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We make use of Shannon entropy (S) and Fisher information (I) to study the response of atomic
density profiles of a spin-orbit coupled Bose-Einstein condensate to changes in the wave number
(κL) of the Raman laser that couples two hyperfine states of atoms in the condensate. The choice
for values of κL, the so-called spin-orbit parameter, and Rabi frequency (Ω) leads to two distinct
regions in the system’s energy spectrum with different order parameters and/or probability densities.
In addition, we can have a spatially modulated density profile, reminiscent of the so called stripe
phase. Our numbers for S and I demonstrate that for κ2

L < Ω (region 1) the density profile becomes
localized as κL increases while we observe delocalization in the density distribution for κ2

L > Ω
(region 2) for increasing values of κL. In the stripe phase the nature of S and I to changes in κL is
similar to that found for the condensate in region 2. The results for information theoretic quantities
in the stripe phase are, in general, augmented compared to those of region 2. In particular, the
highly enhanced values of position-space Fisher information imply an extremely concentrated atomic
density distribution to provide an evidence for supersolid properties of Bose-Einstein condensates
in the presence of spin-orbit coupling.
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I. Introduction

It is well-known that two popular information mea-
sures of a normalized-to-unity probability density ρ(x)
are provided by the so-called Shannon entropy [1]

Sρ = −
∫ ∞
−∞

ρ(x) ln ρ(x)dx (1)

and Fisher information [2]

Iρ =

∫ ∞
−∞

ρ(x)[
d

dx
ln ρ(x)]2dx. (2)

In the momentum space results corresponding to the one
dimensional quantities in Eqs. (1) and (2) are given by

Sγ = −
∫ ∞
−∞

γ(p) ln γ(p)dp (3)

and

Iγ =

∫ ∞
−∞

γ(p)[
d

dp
ln γ(p)]2dp, (4)

where γ(p) stands for the normalized-to-unity p-space
probability density. Bialynicki-Birula and Myceilski [3]
introduced a stronger version of the uncertainty relation
in terms of position- and momentum-space Shannon en-
tropies. For the one-dimensional system this relation
reads

Sρ + Sγ ≥ 2.14473. (5)

A similar uncertainty relation based on Fisher informa-
tion is given by [4, 5]

IρIγ ≥ 4. (6)

Although both Shannon entropy (S) and Fisher informa-
tion (I) are characterized by probability densities corre-
sponding to variation in some observable, S is very little
sensitive to changes in the distribution over a small-sized
region but I can detect local changes in the distribu-
tion. Consequently, these two information measures pro-
vide complementary descriptions of disorder in the sys-
tem. From mathematical viewpoint the former is a con-
vex while the latter is concave [6]. When one grows, the
other diminishes. Thus in applicative contexts it will be
of interest to make use of the properties of S and I to in-
vestigate how does the density distribution of a quantum
many-body system respond to external perturbation. In
this context there exists a large number of studies [7]
on Shannon entropies of many-electron systems which
attempt to establish that electron-electron correlation or
the so-called Coulomb correlation plays an important role
in the delocalization of electrons in the density distribu-
tion. More significantly, Romera and Dehesa [8] intro-
duced the product of the position-space Shannon entropy
power (Jρ = 1

2πee
(2/3)Sρ) and Fisher information as an

electronic correlation measure of two-electron systems.
In the recent past there have been similar attempts [9, 10]
to investigate the effect of Coulomb correlation in atoms
using Fisher information. Rather than electronic cloud
in an atom we are interested here in the atomic density
profile of a Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC).

The experimental realization of BECs [11–13] led to
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a progressively growing interest in the physics of cold
atoms. The success of the NIST group [14] to generate
abelian gauge fields in ultracold atomic systems serves
as a typical example. The synthetic magnetic field thus
obtained was used to introduce spin-orbit interaction in
a BEC consisting of two hyperfine states of 87Rb coupled
by a Raman Laser. In the present paper we shall make
use the information theoretic measures in Eqs. (1) - (4)
to examine the role of spin-orbit coupling (SOC) in af-
fecting the density distribution of atoms in a quasi-one
dimensional BEC with attractive inter-atomic interaction
confined in a harmonic trap.

The dynamics of the SOC BEC is governed by a cou-
pled Gross-Pitaevskii equation (GPE) [15] which, in ad-
dition to the parameters of the trapping potential and
strength of the inter atomic interaction, relies crucially
on the spin-orbit coupling parameter (κL) and so-called
Rabi frequency (Ω). The parameter κL is, in fact, the
wave number of the Raman Laser that couples two hy-
perfine atomic states to inject the effect of spin-orbit cou-
pling in the condensate. Depending on the choice for the
values of κL and Ω one can distinguish two different re-
gions in the linear energy spectrum of the system. In
region 1, characterized by κ2L < Ω, the dispersion curve
has a single minimum and the associated GPE supports
a usual sech2 solitonic solution [16]. On the other hand,
in region 2 with κ2L > Ω, the dispersion curve posses
two minima at momenta, say, ±k0, of the system. We
can have two different solutions of the GPE correspond-
ing to these minima. In addition, we can have a linear
superposition of these solutions that form a stripe phase
[17, 18] characterized by a modulated density profile. We
shall make use of the density profiles of a quasi-one di-
mensional SOC BEC corresponding to both regions 1
and 2 to obtain results for coordinate- and momentum-
space Shannon entropy and Fisher information. We shall
also compute similar results for condensate in the stripe
phase. This will give us an opportunity to examine the
role of spin-orbit coupling in localizing or de-localizing
the atomic density distribution in BECs. The spectral
properties noted here have also been found to play a role
in studying localization properties of the ground state of
SOC BEC [19] in optical lattices as well as in controlling
Josephson-type oscillation between solitonic components
[20] in the BEC.

By taking recourse to the use of a multi-scale expansion
method, Achilloes et al [15] provided analytical solutions
of the Coupled GPE representing a quasi-one dimen-
sional BEC of our interest. The coordinate-space solution−→
ψ (x, t) giving the upper and lower components of the
condensate’s order parameter was found to be character-
ized by a free parameter ε

√
ω0. Fortunately, solutions in

regions 1 and 2 as well as that representing the stripe soli-
ton are square integrable such that these can be Fourier
transformed to get the corresponding momentum-space

wave functions
−→
φ (p, t). Consequently, we can construct

expressions for normalized-to unity probability densities
in both coordinate- and momentum-spaces. In sec. 2 we

present results for such probability densities and study
their dependence on the tunable spin-orbit coupling pa-
rameter [21]. Admittedly, these probability densities in
conjunction with Eqs. (1)-(4) provide a useful basis to
critically examine how the localization or de-localization
in the distribution of cold atoms in a BEC can be con-
trolled by varying the strength of κL. In sec. 3 we present
results for Shannon entropies and Fisher information as
a function of κL and try to provide some useful evidence
regarding control of atomic density distribution in a SOC
BEC by judicious manipulation of the tunable spin-orbit
interaction. Finally, we make some concluding remarks
in sec. 4.

II. Density profiles

Making use of the coordinate-space solution [15] in re-
gion 1 and its momentum-space analog we found

ρ1(x) = ε

√
ω0

2∆
sech2(ε

√
2ω0

∆
x) (7)

and

γ1(p) =
π

4ε

√
∆

2ω0
sech2(

π

2ε

√
∆

2ω0
p) (8)

for the normalized position- and momentum-space den-
sity distribution for the harmonically trapped cold atoms
in our system of interest. Here ∆ is a function of the
spin-orbit coupling constant κL and Rabi frequency Ω
given by ∆ = 1 − κ2L/Ω. The subscript 1 on ρ and γ
merely to indicate that these symbols denote the den-
sity distribution in region 1. We shall follow the same
convention for profiles in region 2. To compute numer-
ical values of ρ, γ and of S, I we shall use ε2ω0 = 0.4
throughout the course of this work. Since the density
distribution is real we require ∆ > 0. In view of this
the condition κ2L < Ω sets an upper bound for the value
of κL. Here we have chosen to work with Ω = 150 and
varied from 2 to 10. In Figs. 1 and 2 we display the plots
of ρ1(x) and γ1(p) as functions of x and p respectively.
The solid line in Fig.1(a) gives the variation of ρ1(x) for
κL = 2 while the dotted curve gives similar variation for
κL = 10. As compared to solid curve, the dotted curve
is highly peaked. This indicates that by increasing the
strength of the spin-orbit coupling one can squeeze the
position-space density profile. We have verified that the
distribution of cold atoms gradually becomes stiffer as we
increase the value of κL. The solid and dotted curves in
Fig. 1(b) provide the momentum-space density distribu-
tion γ1(p) corresponding to same set of values for κL as
used in Fig. 1(a). As expected, in the reciprocal space,
the dotted curve (κL = 10) is rather flat compared to the
solid curve (κL = 2).

It is an interesting curiosity to note that, in region
2, the two different position-space order parameters [15]
corresponding to the minima ±k0 of the dispersion curve
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FIG. 1. (a) ρ1(x) as a function of x, (b) γ1(p) as a function
of p.

lead to same normalized density distribution represented
by

ρ2(x) = ε

√
ω0

2

κL
κ0

sech2(ε
κL
κ0

√
2ω0x). (9)

The corresponding momentum-space result reads

γ2(p) =
π

4ε
√

2ω0

κ0
κL

sech2(
1

2ε
√

2ω0

κ0
κL
π(κ0 + p)). (10)

Here κ0 =
√
κ2L − Ω2/κL. Since in region 2 κ2L > Ω,

for a chosen value of Ω, we have to use a different set
of values of κL to compute numbers for density profiles.
We assume Ω = 30 and work with (κL)min = 6 and
(κL)max = 14. In Fig. 2(a) we present the plot of ρ2(x)
as a function of x. The solid curve gives the variation of
ρ2(x) for κL = 6 and the dashed curve portray similar
variation for κL = 14. Clearly, the density distribution
ρ2(x) is peaked for the lower value of the coupling con-
stant and it becomes flat for higher value of κL. This
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FIG. 2. (a) ρ2(x) as a function of x, (b) γ2(p) as a function
of p.

behavior is just opposite to what we observed for the re-
sponse of position-space density distribution to spin-orbit
coupling. Fig. 2(b) shows the momentum-space density
distribution γ2(p) against p. Here the distribution repre-
sented by the solid curve (κL = 6) and that represented
by the dashed curve (κL = 6) is not overlapping; instead
they are situated at two different positions on the p axis.
The observed separation, whatsoever, can be attributed
to different values of k0 in the argument of the sech2 for
κL = 6 and 14.

In the stripe phase of the condensate the normalized
position-space density distribution of cold atoms can be
written as

ρs(x) = (c21 cos2(κ0x) + c22 sin2(κ0x)) sech2(bx)/d. (11)

The momentum-space analog of Eq. (11) is given by

γs(p) =
π

64bd
(|z1|2 + |z2|2). (12)
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Here, the complex quantities z1 and z2 read

z1 = (c1 + c2)cosecθ1 sec θ1 + (c1 − c2)(tan θ1 + tan θ∗2)
(13a)

and

z2 = (c1 − c2)cosecθ1 sec θ1 + (c1 + c2)(tan θ1 + tan θ∗2)
(13b)

with

θ1 =
b+ i(κ0 + p)π

4b
, θ2 =

b+ i(κ0 − p)π
4b

. (14)

The star over θ2 in Eq. (13) implies complex conjugation.
In Eqs. (11) and (12)

d = c21 + c22 + (c21 − c22)κ0πcosec(κ0π/b)/b (15)

with [15]

c1 = κ2L + Ω, c2 = κ0κL and b = (εκL/κ0)
√

2ω0.
(16)

Understandably, the subscript s on ρ and γ in Eqs. (11)
and (12) has been used to indicate that these quanti-
ties refer to density profiles for the condensate in the
stripe phase. Figures 5 and 6 give the coordinate- and
momentum-density distributions computed by using the
expressions in Eqs. (11) and (12). The solid curve in
Fig. 3(a) for κL = 6, save two humps on the wings,
appears to have a sech2 shape. We have verified that
the number of such humps increases gradually as we go
to higher values of the spin-orbit coupling. Finally, as
shown by the dashed curve (κL = 14) in this figure we
have practically, infinite number of undulations sitting
on the curve representing the distribution. Comparing
the curves in Figs. 2(a) and 3(a) we see that the solid
curves in both figures are peaked while the dashed curves
are relatively flat. The plot of γs(p) in Fig. 3(b) shows
that the solid curve has a saddle-like structure. Clearly,
the minimum of this curve at p = 0 arises due to the
maximum of the solid curve in Fig. 3(a) at x = 0. Sim-
ilarly, the two maxima in the saddle can be associated
with minima adjacent to the principal maximum of the
curve in Fig. 3(a) for ρs(x). The dashed curve exhibit
two branches placed symmetrically about the p axis and
both have sech2 shapes. This appears as a point of con-
trast with the plot of γ2(p) in Fig. 2(b) where there
appears only one such dashed curve.

III. Shannon entropies and Fisher information

Based on the expression for density profiles in Eqs. (7)
- (12) we shall now present numbers for Sρ, Sγ , Iρ and Iγ
for different values of κL and thus try to gain some phys-
ical weight for the effect of spin-orbit interaction on the
distribution of cold atoms in SOC BEC. We present in
Table 1 numbers for information theoretic measures com-
puted by the use of Eqs. (1), (2), (3), (4), (7) and (8).
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FIG. 3. (a) ρs(x) as a function of x, (b) γs(p) as a function
of p.

Here we also provide the results for entropy based uncer-
tainties US = Sρ + Sγ and UI = Iρ + Iγ respectively. As
used in the plots of density distributions in Figs. 1 and 2
we work with Ω = 150 but vary κL from 2 to 10 in steps
of 2. Looking at the numbers for Shannon entropy we see

κL Sρ Sγ US Iρ Iγ UI

2 1.4049 0.7572 2.1621 1.0958 4.0027 5.0985

4 1.3620 0.8009 2.1629 1.1940 3.6736 4.8676

6 1.2812 0.8809 2.1621 1.4035 3.1253 4.5288

8 1.1403 1.0218 2.1621 1.8605 2.3577 4.2182

10 0.8691 1.2930 2.1621 3.2000 1.3707 4.5707

TABLE I. Shannon entropy and Fisher information for SOC
BEC in region 1 (κ2

L < Ω).

that Sρ is a decreasing function of κL and, as expected, in
the reciprocal space the results for Sγ exhibit an opposite
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behavior. The Shannon entropy measures the spatial de-
localization of a density distribution such that the larger
the value of Sρ, more delocalized is the density distri-
bution. Thus the observed decrease in the values of Sρ
with increasing numbers for κL implies that by increas-
ing the strength of the spin-orbit constant we go from a
diffused to localized atomic distribution in the conden-
sate. From entries in columns 5 and 6 of the table it is
seen that the numbers for Fisher information Iρ increase
as the spin-orbit coupling becomes stronger and those for
Iγ decrease. This is quite expected since S and I provide
complementary descriptions of any probability distribu-
tion. More specifically, larger values of Iρ imply more
concentrated density distribution. Thus the results for
the Fisher information reconfirm our Shannon-entropy
based conclusion regarding the effect of SOC on atomic
density in the BEC. It is interesting to note the value of
US in column 4 does not depend on κL and is a constant
given by 2.1621. The values of Fisher-information based
uncertainty UI in column 7 show some inconsistency in
respect of this. However, the values for and never vio-
late the constraint implied by the uncertainty relations
in Eqs. (5) and (6).

Table 2 gives the results for Shannon entropies and
Fisher information when the parameters of the SOC BEC
satisfy conditions of region 2 as identified by the linear
energy spectrum of the GPE. All numbers in this table
were computed using Ω = 30 and varying κL from 6 to14
in steps of 2. Here Sρ is an increasing function of κL and
Sγ is a decreasing function. This behavior is just oppo-
site to that exhibited by Shannon entropies in Table 1.
For the lowest value of the spin-orbit coupling parame-
ter, namely, κL = 6, the number for is minimum such
that the associated distribution is well localized. As we
increase the value of κL the density distribution becomes
delocalized. As regards the values of Fisher information
we observe that Iρ is a decreasing function of κL while
Iγ is an increasing function verifying the predictions of
Shannon entropies. Thus in region 2 by increasing the

κL Sρ Sγ US Iρ Iγ UI

6 0.8256 1.3365 2.1621 3.49091 1.25655 4.7474

8 1.2944 0.8677 2.1621 1.3670 3.2087 4.5757

10 1.3713 0.7908 2.1621 1.1721 3.74223 4.9143

12 1.3962 0.7659 2.1621 1.1151 3.93385 5.0489

14 1.4066 0.7556 2.1621 1.0923 4.01599 5.1082

TABLE II. Shannon entropy and Fisher information for SOC
BEC in region 2 (κ2

L > Ω).

strength of the spin-orbit coupling we go from a concen-
trated to delocalized density distribution. This conclu-
sion is supported by values of both Shannon and Fisher
information measures. It is interesting to note that the
result for US in column 4 of Table 2 is exactly the same
as the corresponding value in Table 1. Also the values of
UI in both tables are in close agreement with each other.

For the SOC BEC in the stripe phase the results for
S and I calculated on the basais of Eqs. (11) and (12)
are displayed in Table 3. Comparing the numbers for
Sρ and Sγ of Table 2 with those in Table 3 we see that
as with the results for Shannon entropies for the BEC
in region 2, the values of (Sρ(Sγ)) for the BEC in the
stripe phase also increase(decrease) as κL increses from
8 to 14. The results for Iρ and Iγ in both tables take
up smaller and larger values with the increasing values
of κL. By comparing the entries in Table 3 for κL = 6

κL Sρ Sγ US Iρ Iγ UI

6 0.27974 2.21932 2.49906 22.52940 0.65579 23.18519

8 1.20534 1.58069 2.78603 27.13030 3.08425 30.21455

10 1.33025 1.49086 2.82111 20.04110 3.69123 23.73233

12 1.37057 1.46217 2.83274 14.79020 3.90926 18.69946

14 1.38736 1.45035 2.83771 11.31680 4.00272 15.31952

TABLE III. Shannon entropy and Fisher information for
tuned SOC-BEC in the stripe phase.

with corresponding quantities at higher values of κL, we
see that at the lowest value of κL considered by us the
results for Sρ have become rather inconsistent. This is an
indication that stripe phase cannot exist in BECs unless
the synthetic spin-orbit coupling is strong enough. It
is curious to note that the values of Iρ in Table 3 are
greater than the corresponding results in Table 2 by an
order of magnitude. But the corresponding numbers for
Iγ in both tables do not differ significantly from each
other. Thus the values of UI for the condensate in the
stripe phase are much higher than similar numbers for
the BEC in region 2. Very high values of Iρ in Table
3 tend to establish that in the stripe phase the density
distribution is highly localized. This is quite expected
since this phase characterizes the super-solid properties
of SOC BEC. On the other hand, from the large values
of UI it may be tempting to infer that supersolidity is a
purely quantum mechanical phenomenon.

IV. Conclusion

In this paper we exploited the properties of Shannon
entropy and Fisher information to examine the effect
of spin-orbit coupling on the density profiles of Bose-
Einstein condensates. All results presented are based on
a model Hamiltonian for the quasi-one dimensional SOC
BEC with attractive inter-atomic interaction confined in
a harmonic trap. The energy eigenvalues for the model
Hamiltonian of the system come in two different branches
defining two separate parametric regions and thus lead
to two distinct atomic density profiles. The spinor con-
densate in region 2 also develops a spontaneous stripe
structure to have still a different type of density distri-
bution. The condensate belonging to branch 1 (or region
1) is characterized by κ2L < Ω while that corresponding
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to branch 2 (or region 2) or stripe phase is constrained
by κ2L > Ω. The numerical results for S and I indicate
that the atomic density distribution in the condensate
of region 1 gradually becomes localized as we increase
the value of the spin-orbit coupling parameter κL. In
contrast to this, the opposite happens for the density
profiles of the condensate in region 2 and also for that in
the stripe phase. In both cases the density profiles be-
come delocalized as the value of κL increases. In general
results of Sρ, Sγ , Iρ and Iγ in Table 3 for the condensate
in the stripe phase are augmented compared to the cor-
responding values in Table 2 which displays the informa-
tion theoretic quantities for the BEC in region 2. More
specifically, the values of Iρ in the stripe phase is very
large implying that we have here a highly concentrated
atomic density distribution. Since BEC is already a su-
perfluid the noted density distribution tends to provide a
signature for the condensate to behave like a supersolid
[22].

A supersolid represents a state of matter character-
ized by the coexistence of two spontaneously broken sym-

metries, namely, the translational symmetry and gauge
symmetry [23]. In a recent paper [24] two of us (GAS
and BT) have demonstrated that one can try to restore
the Galilean variance and/or translational symmetry of
a quasi-one dimensional SOC-BEC by loading the con-
densate in an optical trap and periodically modulating
the parameters of the nonlinear lattice in the vicinity of
the Feshbach resonance. It will, therefore, be quite inter-
esting to make use of information theoretic methods to
study the properties atomic density profiles of an SOC
BEC in an optical lattice with a view to disclose the
physics stemming from the interplay between spin orbit
coupling and lattice effects.
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