|2 ]
κ

FIG. 2: (color online). Quasi-particle amplitudes u+ and
v+ , for the dipole (a,b) and quadrupole modes (c,d) is shown
for the single-component BEC with intra-species interaction
strength g+− = 0. u+ and v+ are in units of a−1
ρ .

(L̂jz )rms
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=
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(9)
where κ = +, − labels the two components. Here,
in Eq.(8), uκ,j (k) = F[uκ,j (x, y)] and vκ,j (k) =
F[vκ,j (x, y)] are the quasiparticle amplitudes in the momentum space. Also, the angular momentum operator
can be written as L̂z = L̂cz + L̂gz . The effective momentum
along a particular direction (along x) in Eq.(2) gets modified due to spin-orbit coupling; thus, the angular momentum operator also contains additional terms apart from
the canonical one. Here, L̂cz = (xp̂y − y p̂x ) corresponds
to the canonical part, and L̂gz = κ(ηym) represents the
spin-dependent gauge part.
The excitation spectrum as a function of rms value
of both the linear and angular momentum is shown in
Fig. 1. Fig. 1 (a) illustrate the excitation spectrum for
the single-component case, with intra-species interaction
strength g+− = 0, and Fig. 1 (b) shows the spectrum for
the two-component BEC with no SO coupling and g+− =
g. Fig. 1 (c-d) shows the excitation spectrum in twocomponent SOC-BEC for lower and higher ratio of spinorbit coupling strengths η 0 /η = 0.4 and 0.78 respectively.
We start our discussion with the low-lying dipole and
quadrupole excitations. Collective dipole oscillation represents the center-of-mass motion of all the atoms and
are the excitations corresponding to the lowest finite energy modes [31]. In order to excite these modes, the trap
can be suddenly displaced, in such a way that the initial
ground state of the BEC is now no longer the ground
state of the displaced trap. This results to collective ex-
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FIG. 3: (color online). Quasi-particle amplitudes u± and v± ,
for the dipole mode is shown for the case with intra-species
interaction strength g+− 6= 0 and η 0 /η = 0.78. u+ and v+ are
in units of a−1
ρ .

FIG. 4: (color online). Quasi-particle amplitudes u± and v± ,
for the quadrupole mode is shown for the case with intraspecies interaction strength g+− = g and η 0 /η = 0.78. u+
and v+ are in units of a−1
ρ .

citation of the atoms and thus, can be easily excited experimentally [44]. For the first case shown in Fig. 1
(a), the dipole mode occurs at energy  = ~ωρ . This is
also in consonance with the fact that for a scalar condensate, the frequency of the dipole oscillation is just the
harmonic-trap frequency [31, 45]. However, for a SOcoupled condensate, the dipole-oscillation frequency deviates from the trap frequency [15–17, 42], which is also
consistent with our simulations. For example, the energy at which the dipole mode occur in SOC-BEC for
strengths η 0 /η = 0.78 is E = /~ωρ = 0.3, which is dif-

FIG. 5: (color online). Quasi-particle amplitudes u+ (x, y)
(in units of a−1
ρ ) in the uncoupled scalar condensate (without SO coupling) with g+− = 0, for few excitations marked
in Fig. 1 (a), is shown. Here (a-b), (c-e) and (f-h) shows
the quasiparticle amplitude corresponding to the excitations
marked with , and respectively. In each set shown here,
quasiparticles begin with small values of krms (at left) and
move towards large values of krms (at right). The value of
dimensionless energy /(~ωρ ) is written at the left corner (at
bottom) in each figure. Each sub-figure is superimposed with
the condensate density contours (black lines) corresponding
to the ‘+0 component.

ferent from 1.
We next investigate the structure of the quasiparticle amplitudes to interpret the physics behind the dispersion curve. For comparison, the quasiparticle amplitudes {u+ , v+ } of the dipole and quadrupole mode for
the case of single-component BEC are showed in Fig.
2 (a,b) and (c,d), respectively. Examining the dipole
mode and quadrupole mode behavior provides a signature of the quantum phase transition and is studied in
SOC-BEC experimentally [46]. We here show the quasiparticle amplitudes for both components labeled through
±, {u± , v± } for dipole and quadrupole modes, for one
of the SOC strengths η 0 /η = 0.78 with non-zero intraspecies interaction strength, in Fig. 3 (a-d) and Fig. 4
(a-d), respectively. In both these figures, (a-b) shows the
quasiparticle amplitudes for the ‘+’ component, and (c-d)
contains the quasiparticle amplitudes for the ‘-’ component.
After discussing the low energy excitations, we will now
examine the nature of the excitations for higher energy
values. For illustration, we evaluate the quasiparticle amplitudes at dimensionless energies /(~ωρ ) near to 1 (low),
7 (intermediate) and 14 (high), marked with , and
respectively. The three energy ranges are chosen to examine the whole range of energies in the dispersion (Fig.

6
1) exhibited by the cases under consideration.
For each energy range chosen, we now discuss the effect
of different krms values on the quasiparticle amplitudes.
We choose a particular excitation, at a given energy, each
from the rightmost and leftmost point, from the dispersion curve in Fig. 1, and one in between these two. The
leftmost excitation (with smaller krms ) that lies nearly
on the linear part of the dispersion, is phonon-like. The
rightmost one (with larger krms ) corresponds to the surface excitation [31], as we shall see the quasiparticle amplitude gets distributed over the boundary of the condensate only for such modes.
Again for comparison, we discuss the case of a scalar
condensate, whose quasiparticle amplitudes (u+ ) are displayed, in Fig. 5. We will analyze the radial and angular
nodes in various examples of quasiparticle excitations.
The radial nodes are the nodes existing in each quasiparticle excitation mode along any cross-section
from the
p
origin (r = 0), i.e., nodes along r = (x2 + y 2 ) counts
(nr ) except the zero at large r. The number of azimuthal
nodes (nφ ) is equal to twice the maxima (or minima)
number along the outermost boundary of the excitation
amplitude containing both. Fig. 5(a-b) shows two quasiparticles with energy, /(~ωρ ) = 1. These degenerate
modes are marked, in Fig. 1 (a) with red squares. Both
of these have one radial node and two angular nodes.
In Fig. 5 (c-e), we show quasiparticles with energy,
/(~ωρ ) ∼ 7 for three illustrative values of krms : low (c),
intermediate (d) and high (e) value. The excitation at
lower value of krms lies nearly on the linear part of the
dispersion curve, has three radial nodes and 10 angular
nodes. The intermediate krms value at the same value of
energy has two radial nodes and 16 angular nodes, shown
in Fig. 5 (d). Whereas, larger krms value at the same
value of energy has only one radial node and 22 angular
nodes. Therefore, roughly at same range of energy, the
quasiparticle amplitude gains azimuthal nodes at the cost
of loss in radial nodes. This is also evident from Fig. 1
(a), where the quasiparticle excitation mode with smaller
krms has lower value of (L̂z )rms and the quasiparticle excitation mode with larger krms value has higher (L̂z )rms
value. The observation holds for other considered cases
also.
Additionally, Fig. 1 illustrates that for a scalar BEC
and a two-component BEC, the lowest quasiparticle excitation has zero rms value of angular momentum. However, for the SOC case, the gauge part of the rms value
of angular momentum (Lgz ) results in contributing nonzero angular momentum to the lowest-energy excitation
mode, shown in Fig. 1 (d) (inset) for one of the SOC
strengths. It occurs due to the modification of the effective momentum along a particular direction [Eq. (2)],
subjected to variation in spin-orbit coupling parameters,
which results in an anisotropic nature of the SOC-BEC’s
velocity profile. In turn, this leads to violation of irrotationality condition on the velocity fields in the SOCBEC superfluid, which is in contrast to the case of scalar
BEC superfluid [42]. Hence, the lowest energy excitation

FIG. 6: (color online). Quasiparticle amplitudes u+ (x, y) (in
units of a−1
ratio of SO coupling strengths
ρ ) with moderate
p
η 0 /η = 0.4 with η = 0.6 ~ωρ /m, for few excitations marked
in Fig. 1 (c), is shown. Here (a-c), (d-f) and (g-i) shows
the quasiparticle amplitude corresponding to the excitations
marked with , and respectively. In each set shown here,
quasiparticles begin with small values of krms (at left) and
move towards large values of krms (at right). The value of
dimensionless energy /(~ωρ ) is written at the left corner (at
bottom) in each figure.

in SOC-BEC, as a consequence, have a finite rms value
of angular momentum.
Also, at the same range of energy value, but with increasing value of krms the quasiparticle amplitudes move
towards the outermost boundary of the condensate and
away from the center of the trap. To illustrate this we
have superposed the quasiparticle amplitude for a particular component ‘u+ (x, y)’ with the contour lines of
the corresponding condensate density i.e, for the ‘+’component |ψ+ |2 . It is shown in Fig. 5 (c-h). At relatively larger values of krms shown in Fig. 5 (e,h), the
excitation amplitude lies at the outermost edge/contour
of the condensate and thus, corresponds to the surface
mode. It shows the coexistence of surface and phononlike modes is observed at the similar range of energy. The
observation is also consistent for the energy value ∼ 14
at low, intermediate and high value of krms . (f) has 8
radial nodes and 4 angular nodes; (g) has 3 radial nodes
and 28 angular nodes; and (h) has only a single radial
node but 36 angular nodes.
After discussing the nature of the quasiparticle amplitudes of the various excitations in a scalar condensate,
we next analyze the nature of these in our SO coupled
configuration. Fig. 6-7 shows the quasiparticle amplitude u+ (x, y) at different energy values for SOC strengths
η 0 /η = 0.4, 0.78, respectively. Table I contains the details about the number of radial nodes and angular nodes
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FIG. 7: (color online). Quasi-particle amplitudes u+ (x, y) (in
units of a−1
with SO coupling strengths ratio η 0 /η = 0.78
ρ )p
with η = 0.6 ~ωρ /m, for few excitations marked in Fig. 1
(d), is shown. Here (a-c), (d-f) and (g-i) shows the quasiparticle amplitude corresponding to the excitations marked with ,
and respectively . In each set shown here, quasiparticles
begin with small values of krms (at left) and move towards
large values of krms (at right). The value of dimensionless
energy /(~ωρ ) is written at the left corner (at bottom) in
each figure.

in the quasiparticle amplitude for the cases considered.
Some points of differences and similarities between SOC
and scalar condensate, based on Table I, are discussed
in the following. Firstly, in a SOC-BEC, at low krms
and considered energy values, the quasiparticle excitations are aligned along a specific direction. It is along
x-direction in the case η 0 /η = 0.78, shown in Fig.7(d,g).
It is along y-direction in the case η 0 /η = 0.4, shown in
Fig. 6(d,g). Whereas, for the case of scalar condensate,
the distribution of amplitude is uniform and symmetric,
shown in Fig. 5(c,f). The anisotropy in quasiparticle
amplitudes in SOC-BEC is present, although the trap is
isotropic. It occurs due to the different effective masses
and the effective momentum along x and y directions in
Eq. (2). Also, in a SOC-BEC, the number of nodes is
direction-dependent and is not constant. As an example,
consider the case illustrated in Fig. 6(e) for one of the
SOC-strengths ratios at /~ωρ = 7. The number of radial nodes at intermediate krms consists of either 3 or 4
radial nodes depending on the direction chosen.
Furthermore, at high krms , the number of angular
nodes for /~ωρ = 7, 14 increases in the order: single
component, η 0 /η = 0.78, η 0 /η = 0.4. At the same value
of /~ωρ = 7, 14 but at low krms , the number of angular
nodes is only 2 for both η 0 /η = 0.78, 0.4 and is largest for
single-component BEC. Also, the number of radial nodes
for /~ωρ = 1, 7, 14, at high krms , is mostly 1 for all the
cases. The number of radial nodes for /~ωρ = 7, 14,

FIG. 8: (color online). Excitation spectrum
p for various
SOC strengths η = 1.5, 1.8, 2 (in units of
~ωρ /m) with
η 0 /η = 0.78, in the miscible (a) and immiscible (b) cases,
are shown. (b1)-(b2) respectively shows the magnified part
of the dispersion near the minima, in miscible configuration,
concerning krms and (Lz )rms separately. Some points on the
outermost branch of the dispersion, viewed w.r.t krms , are
marked (using squares). The corresponding points are marked
in (b2) also, and dashed lines guide the eye joining these.
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FIG. 9: (color online). Quasiparticle amplitudes for modes near the minima: (a) displays
pthe excitation spectrum for miscible
case from Fig. 8 (b), for ratio of SOC strengths η 0 /η = 0.78 with η = 1.8 (in units of ~ωρ /m). Inset shows the magnified
view near the minima. (b-e) respectively shows the quasiparticle amplitude u+ (x, y) for a few modes in (a), labelled as (i-iv)
with marker ‘+’.

nr

Scalar η 0 /η = 0.4 η 0 /η = 0.78

/~ωρ ∼ 1
1
(1/2,2,1)
/~ωρ ∼ 7 (3,2,1) (6,3/4,1/2)
/~ωρ ∼ 14 (8,3,1) (9,3/4,1)
nφ

Scalar

(1,1,1)
(5,3,1)
(9,4,1)

η 0 /η = 0.4 η 0 /η = 0.78

/~ωρ ∼ 1
2
(10,2,8)
/~ωρ ∼ 7 (10,16,22) (2,10,30)
/~ωρ ∼ 14 (4,28,36) (2,30,46)

from Fig. 8(b) concerning (Lz )rms in Fig. 8(b2). The
points corresponding to (b1) are marked in (b2) also. Fig.
8(b2) also contains minima at finite rms value of angular
momentum, demonstrating that the lowest energy excitation have a non-zero, finite angular momentum, that
increases with an increase in η’s magnitude.

(6,4,6)
(2,14,26)
(2,26,42)

TABLE I: The number of radial and angular nodes nr and nφ
low
med
high
respectively are listed in order (krms
, krms
, krms
) for various
cases.

at low krms , is greater in SOC cases than the singlecomponent BEC.
Fig. 8(a-b) shows the dispersion relation in SOC-BEC
for various SOC strengths η = 1.5, 1.8, 2 (in units of
p
~ωρ /m) with η 0 /η = 0.78 in miscible, i.e., g+− < g
and immiscible configurations, i.e., g+− > g respectively.
The excitation spectrum in the immiscible system [Fig.
8(b)] contains a minima-like feature at finite krms . A
few outermost points (branch) of the dispersion, viewed
against krms , are marked with squares. The minima’s
location gets right-shifted towards a higher value of krms
with an increase in the magnitude of η, shown in Fig.
8(b1). We also show the magnified part of the dispersion

We next investigate the nature of the quasiparticle
modes near the minima. To this purpose, we consider
the dispersion relation from Fig. 8(b1) concerning krms
only. It is shown, in Fig. 9(a), for
pthe parameters g <
g+− and η 0 /η = 0.78 with η = 1.8 ~ωρ /m. Fig. 9(b-e)
shows the quasiparticle amplitude u+ (x, y) for the modes
marked with ‘+’ in (a), for four illustrative modes labeled
as (i-iv). The mode marked with ‘(ii)’ identifies the minima location and has four angular nodes. Fig. 9(b) with
the label (i), has eight angular nodes. Both (d-e) marked
with (iii-iv), respectively, have six angular nodes. Thus,
the considered case for investigating quasiparticle modes
near the minima has no radial nodes but only angular
nodes. Here, the number of the angular nodes is least at
the minima location, with the largest on its left. Moreover, the effect of unbalanced interaction strengths, i.e.,
g+− 6= g also impacts the spread of the quasiparticle amplitudes which become smeared spatially, illustrated in
Fig. 9(b-e).
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FIG. 11: (color online). (a) shows the dynamic structure
factor for single-component BEC with respect to kx (= k)
and ω. (b-c) shows the dynamic structure factor for density SD (kx , ky = 0, ω) and spin SS (kx , ky = 0, ω) in twocomponent BEC. (d-e) shows
p these for SOC case for strengths
η 0 /η = 0.78 with η = 0.6 ~ωρ /m.

FIG. 10: (color online). (a) shows the dynamic structure
factor for single-component BEC with respect to kx (= k)
and ω. (b-c) shows the dynamic structure factor for density SD (kx , ky = 0, ω) and spin SS (kx , ky = 0, ω) in twocomponent BEC. (d-e) shows
p these for SOC case for strengths
η 0 /η = 0.78 with η = 0.6 ~ωρ /m.

III.

STRUCTURE FACTOR

Using the excitations spectrum of a trapped SOC-BEC
computed in the previous section, we can now calculate the dynamic structure factor (DSF), that can be
measured using a robust experimental tool, Bragg spectroscopy [22–26]. DSF yields the information on the spectrum of collective excitations, which can be explored at
low momentum transfer [24]. It also provides knowledge about the momentum distribution through which
the behavior of the system at high momentum transfer
can be characterized, where the response is dominated by
single-particle effects [22]. Its investigation has provided
a crucial understanding of physics in superfluid 4 He [47].
Specially, it has facilitated the measurement of the roton
spectrum[48], pair-distribution function and condensate
fraction available from neutron scattering experiments
[49], in this system.
In the experiment, the condensate is impinged by a
Bragg pulse, with the help of two laser beams having
wavevectors k1 and k2 and a frequency difference ω.
The following Hamiltonian describes the resulting exter-

nal perturbation term:
Ĥpert (t) = λĜ†k e−iωt eγt + H.c.

(10)

where λ is the strength of the Bragg potential, k = k1 −
k2 is the momentum transferred by the Bragg pulse to
the condensate and the factor eγt in Eq.(10), with γ →
0+ , ensures that the system at initial time (t = −∞) is
governed by the unperturbed Hamiltonian. Directly after
perturbing the system, the DSF relative to the operator
Ĝk [1] can be probed:
S(k, ω) =

X

Zj δ(~ω − ~ωj0 )

(11)

j

The quantity Zj = | hj| Ĝk |0i |2 is known as the strength
of the operator Ĝk with respect to state |ji and ~ωj0 =
j − 0 . Here |0i (|ji) correspond to the ground (excited) state with the energy 0 (j ). For the twocomponent SOC-BEC, the DSF corresponding to the total density ρ̂(r) = ψ̂ † (r)ψ̂(r) and spin density ŝz (r) =
ψ̂ † (r)σ̂z ψ̂(r) can be also calculated from the BdG excitations computed in previous section, where ψ̂(r) is
defined in Eq.(B5). Here, the operator Ĝk , correspondR
ing to the total density is ρ̂k = drψ̂ † (r)ψ̂(r)eik·r and,
the operator corresponding to the spin density is ŝzk =
R
drψ̂ † (r)σ̂z ψ̂(r)eik·r , where ψ̂(r) = [ψ̂+ (r) ψ̂− (r)]T .
The strength’s Zj in Eq.(11) can be simplified and
written in terms of the qausiparticle amplitudes (details
in Appendix B 2), resulting DSF corresponding to total
density (spin density), labelled with subscript ‘D ’(‘S ’),
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FIG. 12: (color online). (a,b) shows the density and spin
dynamic structurep
factor in a SOC-BEC for strengths η 0 /η =
0.78 with η = 0.6 ~ωρ /m at ky = a−1
ρ . The corresponding
results at ky = 4a−1
are shown (c,d) respectively.
ρ

given as:
SD (kx , ky , ω) =

P

SS (kx , ky , ω) =

P

j

j

2

dxdyei(kx x+ky y) h0| ρ̂(r) |ji δ(~ω − ~ωj ) FIG. 13: (color online). (a-b) respectively shows the density
SD (kx , ky = 0) and spin static structure factor SS (kx , ky = 0)
for various listed cases.
R
2
dxdyei(kx x+ky y) h0| ŝz (r) |ji δ(~ω − ~ωj )
R

(12)
The DSF integrated over S(kx , ky , ω) over frequency domain, gives the static structure factor,
Z
1
S(kx , ky ) =
dωS(kx , ky , ω)
N
We start by discussing the analytical results for the
structure factor in a uniform scalar and two-component
BEC. The dispersions in these two cases are respectively
given by
p
B = ~ c2 k 2 + (~k 2 /2m)2
(13)
q
D,S
B = ~ c2D,S k 2 + (~k 2 /2m)2
(14)
In a uniform scalar BEC, the sum in Eq.(11) is expended
by only one mode. The static structure factor in this
system is S(k) = 0 (k)/B (k) (F eynman relation) [50],
where 0 (k) is the dispersion of non-interacting
p bosons.
In the limit k → 0, S(k) = ~k/2mc where c = gn/m is
the Bogoliubov sound velocity. This can be generalised
in a uniform two-component BEC using the dispersion
relation [51] given in Eq. (14). The static factor in such
configuration for k → 0 gives SD,S (k) = ~k/2mcD,S ,

FIG. 14: (color online). (a-b) shows contribution of the first
three excited states (j=1,2,3) to the total density and spin
static structure factor in SOC-BEC, respectively, for η 0 /η =
0.78; (c-d) shows the same for the two-component BEC.
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FIG. 15: (color online): (a) displays the Fourier transform
of the fluctuations in the total density relative to the total
density, for several cases mentioned. (b) shows the Fourier
transform of the spin-density fluctuations.

where cD,S represents the sound velocity corresponding
to density and spin-density, respectively. Thus, as k → 0,
the static structure factors in both configurations vary
linearly with wavevector. However, the static structure
factor approaches unity at large momentum [23, 24] in
both of the systems, which is the value of the static
structure factor for any momentum in an uncorrelated
non-interacting atoms.
To benchmark our computation for the trapped SOCBEC, we now evaluate the dynamic and the static structure factor in the trapped single and two-component BEC
by considering the suitable limit of the excitation energy
and the quasiparticle amplitudes determined in section
II B. Substituting parameters g+− = 0, my = m, and

η = 0 in Eq.(2) we get the results for trapped scalar
BEC. The dynamic structure factor S(kx , ky = 0, ω) for
this case is shown Fig.11(a). To get a clear insight into
its behavior, we integrate the dynamic structure factor
S(kx , ky , ω) over the frequency domain and compute the
static structure factor. The evaluated structure factor is
illustrated, with a bold (blue) line in Fig. 13(a,b) (Here,
SD = SS = S). The substitution of parameters g+− 6= 0,
my = m, and η = 0 in Eq.(2) corresponds to the case of
a trapped two-component BEC, discussed in [52]. In the
case of two-component BEC, the density and spin dynamic structure factor are represented, in Fig. 11 (b-c),
respectively. The density static structure factor’s general behavior is identical to that of the single-component
BEC, illustrated in Fig. 13(a).
The magnitude of SD (kx , ky ) in two-component BEC
is relatively lower than that of the single-component BEC
at most kx values for the uniform and trapped case. Similarly SS (kx , ky ) has a higher magnitude relative to the
corresponding single-component static structure factor.
It reaches the plateau of the unit static structure factor rapidly, shown in Fig. 13(b). Thus, finite interspecies interaction strength diminishes the density static
structure factor in two-component BEC, whereas it intensifies the spin structure factor, in agreement with
results of [52]. Again this can be understood from
S(k) = 0 (k)/B (k). For a finite g+− , the effective interaction strength (g + g+− ) increases in the total density
part [refer to the first term in the second line of Eq.(2)],
leading to increment in the energy of the excitation relative to the single-component case with g+− = 0 and thus
decreasing the static structure factor. Simultaneously,
the effective interaction strength (g − g+− ) is reduced in
the spin-density term [refer to the second term in the
second line of Eq.(2)], resulting in the lower energy and
increasing the static structure factor relative to SD in
two-component BEC.
However, the F eynman relation discussed above is not
generally applicable to uniform BEC’s with spin-orbit
coupling [53]. The relation is not satisfied in the whole
momentum space, and applicability depends on the type
of ground state of SOC-BEC [54]. Therefore, we will utilize Eq. (12) only to compute and discuss the dynamic
structure factor features in trapped SOC-BEC.
Coming to the SOC-BEC with all interaction strengths
equal, namely g+− = g, the p
SD,S (kx , ky = 0, ω) is shown
for η 0 /η = 0.78 with η = 0.6 ~ωρ /m in Fig. 11(d-e), respectively. The figures illustrate a relatively broader nonvanishing frequency response at a given wavevector and
vice-versa, compared to the case without SOC. The corresponding static structure factors are shown in Fig. 13 (ab), respectively. In contrast to the single-component and
two-component BEC, both the static structure factors
−1
are finite in the limit of kx → 0. For fixed ky = a−1
ρ , 4aρ ,
the dynamic structure factor corresponding to the density and spin dynamic structure factor is shown in Fig.
12 (a-b) and (c-d) respectively.
We also illustrate the contribution of the first three
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FIG. 16: (color online). (a-b) respectively shows the ground state corresponding to
p the total density and spin-density (in units
0
of a−2
~ωρ /m. The dynamic structure factor for
ρ ) in miscible SOC configuration (g+− < g) for η /η = 0.78 with η = 0.6
density SD (kx , ky = 0, ω) and spin SS (kx , ky = 0, ω) in this case is shown in (c-d) respectively. (e-h) shows the corresponding
results for g+− > g.

FIG. 17: (color online). (a-b) respectively shows the ground state corresponding
to the total density and spin-density (in units
p
0
of a−2
~ωρ /m. The dynamic structure factor for density
ρ ) in miscible SOC configuration (g+− < g) for η /η = 0.78 with η = 2
SD (kx , ky = 0, ω) and spin SS (kx , ky = 0, ω) for this case is shown in (c-d) respectively. (e-h) shows the corresponding results
for g+− > g.

excited states, corresponding to j =1,2,3 from Eq.(11),
individually to the total density and spin structure factor in Fig. 14(a-b), respectively. And, compare them
with the same for a two-component BEC in Fig. 14(cd). In SOC-BEC, a finite contribution develops in both

the static factors j = 3 onwards, as kx → 0. However, in two-component BEC, these terms’ contribution
to SD,S (kx , ky ) as kx → 0 is negligible, illustrated in Fig.
14(c-d), respectively.
Furthermore, the SD (kx , ky ) in SOC-BEC consists a
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peak at kx → 0 followed by a minima and a maxima as kx
increases, illustrated in Fig. 13(a). Also, for SS (kx , ky ),
we observe a peak at finite kx , illustrated in Fig. 13(b).
The maxima in the SD (kx , ky ) is due to the behavior
of the fluctuations in the ground state wave function.
The density and spin fluctuation in terms of quasiparticle
amplitudes is respectively, given as,
X
∗
∗
δρ(r) =
[|u+,j + v+,j
|2 + |u−,j + v−,j
|2 ] (15)
j

δsz (r) =

X

∗
∗
[|u+,j + v+,j
|2 − |u−,j + v−,j
|2 ] (16)

j

The density static structure factor’s maxima coincides
approximately with the location of the maximum in the
fluctuations in the density relative to the total density,
in the momentum space, i.e., δρ (kx , ky = 0)/ρ(kx , ky =
0), illustrated in Fig. 15 (a) corresponding to the total
density. Fig. 15 (b), shows the Fourier transform of the
fluctuations, (δsz )k in the ground state corresponding
to the spin-density alongwith ky = 0. It does not have
clear maxima/minima like the previous one [Fig. 15 (a)].
However, SS shown in Fig. 13 (b) for η 0 /η = 0.78 has a
distinct peak whose location coincides with the peak in
Fig.15 (b) for the corresponding case.
The spin-orbit coupling further enhances the structure
factor’s amplitude for both the density and spin static
structure factor, shown in Fig. 13 (a-b), respectively.
Also, the peak’s amplitude at non-zero kx is relatively
large in the SS (kx , ky ) than in SD (kx , ky ). Similar to
the case without SOC, the effective interaction strength
gets reduced in the spin-density term which further leads
to lower excitation energy and enhancing the spin static
structure factor compared to the density structure factor.
The above discussion confines to the balanced intercomponent and intra-component interaction strengths,
i.e., g± = g. Based on the interaction strengths, the
characterisation of the ground state in an interacting
gas depends on the minima in the single-particle dispersion [27, 28], which is either a single-well (miscible,
g < g± ) or double-well (immiscible, g > g± ) type.
The ground state of our system has two possible phases:
zero-momentum phase and plane-wave phase [55, 56]. In
the miscible regime, SOC-BEC condenses in the zeromomentum state and has a extremely small value (∼
0) of spin-density, apparent from the magnitude of randomly fluctuating spin-density, shown in Fig. 16-17(b).
Whereas in the immiscible regime, SOC-BEC chooses
one of the two-wells as the ground state and is in the
plane-wave phase. In this regime, the spin-density is
finite-valued [56], illustrated in Fig. 16-17(f). Another
typical ground state phase in SOC-BEC literature is the
stripe phase [55], where the BEC remains in a superposition state of both well. However, the stripe phase is not
achievable in our system because there is no off-diagonal
coupling term in Eq. (2).
We next discuss the density and spin dynamic structure factor and the corresponding static structure factors

FIG. 18: (color online).Static structure factor for density
SD (kx , ky = 0) and spin SS (kx , ky = 0) in the SOC-BEC
case for p
ratio SOC strengths η 0 /η = 0.78 with η = 0.6, 2 (in
units of ~ωρ /m), for g+− < g is shown in (a-b) respectively.
(c-d) shows the corresponding results for g+− > g. Here, the
results have been normalized by the maximum value of the
corresponding static structure factor.

in SOC-BEC, in such miscible and and immiscible configuration. For both these configurations, we have shown total density and spin-density in the ground state with the
respective dynamic factorsp
in Fig. 16-17, for η 0 /η = 0.78
with η = 0.6, 1.8 (units of ~ωρ /m), respectively.
In the case of g+− < g, the density and spin dynamic
structure factor SD,S (kxp
, ky = 0, ω) for SOC strengths
0
η /η = 0.78 with η = 0.6 ~ωρ /m is shown in Fig. 16 (cd) respectively, and for g+− > g in Fig. 16 (g-h)
prespectively. For a higher value of SOC strength η = 2 ~ωρ /m
with η 0 /η = 0.78, the corresponding results appear in
Fig. 17. At a given SOC-strength and g+− < g, the DSF
for both total density and spin-density are symmetric
about kx = 0, i.e., SD,S (kx , ky = 0, ω) = SD,S (−kx , ky =
0, ω). In the opposite case, g+− > g, the energy spectrum possesses a minima-like feature, as discussed earlier.
Also, SOC-BEC chooses either of the two wells as the
ground state through the spontaneous symmetry breaking mechanism, which consequently affects the nature of
the DSF [19]. The symmetry under the exchange of kx to
−kx is now not respected. The DSF exhibits asymmetric
character about kx = 0 in both total density and spindensity, i.e., SD,S (kx , ky = 0, ω) 6= SD,S (−kx , ky = 0, ω),
illustrated respectively in Fig. 16-17(g-h).
Fig. 18 displays the static structure factor in both miscible and immiscible SOC-BEC. In the miscible case, for a
ratio of SOC strengths η 0 /η = 0.78 with values of η listed
in Fig. 18, the density and spin-density static structure
factor is shown in (a-b), respectively; (c-d) shows the corresponding results for the immiscible case. The features
discussed previously for balanced interaction strengths,
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e.g., non-zero static structure factor as kx → 0 and the
magnitude of static structure factor approaching unity at
large wave vector, remain valid.
The static structure factors in Fig. 18 are normalized
by their maximum value, i.e., SD,S /max{SD,S }, to show
the general features such as peaks, maxima/minima, and
not magnitude. The behavior of both the density and
spin static structure factors for smaller η is similar. It
develops a peak at finite kx and then reaches a constant value. However, the increase in the value of SOC
strength η results in maxima-minima variation
p in density and spin static structure factors for η = 2 ~ωρ /m.
Thus, the structure factor’s character is strongly affected
by the variation in the interaction strengths and the SOC
strengths.

IV.

CONCLUSION

Within the BdG theory framework, we analyse the
excitation spectrum in a trapped quasi-two-dimensional
two-component SOC-BEC for both balanced and unbalanced interaction strengths. For comparison, we also
computed the excitation spectrum in configurations without spin-orbit coupling, i.e., in the single-component and
two-component BEC. Apart from identifying low-energy
excitations such as dipole, quadrupole modes in SOCBEC, and single-component BEC, we examined various excitation modes probing a range of energy spectrum. We particularly demonstrate how the SOC results in the anisotropic quasiparticle amplitudes even in
an isotropic trapping potential. We also demonstrated
that the gauge part of the total angular momentum is
responsible for granting non-zero angular momentum to
the lowest-energy excitation in SOC-BEC.
Furthermore, the immiscible SOC-BEC configuration
possesses a minima-like feature in the excitation spectrum. The quasiparticle amplitudes near the minima
exhibit smudged-asymmetrical nature due to the imbalanced interaction strengths. We evaluate the dynamic
structure factor to understand the response of all these
configurations to the external perturbation, within the
BdG framework. Results in section III display the strong
impact of SOC strengths and the interaction strengths on
the the dynamic and static structure factor. The results
presented can be studied beyond the mean-field theory
by taking account of quantum fluctuations, e.g., using
the truncated Wigner approximation. Thus, enabling the
evaluation of structure factor in SOC-BEC at finite temperature. Moreover, Bragg spectroscopy allows one to
tune the momentum transfer over a wide range, and various properties, e.g., coherence [22], and vortices [57, 58]
can be probed in such a configuration.
We also show that the lowest energy excitation has a
non-zero angular momentum arising from the gauge part.
This may lead to the study the Einstein-de Haas effect
[59–61] in such system (magnetization present in the initial system can cause mechanical rotation in it). We can

tune the SOC parameters that change the non-Abelian
gauge potential and hence the effective magnetic field.
The magnetic field variation can lead to finite polarisation in the system causing rigid rotation in this system.
These may lead to interesting theoretical and experimental work in future.
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Appendix A: Details of Basis chosen and Integrals
used in section II B

Consider the following part of L̄+ from Eq. (5),


 

1
1
1 2 1
(px + mη)2 + mω 2 x2 +
py + mω 2 y 2
2m
2
2my
2

The above can be rewritten as:

 

2
2
2
2
P1 + X1 + P2 + X2
p
1
where, P1 = √2m
(px + mη), P2 = √ y , X1 =
2my
p
and X2 = m
ωy.
Defining
the
operators:
2

pm
2

ωx

1
1
m 1/4
a01 = √ (X1 + iP1 ), a02 = √ (
) (X2 + iP2 )
m
~ω
~ω
y
We get,
X12

+

P12

X22 + P22


0
= a0†
1 a1 +

0
= a0†
2 a2 +


1
~ω,
2
 r
1
m
~ω
2
my

¯ ) becomes
Using these operators, first part of L̄+ (or L̄
+
diagonal in the chosen basis with energy
1
E(K, L) = (K + mR L + [1 + mR ])~ω
2
p
where mR = m/my and K,L =0,1,...Nb .
We next provide the explicit form of the integrals used
for computing the matrix elements of Eq.(7) in the fol-
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Taking the Fourier transform of Eq.(B2), we get
X
SD (k, ω) =
| h0| ρ̂k |ji |2 δ(ω − (j − 0 )/~) (B4)

lowing:
Z Z
Ak0 l0 kl =
Z Z
Bk0 l0 kl =
Z Z
Ck0 l0 kl =
Z Z
Dk0 l0 kl =
Z Z
Ek0 l0 kl =
Z Z
Gk0 l0 kl =
Z Z
Hk0 l0 kl =
Z Z
Kk0 l0 kl =
Z Z
Lk0 l0 kl =
Z Z
Ok0 l0 kl =

dxdyφ∗k0 φ∗l0 [L̄+ ]φk φl

j

2
dxdyφ∗k0 φ∗l0 [g2D ψ+,0
]φk φl

The above expression is written in Lehmann representation [62]. Similarly, the DSF for spin-density can be
computed.

∗
]φk φl
dxdyφ∗k0 φ∗l0 [g2D ψ+,0 ψ−,0

dxdyφ∗k0 φ∗l0 [g2D ψ+,0 ψ−,0 ]φk φl
2.

In this part of Appendix, we will compute the matrix
element h0| ρ̂(r) |ji. To this purpose, we define the field
operators corresponding to each component as,


X
−iµt
† iωj∗ t
−iωj t
∗
~
ψ̂(r) = e
ψ̂0 (r) +
uj (r)b̂j e
+ vj (r)b̂j e

∗
∗
dxdyφ∗k0 φ∗l0 [−g2D ψ+,0
ψ−,0
]φk φl
∗
dxdyφ∗k0 φ∗l0 [−g2D ψ+,0
ψ−,0 ]φk φl

dxdyφ∗k0 φ∗l0 [L̄− ]φk φl

j

(B5)

2
dxdyφ∗k0 φ∗l0 [g2D ψ−,0
]φk φl
∗ 2
dxdyφ∗k0 φ∗l0 [−g2D ψ−,0
]φk φl

Fk0 l0 kl = −Ak0 l0 kl , Ik0 l0 kl = −Hk0 l0 kl , Jk0 l0 kl = Dk0 l0 kl
Mk0 l0 kl = Gk0 l0 kl , Nk0 l0 kl = −Ck0 l0 kl , Pk0 l0 kl = −Kk0 l0 kl

Appendix B: Details of Derivation from Section III
1.

Details of matrix element in Eq.(12)

∗ 2
]φk φl
dxdyφ∗k0 φ∗l0 [−g2D ψ+,0

where,
ψ̂(r)
=
[ψ̂+ (r) ψ̂− (r)]T ,
ψ̂0 (r)
=
T
[ψ̂+,0 (r) ψ̂−,0 (r)] , uj (r) = [u+,j (r) u−,j (r)]T and,
vj (r) = [v+,j (r) v−,j (r)]T .
The density operator corresponding to each component
is given as,
|ψ̂+ (r)|2 = |ψ̂+,0 (r)|2
X
∗
+
b̂j e−iωj t [u+j (r)ψ+,0
(r) + v+j (r)ψ+,0 (r)] + c.c.
j
2

|ψ̂− (r)|

Dynamic Structure factor in Lehmann
representation

= |ψ̂−,0 (r)|2
X
∗
+
b̂j e−iωj t [u−j (r)ψ−,0
(r) + v−j (r)ψ−,0 (r)] + c.c.
j

The dynamic correlation of a density fluctuation at
time t=0 and one at time ‘t’ is given as
SD (k, t) = h0| ρ̂k (t)ρ̂k (0) |0i

(B1)

Introducing a complete set of eigenstates of the Hamiltonian |ji and using the time evolution of the density
fluctuation i.e., ρ̂k (t) |0i = eiĤef f t ρ̂k e−iĤef f t |0i, Eq.(B1)
becomes
X
SD (k, t) =
h0| eiĤef f t ρ̂k e−iĤef f t |ji hj| ρ̂k |0i
j

=

X

| h0| ρ̂k |ji |2 e−i(j −0 )t

(B2)

j

where, Ĥef f is the effective Hamiltonian used for obtaining Eq.(2) and is given as
p̂2y
1
(p̂x Iˇ − σ̌z mη)2 +
Iˇ
2m
2my



2
2
+ VT rap + g2D |ψ+ | + |ψ− |
Iˇ

Ĥef f =

(B3)

(B6)
The matrix element h0| ρ̂(r) |ji = h0| [ρ̂(r), b̂†j ] |0i as
b̂†j |0i = |ji. Therefore, the matrix element corresponding
to operators for total density ρ̂(r) = |ψ̂+ (r)|2 + |ψ̂− (r)|2
and spin-density ŝz (r) = |ψ̂+ (r)|2 − |ψ̂− (r)|2 can be expressed as,

∗
h0| ρ̂(r) |ji = e−iωj t [u+j (r)ψ+,0
(r) + v+j (r)ψ+,0 (r)]
∗
+ [u−j (r)ψ−,0
(r) + v−j (r)ψ−,0 (r)]

−iωj t
∗
h0| ŝz (r) |ji = e
[u+j (r)ψ+,0
(r) + v+j (r)ψ+,0 (r)]
∗
− [u−j (r)ψ−,0
(r) + v−j (r)ψ−,0 (r)]
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