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Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless transitions in an easy-plane ferromagnetic superfluid
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A two-dimensional (2D) spin-1 Bose gas exhibits two Berezenskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT) tran-
sitions in the easy-plane ferromagnetic phase. The higher temperature transition is associated with
superfluidity of the mass current determined predominantly by a single spin component. The lower
temperature transition is associated with superfluidity of the axial spin current, quasi-long range
order of the transverse spin density and binding of polar-core spin vortices (PCVs). Above the
spin BKT temperature, the component circulations that make up each PCV spatially separate,
suggesting possible deconfinement analogous to quark deconfinement in high energy physics. Inter-
component interactions give rise to superfluid drag between the spin components, which we calculate
analytically at zero temperature. We present the mass/spin superfluid phase diagram as a function
of quadratic Zeeman energy q. At ¢ = 0 the system is in an isotropic spin phase with SO(3) sym-
metry. Here the fluid response exhibits a system size dependence, suggesting the absence of a BKT
transition. Despite this, for finite systems the decay of spin correlations changes from exponential

to algebraic as the temperature is decreased.

Spinor Bose gases boast a plethora of spin phases,
providing an ideal system for studying equilibrium and
non-equilibrium properties of phase transitions [1, 2]. At
zero temperature a ferromagnetic spin-1 condensate with
quadratic Zeeman energy 0 < ¢ < ¢o is in the easy-
plane phase, with go a quantum critical point [3, 4].
This phase exhibits two broken continuous symmetries:
a U(1) symmetry associated with global phase coher-
ence and an SO(2) symmetry associated with transverse
spin coherence [5]. Quenching the system from the polar
(¢ > qo) to the easy-plane phase has revealed rich non-
equilibrium dynamics as the system orders to the new
ground state [6-17].

An even richer phase structure is possible at finite tem-
perature due to the multitude of possible defects and su-
perfluid currents [18-26]. In 2D, it is well known that
true long-range order is prohibited [27, 28] and that the
onset of superfluidity is instead associated with a BKT
transition [29-31]. In an easy-plane ferromagnetic spin-
1 Bose gas, the two continuous symmetries give rise to
two distinct BKT temperatures [25]. Beyond the exis-
tence of these transitions, however, little is known about
the finite temperature phases of this system. At g = 0,
the order parameter manifold changes from U(1) x SO(2)
to SO(3) [32]. In general, the nature of superfluidity in
SO(3) systems is not well understood [25, 33-37].

In this work we explore the finite temperature be-
haviour of a 2D spin-1 ferromagnetic Bose gas in the easy-
plane phase. Results are obtained via sampling of the dy-
namical evolution of the system (c.f. Ref. [25], which em-
ploys a Monte Carlo Wolff algorithm). We observe that
the system first transitions to a mass-superfluid state

and then, at a lower temperature, transitions to a spin-
superfluid state, in agreement with Ref. [25]. The mass
transition is predominantly determined by the superflu-
idity of the m = 0 spin component (with m € {-1,0,1}
the spin-1 magnetic sublevels). The spin transition is
driven by the binding/unbinding of PCVs, which consist
of spatially confined equal and opposite circulations in
the m = +1 components. Above the spin BKT tem-
perature, the m = 41 component circulations spatially
separate, suggesting possible deconfinement analogous to
a color plasma. We identify superfluid drag between spin
components, arising from spin interactions [38—40], which
we calculate analytically at zero temperature. We deter-
mine the (7 ¢) superfluid phase diagram for 0 < ¢ < qo.
At g = 0, the fluid response exhibits a system size depen-
dence, suggesting the absence of a BKT transition [25].
Despite this, for finite-sized systems the decay of cor-
relations of total spin still change from exponential to
algebraic as the temperature is decreased. The decay ex-
ponent is close to 1/2 at the cross-over, twice that of U (1)
systems. The recent observation of thermalization of a
quasi-1D easy-plane spin-1 Bose gas [41] demonstrates
that our results could be observed in current experiments.

Formalism. We use a simple-growth stochastic Gross-
Pitaevskii model that couples a three-component spinor
field ¥ = (t1,%0,%_1)T to a grand canonical reservoir
at chemical potential p and temperature T [42-46],

ihdW = (1 —iv) (L{U} — p®)dt + ihdW . (1)



The nonlinear operator £ {¥} reads
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and describes time evolution arising from the kinetic en-
ergy, quadratic Zeeman shift, density-dependent inter-
actions (coupling constant g, > 0), and spin-dependent
interactions (coupling constant g, < 0). Here n = ¥i1¥
and F, = WTf, U are the density and spin density re-
spectively, with 1 the identity matrix in spin space, and
fo the spin-1 matrices (o € {z,y,2}). The dimension-
less rate v determines how strongly the system couples
to the reservoir and dW = (dw; ,dwg,dw_1) are Gaus-
sian distributed complex noise terms with correlations
(dw, (r) dwpy (v')) = 29kpTé(r — 1')0p m dt /H.  Sta-
tionary solutions to Eq. (1) sample the grand canonical
ensemble and are independent of v [43]. In a uniform
system, qo = 2|gs|n = 2|gs|1/gn.-

We simulate a condensate with weak spin interactions
lgs| = 0.1g,, on an N x N grid with periodic boundary
conditions. We use a plane wave basis cut off at the
thermal energy kpT [47, 48]. With an adjustment to ac-
count for our use of a square grid, this gives a grid spacing
Ax = \/27h?/MkpT. We take 1 &~ 5qg as a convenient
energy scale with associated length unit x, = h//Mpu.
We express the temperature in terms of the dimension-
less quantity 7 = Mg, kgT/h?p, which captures the de-
pendence of thermodynamic properties on both temper-
ature and chemical potential [47, 48]. Equilibrium states
are obtained by evolving Eq. (1) until ¢ ~ 10°h/u. We
then evolve the equilibrium state, sampling at intervals
of 10A/u, to build up an ensemble of ~ 10* states from
which thermal averages are calculated. The system size
and hence thermalization time diverge as T decreases,
therefore we restrict our analysis to 7 > 0.05.

Spin and mass BKT transitions. The two continuous
symmetries in the easy-plane phase give rise to two super-
fluid currents at low temperatures [25]. The first is a mass
superfluid current arising from the global phase coher-
ence. The second is an F, spin superfluid current arising
from coherence of the transverse spin F| = (Fy, F))) [49].
The mass superfluid density can be determined from the
response of the system to slowly moving boundary walls,
via the current-current response tensor,

x) = o [ eI 3)
B

Here J = (h/M)Im(}",, ¥}, V) is the total mass cur-
rent, and angle brackets denote a thermal average. In the
long-wavelength limit, the longitudinal component y* (k)
of the tensor x (k) is affected by the total fluid response,
while the transverse component x7 (k) of x(k) is only af-
fected by the normal fluid response [50-52]. The mass
superfluid density is then p, = lims_o[x*(k) — x7 (k)]
(see Appendix D of [50] for details [53]). We extend
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FIG. 1. (a) Mass (black circles) and F; spin (red circles) su-
perfluid densities, determined from Eq. (3), as a function of
dimensionless temperature 7. With reducing 7 the system
first exhibits mass superfluidity and subsequently F, spin su-
perfluidity. The superfluid densities obtained from fitted n,,s,
via pp,s = MkBT/QWIian,S, coincide with those determined
from Eq. (3) (matching black and red squares). We identify
the precise BKT temperatures 7, s to be the temperatures
where 7, = 1/4. Diamonds are po,o (see text). Inset: cor-
relations of 19 decay algebraically below the mass superfluid
transition (Go ~ r~"), while correlations of F, decay alge-
braically below the spin superfluid transition (G1 ~ r7"*).
Red lines are fits. (b), (c) Transverse (circles) and longitu-
dinal (unfilled squares) components of limg—0 Xum,m’ (k). Su-
perfluid drag po,1 (p—1,1) appears below 7, (7s). The analytic
zero-temperature an,m/ (0) is indicated by filled squares. [Re-
sults for ¢ = 0.03p =~ 0.15¢q0, N = 256.]

this procedure to determine the F), spin superfluid den-
sity ps by considering the response to a “spin depen-
dent” moving boundary, where the m = +1 boundaries
move in opposite directions and the m = 0 boundary is
stationary (in experiments, this could be engineered via
spin-dependent light fields [54]). We then replace J by
J. = (h/M) Im(zmym/ ¢L(fz)mm’vwm’) in Eq. (3)

In Fig. 1 we plot the mass and spin superfluid densities
determined from Eq. (3). Clearly evident are the two dis-
tinct BKT temperatures 7, and 7, associated with the
onset of mass and spin superfluidity, respectively. Below
the mass (spin) BKT temperature, two-point correlations
of ¢y (F 1) change from decaying exponentially to decay-
ing algebraically,
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see inset to Fig. 1(a). The mass (spin) superfluid den-
sities estimated from the decay exponents 7, (ns), via
Pns = MkpT/2mh?n, s [30], show excellent agreement
with those determined from Eq. (3), see Fig. 1. Precisely
at the respective BKT temperatures the exponents take
on a universal value of 1/4 [31]; hence we identify 7, and
T, in Fig. 1 as the temperatures where 7, s = 1/4.

Superfluid drag. We can also examine the more general
response functions

M )
Xm,m' (K) = — ere_zk'rUm(O)JM’ (r)), (5
’ kT
with J,,, = (/M) Im(yp) Vib,,). Note Xomm' = Xm/.m
and, due to symmetry under m = 1 < m = -1,

Xm,m’ = X—m,—m'- Defining pp s = hmk—m[xf;z,m’ (k) -
Xﬁ,m’ (k)], with X%m, (Xan,m') the transverse (longitu-
dinal) components of X, m/, the mass and spin super-
fluid densities can be decomposed as p,, = Zm e Prm,m?
and ps = Y, . MM pp m. We find that mass super-
fluidity is prirﬁarily determined from poo at the mass
transition, see Fig. 1(a). The transverse and longitudi-
nal components of the four independent X,/ are shown
in Fig. 1(b) and Fig. 1(c). Off-diagonal contributions
Pm,m’'+m indicate “superfluid drag” between components
m and m’ [55], see Fig. 1(c). In other multicomponent
systems, superfluid drag occurs via current-current cou-
pling and is known as the Andreev-Bashkin effect [55, 56],
whereas in the spin-1 system it occurs due to inherent in-
tercomponent interactions [38-40].

The zero-temperature x% . (0) can be obtained an-
alytically as follows. Beginning with a stationary,
uniform system, we impart current (n.,hk,,/M)%X into
spin component m (with n,, = |¥.]?). Due to
intercomponent interactions, this will induce currents
(N Bk /M)% in components m’ # m. We obtain
the kpym/km by minimizing the additional kinetic en-
ergy 0E = (I?/2M) 32,14, o'k, subject to the con-
straint k1 + k_1 — 2kp = 0 imposed by minimization
of the spin-interaction energy. Defining a wavenumber
nmk = Zm, Nk and comparing with the relation
N = Y X (0) we surmise x5,/ (0) = npr ke [k,
where k,,/k has an implicit dependence on m. This is
confirmed in Fig. 1(b) and Fig. 1(c).

Topological properties and confinement. In the easy-
plane phase the system supports two topologically dis-
tinct vortices, associated with the U(1) and SO(2) sym-
metries respectively. The destruction of mass superflu-
idity coincides with a proliferation of free 1y vortices,
see Fig. 2(a), consistent with the finding that p, = pgo
close to the mass BKT transition (Fig. 1). The destruc-
tion of spin superfluidity coincides with a proliferation
of free F| vortices, see Fig. 2(a). Since 1y is coher-
ent at this temperature, these circulations can be iden-
tified as PCVs, rather than Mermin-Ho vortices [57-59].
[Free vortices are identified by convolving the relevant
field with a Gaussian filter before detecting divergences
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FIG. 2. (a) Right axis: Free F' | vortices proliferate for 7 > T,
(red circles), which can be identified as PCVs for 7 < T,.
Free 1o vortices proliferate for 7 > T, (black circles). Free
Y11p_1955 vortices proliferate for 7 2 0.3 (blue circles), sug-
gesting deconfinement of PCVs, analogous to a color plasma.
Left axis: coherence between 1115 and ¥ 119, measured by
(cos(01 + 0—1 — 260p)) (gray dashed line), decreases with in-
creasing temperature, along with a decrease of the “coupling
strength” (|119_1||vo|?) (gray dotted line). (b) Profiles of
01 + 0_1 — 20 at two temperatures (inverted triangles in
(a)). Unfilled (filled) circles denote positive (negative) free
Y1Y_1951g circulations. [Results for ¢ = 0.03u, N = 256.]

in the vorticity field. We choose a filter of width 5\/5:1%,
which is on the order of the core size of a cold PCV [60],
with \/5xu ~ h/\/2M|gs|n the approximate spin healing
length.]

A single F; vortex consists of equal and opposite
phase windings of 11§ and ¥ _19§ bound by the spin-
exchange energy 2gs Reyny_1¢§§ [57, 61]. This spin-
exchange energy increases linearly with separation be-
tween the 119§ vortices [62], analogous to confine-
ment in quantum chromodynamics [63—-65]. We find that
the coherence between 11§ and ¥* 1y, measured by
(cos(01 + 0_1 —26p)) (with 6, the phase of ), de-
creases with increasing temperature, see Fig. 2(a). Fur-
thermore, there is a proliferation of free vortices in the
quantity Y1_19§ys for T 2 0.3, see Fig. 2(a),(b),
indicating spatial separation of ;15 and _i¢g vor-
tices. This suggests possible PCV deconfinement, anal-
ogous to deconfinement in a color plasma. In such a
plasma, this is enabled by a decrease in the strong-
force coupling strength with increasing temperature [66,
67]. Analogously, the spin-exchange “coupling strength”
{|1_1||10]?) decreases with increasing temperature,
see Fig. 2(a). Ignoring fluctuations in |1g| and n, this
coupling strength is o< y/n? — F2 and hence diminishes
with increasing fluctuations of F, [68].

Spin/mass superfluid phase diagram. The depen-
dence of T, and T; on ¢/p is shown in Fig. 3(a). The
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FIG. 3. (a) (T,q) phase diagram showing mass and spin su-
perfluid transitions (solid black lines). The colormap gives the
mass and spin superfluid densities. The spin BKT tempera-
ture decreases linearly with increasing g, approaching zero as
q — qo (grey dashed line is < 1 — ¢/qo with qo = 2|gs|u/gn =
0.21). Results for N = 256. (b) At ¢ = 0, the mass fluid re-
sponse x 7 (k) (solid lines) exhibits a system size dependence.
For comparison, x7 (k) at ¢ = 0.01y (dashed lines) converge
for increasing N. (c) Correlations of total spin, showing a
cross-over from exponential to algebraic decay at 7 ~ 0.3
(system sizes as in (b)). Correlations decay close to r~/2 at
the cross-over temperature. A sampling time of 2.5 x 10°k/u
is used for the N = 512 results in (b) and (c) to avoid auto-
correlation.

linear dependence of T, on ¢ follows from evaluating the
zero-point of the free energy F' = E—T'S of a single PCV,
which gives T; &« 1—¢q/qo [16, 69]. Here S = 2kp In L and
E=% fé r=2d’r = 7K In(L/¢s) are the entropy and
energy respectively of a single free (but confined) PCV,
with L the system size and K =~ h%(1—q/qo)p/2g, M the
spin-wave stiffness. Applying the same free-energy argu-
ment to vortices in the m = 0 component would give
Trn x 14 q/qo. While this qualitatively captures the in-
crease in T,, with ¢/qo, the linear behaviour holds only for
large ¢/qo. The spin superfluid transition extrapolates to
zero at ¢ = qo. At these low temperatures we expect or-
dering behaviour to be affected by both quantum and
thermal fluctuations [70-72].

At ¢ = 0 the order parameter manifold is SO(3) [2, 32],
combining the symmetry of the full spin vector F =
(Fy, Fy, F.) and gauge symmetry into a single mani-
fold, with vortices fundamentally distinct from U(1) sys-
tems [32]. The nature of superfluidity and the potential
for BKT transitions in SO(3) systems is not well under-
stood [25, 33-37]. We find that the mass fluid response
xT (k) exhibits a system size dependence for long wave-

lengths, see Fig. 3(b). This suggests the absence of a
q = 0 mass BKT transition in the thermodynamic limit,
consistent with the conclusion of [25]. Despite this, we
still see a cross-over from exponential to algebraic decay
in correlations of total spin,

Gr(r) = {F(0) - F(r)) : (6)

see Fig. 3(c). The cross-over temperature 7 = 0.3 slowly
decreases with increasing system-size, and hence may go
to zero in the thermodynamic limit. In the finite-sized
systems explored here, Gg(r) decays close to /2 at
the cross-over temperature, rather than as r—/* typical
for U(1) systems. This is similar to the scaling of low-
temperature correlations in a finite-sized ferromagnetic
Heisenberg model in 2D [73]. Importantly, though, the
order parameter manifold of the Heisenberg model is 52,
not SO(3), and hence does not support vortices [74]. A
cross-over in the behaviour of correlations around a well-
defined temperature has been identified in a Heisenberg
antiferromagnet on a triangular lattice, which also has
an SO(3) order parameter manifold [36, 37, 75].

Discussion. In this work we identified two BKT tran-
sitions in the easy-plane phase of a ferromagnetic spin-1
Bose gas. We characterised the transitions in terms of
relevant vortices and inter- and intra-component fluid re-
sponses, and identified possible deconfinement of PCVs
above the spin-superfluid transition. At ¢ = 0 the fluid
response exhibits a system size dependence, however cor-
relations of total spin still exhibit a cross-over from expo-
nential to algebraic decay. It would be interesting to anal-
yse this behaviour for vanishingly small ¢ and how this
depends on system size. Extending our work, one could
explore the role of non-zero axial magnetization, which
adjusts the relative density of the m = +1 spin compo-
nents and modifies the nature of the PCVs [60]. One
could also explore the role of transverse trapping [76],
which may affect the mass and spin superfluidities differ-
ently.

Our work opens up the possibility to explore tem-
perature quenches across the spin BKT transition and
to study nonequilibrium processes such as Kibble-Zurek
scaling and coarsening dynamics. Comparisons with the
extensive work on zero-temperature quenches to the easy-
plane phase [6-17], particularly close to ¢g, could illu-
minate the role of quantum versus thermal fluctuations
in the symmetry breaking and nonequilibrium dynam-
ics [70-72]. We have shown that the m = %1 spin com-
ponents decohere for increasing temperature, indicating
states beyond the low-temperature U(1) x SO(2) mani-
fold. For very high temperatures we expect restoration
to the full SU(3) manifold; our work paves the way to
explore how such a phase emerges.
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