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The Josephson dynamics of the Bose-Einstein condensation with Raman-induced spin-orbit cou-
pling is investigated. A quasi-1D trap is divided into two reservoirs by an optical barrier. Before the
tunneling between the reservoirs is turned on, the system stays in its equilibrium ground state. For
different spin-orbit coupling parameters and interaction strengthes, the ground state displays a rich
phase diagram. In this work we focus on the plane wave phase and the stripe phase. Our calculation
shows that, when the tunneling is turned on, the plane wave phase evolves into a dynamical stripe
phase, that is, the density of the particle changes from uniform to periodically modulated. Basically,
this stripe is described by a sine function and the wave length, the amplitude and the initial phase
of the function are all varying with time. If the system stays in stripe phase initially, the stripes
become “sliding” when the tunneling is turned on, which reflects the running of one of the phases
of the wave function.

I. INTRODUCTION

Tunneling is an intriguing and fundamental phe-
nomenon in quantum mechanics. A famous example is
the Josephson effect [1, 2], which has been widely studied
in solid state superconductors [3, 4], superfluid helium [5–
7]. The Josephson effect manifests itself as an oscillation
between two macroscopic wave functions. Such a macro-
scopic quantum phenomenon has applications in various
fields, for instance, the quantum information and compu-
tation [8, 9], and precision measurements [10]. Recently,
an analogue of the Josephson effect in ultracold atomic
gases has been observed in both bosonic [11, 12] and
fermionic systems [13, 14]. Furthermore, experiments of
cold atoms also explored the dynamics of superfluids in
multiply connected traps with Josephson junctions. It is
an important step in the construction of ultracold atomic
“circuits” and the the realization of atomtronic quantum
interference device (AQUID) [15–17].

On another front, based on the Berry phase effect the
synthetic spin-orbit (SO) coupling has been generated
in ultracold atoms using atom light interaction. For in-
stance, the so-called “Raman-induced SO coupling” has
been realized in both bosonic [18] and fermionic systems
[19, 20], which is a coupling between spin and motion
of atoms in one spatial dimension. Recently, the two-
dimensional SO coupling has also been realized in cold
atoms [21–24]. These progresses have stimulated inten-
sive studies in this area [25, 26]. While the Josephson
effect has been well studied in the conventional BEC
and fermionic superfluids, the Josephson dynamics of SO
coupled systems was also discussed in several theoretical
works [27–29].

In this work we investigate Josephson dynamics of the

∗Electronic address: boyangleo@gmail.com

Bose-Einstein condensates (BECs) with Raman-induced
SO coupling in an elongated trap, which is divided into
two reservoirs by an optical barrier as sketched in Fig. 1
(a). The BEC with Raman-induced SO coupling has rich
zero-temperature phase diagram, which has been deter-
mined in Refs.[30, 31]. For certain parameters the en-
ergy spectrum of the system has two minima, the BEC
can condense at one minimum to form a “plane wave”
phase, or it can condense at both of the minima to form
a “stripe” phase. Compared to the conventional BECs
it’s interesting to investigate the Josephson dynamics of
BECs with more complex phase diagrams. Here we show
how the system evolves when the tunneling between the
two reservoirs is turned on. First, if the system stays
in the plane wave phase initially, one observes that it
will evolve into a dynamical stripe phase. The particle
density changes from uniform to a periodically modu-
lated pattern, a sine function. By “dynamical” we mean
that the amplitude, wave length and the initial phase of
the sine function are all varying with respect to time.
Second, if the system stays in the stripe phase initially,
then it becomes “sliding” when the tunneling is turned
on. The variations of amplitude and wave length of the
stripe are barely observable. However, the initial phase
keep running with time, then the stripe exhibits a “slid-
ing” behavior. These phenomena are new state of matter,
which have not been observed in experiments. They may
stimulate potential applications in future.

Our work is organized as the followings. In Sec. II we
introduce the Hamiltonian that describes the SO coupled
BECs and the tunneling between them. Furthermore, to
study the time evolution of the system, the mean-field
Lagrangian and Eular-Lagrange equations are derived.
In Sec. III we show how the system varies from the plane
wave phase when the tunneling is turned on. In Sec. IV
we show how the system varies from the stripe phase.
Finally, Sec. V provides our conclusions. In Appendix
A we present the explicit forms of the Eular-Lagrange
equations of the system.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.08585v1
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II. MODEL

In the realistic experiment the Josephson dynamics can
be studied in a setup presented in Ref. [13], where a
elongated trap is divided into two reservoirs using a thin
optical barrier. We consider a model similar to this setup.
Then the Hamiltonian can be cast into three parts (~ =
1)

H = HL +HR +HT , (1)

where Hj(j = L,R) describes SO coupled BEC in the
j-th reservoir and is written as

Hj =
∫

Rej

dx
{

Ψ†
j(x)h0Ψj(x) +

g↑↑
2

|ψj↑(x)|4 +
g↓↓
2

|ψj↓(x)|4

+g↑↓|ψj↑(x)|2|ψj↓(x)|2
}

. (2)

The reservoirs are one dimensional and the integration
above is taken in the region Rej for the j-th reserv-
ior, where ReL = [−l, 0] and ReR = [0, l] and l is
the length of the two reservoirs. Two-component Bose
gases are prepared in the reservoirs with SO coupling
generated via Raman coupling. ψj↑(x) and ψj↓(x) are
the annihilation operators of the two components, and

Ψj(x) =
(

ψj↑(x) ψj↓(x)
)T

. The interaction coupling
constants between the bosons are denoted as g↑↑, g↓↓
and g↑↓. In this work we consider the spin symmetric
case, and hence we set g↑↑ = g↓↓ = g. The single-particle
Hamiltonian h0 with Raman-induced SO coupling is writ-
ten as the following

h0 =

(

(−i∂x+k0)
2

2m
Ω
2

Ω
2

(−i∂x−k0)
2

2m

)

, (3)

where Ω is the strength of the Raman coupling and k0
is the wave vector of the laser. The single particle dis-
persion has two branches, which can be derived as the
following

Ek,± =
k2x
2m

±
√

k2xk
2
0

m2
+

Ω2

4
. (4)

For Ω < 4Er, where Er = k20/2m is the recoil energy,
the lower branch Ek,− displays two degenerate minima
as sketched in Fig.1 (a), Fig.2 (a) or Fig.4 (a).

The tunneling partHT describes the weak link between
the two reservoirs, and is written as

HT = K
(

Ψ∗
L(0)ΨR(0) + Ψ∗

R(0)ΨL(0)
)

, (5)

where K is the tunneling parameter and the tunneling of
the bosons occurs at the location x = 0.

When the tunneling between the two reservoirs is
turned off, the system stays in the ground state. In this
work we consider the situation that the lower branch of
the single particle dispersion has double degenerate min-
ima, then the condensate wave function can be written
as the following,

Ψj(x) =
√
nje

iφj

(

cosαj

(

cos θj
− sin θj

)

ei(kjx+γj)

+sinαj

(

sin θj
− cos θj

)

e−i(kjx+γj)

)

, (6)

where nj is the number density of bosons, and kj , αj

and θj are the variational parameters, which can be de-
termined by minimizing the energy. For certain param-
eters the energy minimization generates αj = 0 or π/2,
then the condensate wave function is a plane wave with
momentum kj or −kj , which is the “plane wave” phase
[30, 31]. For some parameters the energy minimization
yields αj = π/4. It’s a superposition of two wave func-
tion components with different momenta (kj and −kj).
Spatially it exhibits a periodic density modulation. This
is the “stripe phase”. Furthermore, in order to study the
Josephson effect, a overall phase φj and a relative phase
γj between the two parts with momentum kj and −kj
have to be taken into account.

When the tunneling between the two reservoirs is
turned on, the dynamics of the system can be derived

from the action principle δ
∫ t2
t1
Ldt = 0, where the La-

grangian is given by

L =
∑

j=L,R

∫

Rej

dx Ψ∗
j i∂tΨj −H. (7)

In the mean-field level the Lagrangian can be calculated
by simply replacing the field Ψj with the ground state
wave function in Eq. (6). Then it can be explicitly pre-
sented as the following,

L = ln0

{

zp ˙δφ− (1 + zp)

(

−(k̇Ll/2− γ̇L) cos 2αL +
k2L + k20
2m

+
kLk0
m

cos 2θL − Ω

2
sin 2θL

)

−(1 + zp)
2

(

G1

(

1 +
1

2
sin2 2αL sin2 2θL

)

+G2

(

1− sin2 2αL − sin2 2θL + sin2 2αL sin2 2θL
)

)

− (1− zp)

(

( ˙kRl/2 + ˙γR) cos 2αR +
k2R + k20

2m
+
kRk0
m

cos 2θR − Ω

2
sin 2θR

)
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−(1− zp)
2

(

G1

(

1 +
1

2
sin2 2αR sin2 2θR

)

+G2

(

1− sin2 2αR − sin2 2θR + sin2 2αR sin2 2θR
)

)

−2K ′
√

1− z2p

{

cos δφ
[

cos (αR − αL) cos (θR − θL) cos (γR − γL) + sin (αR + αL) sin (θR + θL) cos (γR + γL)
]

− sin δφ
[

cos (αR + αL) cos (θR − θL) sin (γR − γL)− sin (αR − αL) sin (θR + θL) sin (γR + γL)
]

}

}

, (8)

Here the total particle number is fixed as (nL + nR)l =
N and we define the average number density as n0 ≡
N/2l. Then, nL and nR are not independent, neither do
φL and φR. The Lagrangian only depend on the phase
difference δφ = φL − φR and the particle number bias
zp = (nL − nR)/2n0. The interaction parameters are
defined as G1 ≡ n0(g + g↑↓)/4 and G2 ≡ n0(g − g↑↓)/4.
The tunneling parameter is redefined as K ′ = K/l.
In general we assume all the parameters kj , αj , θj ,

γj , δφ, and zp are time dependent and their temporal
variation can be derived by the Euler-Lagrange equations

∂L

∂λi
=

∂

∂t

( ∂L

∂λ̇i

)

, (9)

where λi represent the parameters kj , αj , θj , γj , δφ, zp,

and λ̇i = ∂tλi. Please refer to the appendix A for the
detailed equations.

III. THE JOSEPHSON EFFECT IN THE PLANE

WAVE PHASE

In this section we study the Josephson dynamics when
the system stays in the plane wave phase initially. We
will discuss two cases. First, the plane waves in both
reservoirs are with momenta of the same sign, for in-
stance, kL and kR are both positive as in Fig. 1 (a).
Second, the momenta of the plane waves are of the op-
posite sign as shown in Fig. 2 (a). When the tunneling
between the two reservoirs are turned on, the variations
of all the parameters are demonstrated as in Fig. 1 and
2. It’s straight-forward to observe that, when the cou-
pling strength K ′ is small, the parameters kj , θj and
αj just oscillate around their values of the equilibrium
state. The particle number bias zp exhibits the behav-
ior of self-trapping for small K ′. As K ′ increases zp and
δθ demonstrate the behavior of Josephson oscillation as
shown in Fig. 1 (b), (c) and Fig. 2 (b), (c). To study
the spin behavior we define a spin bias as the following

zs ≡ (nL↑ − nL↓)l − (nR↑ − nR↓)l

N

=
1 + zp

2
cos 2θL cos 2αL − 1− zp

2
cos 2θR cos 2αR.

(10)

The variations of zs are presented in Fig. 1 (d) and Fig.
2 (d). The major difference between the two cases is that
zs oscillates around zero in Fig. 1 (d) and zs oscillates
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FIG. 1: (Color online) (a), the sketch of the initial state be-
fore the tunneling between the two reservoirs is turned on,
where kL > 0 and kR > 0. (b)-(l), the temporal variations of
the parameters. The black solid, red dotted and blue dashed
curves are for K′ = 10−4Er, 10

−3Er, and 10−2Er. Ω = 3Er,
G1 = 0.4Er and G2 = 0.1Er for all the graphs.

around a finite value in Fig. 2 (d). This difference reflects
that the wave functions in the two reservoirs with the
same momenta have the same spin configuration, while
the ones with different momenta have different spin con-
figuration.

Next we study the temporal variation of the particle
density for the case in Fig. 2 (a). There is no qualitative
difference between the cases in Fig. 1 (a) and 2 (a), so
we will not present the density plots of the case in Fig.
1 (a). The particle density of the two reservoirs can be
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FIG. 2: (Color online) (a), the sketch of the initial state be-
fore the tunneling between the two reservoirs is turned on,
where kL > 0 and kR < 0. (b)-(l), the temporal variations of
the parameters. The black solid, red dotted and blue dashed
curves are for K′ = 10−4Er, 10

−3Er, and 10−2Er. Ω = 3Er,
G1 = 0.4Er and G2 = 0.1Er for all the graphs.

expressed as the following,

nL/R =

n0(1± zp)(1 + sin 2αL/R sin 2θL/R cos(2(kL/Rx+ γL/R)).

(11)

In Fig. 3 (a) and (b) one observes that initially the den-
sity is uniform at t = 0, which is the equilibrium-state
plane wave. Then, when the tunneling between the two
reservoirs is turned on, the density becomes periodically
modulated. That is, the plane wave phase turns into a
stripe phase. However, this stripe phase is different from
the equilibrium-state stripe phase since it’s dynamical.
The shape of the stripe is still a sine function, however,
the amplitude, the wave length and the initial phase of
the sine function are varying with respect to time. If we
study the density at particular locations, for instance,
x = −10/k0 and 10/k0, it is clearly illustrated that the
oscillation is non-harmonic in Fig. 3 (c) and (d).
Finally, we point out that the calculation will en-

counter a numerical breakdown for large tunneling pa-

rameterK ′. For instance, when K ′ increases to the order
of 10−1Er, some parameters quickly run into infinity. In
this work we used an assumption that the wave function
of the system is close to its equilibrium wave function.
That is, the wave function in Eq. (6) is in the same form
as the one of the equilibrium state. The only thing dif-
ferent from the equilibrium state is that the parameters
are all time dependent. The numerical breakdown im-
plies our assumption here is only suitable for small K ′,
the weak link case.
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FIG. 3: (Color online) (a) and (b), the particle densities of
left and right reservoirs, respectively, black solid, red dotted,
and blue dashed curves are for t = 0, 200/Er , and 400/Er .
(c) and (d), the temporal variations of densities at locations
x = −10/k0 and x = 10/k0, respectively. Ω = 3Er, G1 =
0.4Er, G2 = 0.1Er and K′ = 10−2Er for all the graphs.

IV. THE JOSEPHSON EFFECT IN THE

STRIPE PHASE

Now we choose appropriate values for parameters Ω,
k0, G1 and G2 so that the system stays in the stripe
phase initially. When the tunneling between the reser-
voirs is turned on the variations of the parameters are
demonstrated in Fig. 4. Compared with the cases in
Sec. III, there are several differences. Firstly, the system
is more fragile than it in Sec. III. That is, the numerical
breakdown occurs early than the cases in Sec. III when
the tunneling parameter K ′ increases. Hence, we only
plot the cases for K ′ = 10−4Er, 5× 10−4Er and 10−3Er

in Fig. 4 since the numerical breakdown takes place in
the order of K ′ = 10−2Er or larger. Secondly, we plot
zp and zs in Fig. 4 (c) and (d) for the same time scale
as in Sec. III. One observes that the particle number
bias zp behaves similarly, while zs doesn’t, which shows
an oscillatory increasing behavior. Then we plot all the
parameters in a larger time scale in Fig. 4 (e) to (n),
where the parameters demonstrate a more complex pat-
tern. Thirdly, the variations of the parameters αj , θj and
kj are very small compared with the cases in Sec. III. For
instance, the ratio of the largest variation of kL with re-
spect to its equilibrium-state value in Fig. 1 (i) is about
10%, while it’s 0.8% in Fig. 4 (k) when K ′ = 10−3Er .
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FIG. 4: (Color online) (a), the sketch of the initial state be-
fore the tunneling between the two reservoirs is turned on,
both reservoirs are in the stripe phase. (b)-(n), the temporal
variations of the parameters. The black solid, red dotted and
blue dashed curves are for K′ = 10−4Er, 5 × 10−4Er, and
10−3Er. Ω = 0.4Er , G1 = 0.4Er and G2 = 0.1Er for all the
graphs.

In Fig. 5 (a) and (b) we plot the particle densities of
the two reservoirs. It is demonstrated that the shapes of
the stripes are roughly the same for different time, that
is, the stripes are sine functions with the same ampli-
tudes and wave lengthes. Here we have to point out that
they are not exactly the same. From Eq. (11) one can de-
rive that the amplitude is n0(1 ± zp) sin 2αL/R sin 2θL/R

and and the wave length is π/kL/R. It has been shown
that the variations of zp, αL/R, θL/R and kL/R are all
negligible. Hence, the changes of the amplitudes and the
wave lengthes are barely observable. However, the phase
2γL/R is varying with respect to the time. Then, the
stripes look like “sliding”. The phase γL/R in Eq. (6)
actually corresponds to the translation of the wave func-
tions. This is reason that the stripe slides when the phase
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FIG. 5: (Color online) (a) and (b), the particle densities of
left and right reservoirs, respectively, black solid, red dotted,
and blue dashed curves are for t = 900/Er, 1100/Er , and
1200/Er . (c) and (d), the temporal variations of densities at
location x = −10/k0 and x = 10/k0, respectively. Ω = 0.4Er,
G1 = 0.4Er, G2 = 0.1Er and K′ = 10−3Erfor all the graphs.

γL/R runs with time.
In Fig. 5 (c) and (d) the temporal variations of the den-

sities of locations at x = −10/k0 and 10/k0 are demon-
strated, from which one also observes the correspon-
dence of the variations of densities and the running of
phase γL/R. For instance, when 400/Er . t . 1200/Er

or 2600/Er . t . 3200/Er the phase γL/R runs with
time as shown in Fig. 4 (m) and (n), and the den-
sities at locations x = −10/k0 and 10/k0 also keep
changing as illustrated in Fig. 5 (c) and (d). When
1600/Er . t . 2400/Er, γL/R keeps a constant roughly,
and the densities barely move either.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we study the Josephson dynamics of
BECs with Raman-induced SO coupling in two reser-
voirs, which are connected by a weak link. In experi-
ments, such a model can be realized in the setup simi-
lar to Ref.[13], where a cigar-shaped trap is divided into
two reservoirs by an optical barrier. Initially, SO coupled
BECs are prepared in the two reservoirs. We focus on two
cases, first, the ground state of the system is in the plane
wave phase, second, it’s in the stripe phase before the
tunneling between the two reservoirs is turned on. Then
we investigate the time evolution of the system when the
tunneling between the two reservoirs is turned on. Our
results can be summarized as the followings. (i), starting
from the plane wave phase, the system will evolve into
a dynamical stripe phase. The particle density changes
from uniform to periodically modulated. Basically, for
any particular time the density is a sine function, how-
ever, when time changes, the wavelength, amplitude and
initial phase all vary with time. (ii), if the system stays
in the stripe phase initially, the stripe will slide when the
tunneling is turned on. More precisely, in this case the
wave length and the amplitude of the density wave are
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not observable and the initial phase keeps running. This
running is reflected by the “sliding” of the stripes.
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Appendix A: Eular-Lagrange equations

The mean-field Lagrangian is explicitly presented in
Eq.(8). Using Eq.(9) all the Eular-Lagrange equations
can be derived as the following,

δφ̇+
l

2

(

k̇L cos 2αL + ˙kR cos 2αR

)

+ ˙γR cos 2αR − γ̇L cos 2αL

+

(

k2R + k20
2m

+
kRk0
m

cos 2θR − Ω

2
sin 2θR − k2L + k20

2m
− kLk0

m
cos 2θL +

Ω

2
sin 2θL

)

+2G1

[

(1− zp)

(

1 +
1

2
sin2 2θR sin2 2αR

)

− (1 + zp)

(

1 +
1

2
sin2 2θL sin2 2αL

)]

+2G2

[

(1− zp)
(

1− sin2 2θR − sin2 2αR + sin2 2θR sin2 2αR

)

− (1 + zp)
(

1− sin2 2θL − sin2 2αL + sin2 2θL sin2 2αL

)

]

+K ′ 2zp
√

1− z2p

{

cos δφ
[

cos (αR − αL) cos (θR − θL) cos (γR − γL) + sin (αR + αL) sin (θR + θL) cos (γR + γL)
]

− sin δφ
[

cos (αR + αL) cos (θR − θL) sin (γR − γL)− sin (αR − αL) sin (θR + θL) sin (γR + γL)
]

}

= 0, (A1)

K ′
√

1− z2p

{

sin δφ
[

cos (αR − αL) cos (θR − θL) cos (γR − γL) + sin (αR + αL) sin (θR + θL) cos (γR + γL)
]

+cos δφ
[

cos (αR + αL) cos (θR − θL) sin (γR − γL)− sin (αR − αL) sin (θR + θL) sin (γR + γL)
]

}

− żp
2

= 0,

(A2)

− l

2
k̇L (1 + zp) sin 2αL + (1 + zp) γ̇L sin 2αL − (1 + zp)

2
(G1 + 2G2) sin

2 2θL sin 2αL cos 2αL

+2 (1 + zp)
2G2 sin 2αL cos 2αL −K ′

√

1− z2p

{

cos δφ
[

sin (αR − αL) cos (θR − θL) cos (γR − γL)

+ cos (αR + αL) sin (θR + θL) cos (γR + γL)
]

− sin δφ
[

− sin (αR + αL) cos (θR − θL) sin (γR − γL)

+ cos (αR − αL) sin (θR + θL) sin (γR + γL)
]

}

= 0, (A3)

l

2
˙kR (1− zp) sin 2αR + (1− zp) ˙γR sin 2αR − (1− zp)

2
(G1 + 2G2) sin

2 2θR sin 2αR cos 2αR

+2 (1− zp)
2
G2 sin 2αR cos 2αR −K ′

√

1− z2p

{

cos δφ
[

− sin (αR − αL) cos (θR − θL) cos (γR − γL)

+ cos (αR + αL) sin (θR + θL) cos (γR + γL)
]

+ sin δφ
[

sin (αR + αL) cos (θR − θL) sin (γR − γL)

+ cos (αR − αL) sin (θR + θL) sin (γR + γL)
]

}

= 0, (A4)

(1 + zp)

2

(

2kLk0
m

sin 2θL +Ωcos 2θL

)

− (1 + zp)
2
(G1 + 2G2) sin

2 2αL sin 2θL cos 2θL + 2 (1 + zp)
2
G2 sin 2θL cos 2θL

−K ′
√

1− z2p

{

cos δφ
[

cos (αR − αL) sin (θR − θL) cos (γR − γL) + sin (αR + αL) cos (θR + θL) cos (γR + γL)
]
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− sin δφ
[

cos (αR + αL) sin (θR − θL) sin (γR − γL)− sin (αR − αL) cos (θR + θL) sin (γR + γL)
]

}

= 0, (A5)

(1− zp)

2

(

2kRk0
m

sin 2θR +Ωcos 2θR

)

− (1− zp)
2
(G1 + 2G2) sin

2 2αR sin 2θR cos 2θR + 2 (1− zp)
2
G2 sin 2θR cos 2θR

−K ′
√

1− z2p

{

cos δφ
[

− cos (αR − αL) sin (θR − θL) cos (γR − γL) + sin (αR + αL) cos (θR + θL) cos (γR + γL)
]

− sin δφ
[

− cos (αR + αL) sin (θR − θL) sin (γR − γL)− sin (αR − αL) cos (θR + θL) sin (γR + γL)
]

}

= 0, (A6)

(1 + zp)

(

kL
m

+
k0
m

cos 2θL

)

+
1

2
żpl cos 2αL − l (1 + zp) α̇L sin 2αL = 0, (A7)

(1− zp)

(

kR
m

+
k0
m

cos 2θR

)

+
1

2
żpl cos 2αR + l (1− zp) α̇R sin 2αR = 0, (A8)

żp
2
cos 2αL − (1 + zp) α̇L sin 2αL −K ′

√

1− z2p

{

cos δφ
[

cos (αR − αL) cos (θR − θL) sin (γR − γL)

− sin (αR + αL) sin (θR + θL) sin (γR + γL)
]

− sin δφ
[

− cos (αR + αL) cos (θR − θL) cos (γR − γL)

− sin (αR − αL) sin (θR + θL) cos (γR + γL)
]

}

= 0, (A9)

− żp
2
cos 2αR − (1− zp) α̇R sin 2αR −K ′

√

1− z2p

{

cos δφ
[

− cos (αR − αL) cos (θR − θL) sin (γR − γL)

− sin (αR + αL) sin (θR + θL) sin (γR + γL)
]

− sin δφ
[

cos (αR + αL) cos (θR − θL) cos (γR − γL)

− sin (αR − αL) sin (θR + θL) cos (γR + γL)
]

}

= 0. (A10)
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