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The structure and stability of various vortices in F = 1 spinor Bose-Einstein condensates are

investigated by solving the extended G ross-Pitaevskiiequation underrotation. W e perform an ex-

tensivesearch forstablevortices,considering both axisym m etricand non-axisym m etricvorticesand

covering a wide range offerrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic interactions. The topologicaldefect

called M erm in-Ho (Anderson-Toulouse) vortex is shown to be stable for ferrom agnetic case. The

phasediagram isestablished in a planeofexternalrotation 
 vstotalm agnetization M by com par-

ing the free energiesofpossible vortices. Itisshown thatthere are qualitative di�erencesbetween

axisym m etric and non-axisym m etric vorticeswhich are m anifested in the 
-and M -dependences.

PACS num bers:03.75.Fi,67.57.Fg,05.30.Jp

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The experim entalachievem ent ofBose-Einstein con-

densation (BEC) in the trapped atom ic clouds[1,2,3]

has opened up a novel �eld to investigate fundam en-

talproblem s such as the relationship between the su-

peruidity and BEC.O wing to recent advances ofex-

perim entaltechniques,severalgroupshave succeeded in

creating quantized vortices with various procedures in

the m agnetically trapped BEC[4,5, 6,7,8,9],where

thecondensateisdescribed by a scalarorderparam eter.

Furtherm ore,the atom ic gases with the hyper�ne spin

F = 1 called \spinor BEC" have been Bose-condensed

via opticalm ethods[10,11]which can keep the atom ic

\spin" statesdegenerate and active. As shown recently

by K lausen etal.[12],the spin-dependent interaction of

two 87Rb atom s is ferrom agnetic. Thus,we now have

spinorBEC’swith both antiferrom agnetic(23Na)[11]and

ferrom agneticinteractions.

Such scalarand spinorBEC’sareanalogousto super-

uid 3He and 4He. These superuid Helium s,however,

have rather strong interactions. Indeed, the conden-

sate fraction in superuid 4He is only 10% ofthe total.

By contrast,BEC ofthe atom ic gases have advantages

forboth theoreticaland experim entaltreatm entsdue to

their weak interactions; here alm ost allthe atom s are

able to be Bose-condensed.Itispossible to directly ob-

servedynam icalbehaviorsofthecondensatewith optical

m ethods,providing us an opportunity to quantitatively

investigatethe new quantum uid[13].

The standard Ham iltonian for the spinor BEC have

been introduced by O hm iand M achida[14],and Ho[15],

whopointed outtherichnessoftheexotictopologicalde-

fects. Topologicalstructures,such asskyrm ion,m eron,

M erm in-Ho(Anderson-Toulouse)texture,and m onopole,

play an im portantrolein various�eldsofphysics.They

provide a com m on fram ework to connect diverse �eld,

�Electronic address:m izushim a@ m p.okayam a-u.ac.jp

thereby enhancing m utualunderstanding[16,17]. Spe-

cially,since F = 1 ferrom agnetic BEC can be described

by orderparam eterssim ilarto thesuperuid 3He-A,the

corelessM erm in-Ho vortex m ay be favored in the ferro-

m agneticBEC[18,19].

Sim ilartopologicalstructures,called skyrm ion in gen-

eral,havebeen proposed in thespinorBEC.AlK hawaja

and Stoof[20]studied a skyrm ion in theF = 1 ferrom ag-

neticBEC and concluded thatitisnota therm odynam -

ically stableobjectwithoutrotation.By considering the

e�ect ofthe externalrotation,however,we have shown

recently[21]thatthistopologicaldefectcan bestable.In-

geniousproposalshavebeen m ade[22,23,24,25]on how

to create itand detectit. Yip[26]hasperform ed a sys-

tem aticstudy on vortex structuresand presented several

axisym m etric and non-axisym m etric vortices for F = 1

antiferrom agneticBEC.Recently,Isoshim a etal.[27,28]

havecarried outan extensivestudy ofaxisym m etricvor-

ticesto providea vortex phasediagram in a planeofthe

rotation and the m agnetization for both the antiferro-

m agneticand ferrom agneticcases.

In thispaperwe exam ine the stability ofvariousvor-

tices for both the F = 1 antiferrom agnetic and ferro-

m agnetic BEC trapped in a two-dim ensionalharm onic

potential. W e have rem oved the previously im posed re-

striction in theaxisym m etriccasethatwinding num bers

are lessthan orequalto unity. The continuousvortices

such asthe M erm in-Ho vortex willalso be shown to be

favored overthesingularones[27,28]and theothernon-

axisym m etric ones[26]. W e dem onstrate the stability of

such vorticesand discussdi�erencesbetween theaxisym -

m etricand non-axisym m etriccon�gurations.W ealsode-

term inethevortex phasediagram sfortheantiferrom ag-

neticand ferrom agneticcases.By com paringtherelative

freeenergiesofthepossiblevortexcon�gurationsand the

phase-separated state which m ay occurin the ferrom ag-

neticsituation,thevalidity ofassum inguniform ity along

z direction willbe checked.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.II,we�rst

present the extended G ross-Pitaevskiiequation for the

spinor BEC,and then explain the num ericalprocedure

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0208032v1
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to �nd localm inim a oftheenergy functional.Section III

enum eratespossible vorticesforaxisym m etric and non-

axisym m etriccases,and then discussthestability ofthe

M erm in-Ho vortex. Section IV presents the phase dia-

gram for the ferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic cases

in the plane ofexternalrotation 
 vs totalm agnetiza-

tion M obtained by com paring the free energies. Here,

thequalitativedi�erencesbetween theaxisym m etricand

non-axisym m etric vorticesare discussed by showing the


-and M -dependence. The �nalsection is devoted to

conclusionsand discussions.

II. T H EO R ET IC A L FO R M U LA T IO N

A . Extended G ross-P itaevskiiequation

W e considerBosecondensed F = 1 spinorBEC’swith

internaldegrees offreedom for both ferrom agnetic and

antiferrom agnetic cases. Here the order param etersare

characterized by the hyper�ne sublevels m F = 1;0;� 1.

W e start with the standard Ham iltonian by O hm iand

M achida[14],and Ho[15]:

Ĥ rot = Ĥ �

Z

dr
 �
X

j

	
y

j(r� p)	 j

Ĥ =

Z

dr

2

4
X

ij

	
y

ifh(r)� �ig	 j�ij

+
gn

2

X

ij

	
y

i	
y

j	 j	 i

+
gs

2

X

�

X

ijkl

	
y

i
	
y

j
(F̂�)ik(F̂�)jl	 k	 l

3

5 : (1)

Here

h(r)= �
�h
2
r 2

2m
+ V (r) (2)

is one-body Ham iltonian. The quantity V (r) =
1

2
m (2��r)

2(x2 + y2) is the externalcon�nem ent poten-

tialsuch asan opticalpotential. The scattering lengths

a0 and a2 characterizecollisionsbetween atom sthrough

the total spin 0 and 2 channels, respectively, gn =
4��h

2

m
�
a0+ 2a2

3
is interaction strength through the \den-

sity" channel, and gs = 4��h
2

m
�
a2�a 0

3
is that through

the \spin" channel. The subscripts � = (x;y;z) and

i;j;k;l= (0;� 1)correspond to the above three species.

The chem ical potentials for the three com ponents �i
(i= 0;� 1) satisfy �1 � �0 = �0 � ��1 . W e introduce

� = �0 and �
0= �1 � �0.Theangularm om entum oper-

ators F̂�(� = x;y;z)can be expressed in m atricesas

Fx =
1
p
2

0

@
0 1 0

1 0 1

0 1 0

1

A ;

Fy =
i
p
2

0

@
0 � 1 0

1 0 � 1

0 1 0

1

A ;

Fz =

0

@
1 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 � 1

1

A : (3)

Followingthestandard procedure,theextended G ross-

Pitaevskii(G P)equation in rotation fram eisobtained as

[fh(r)� �i + gn

X

l

j lj
2
g�ij

+ gs

X

�

X

kl

f(F�)ij(F�)kl 
�
k lg

� i�h
 � r � r�ij] j = 0: (4)

These coupled equations for the j-th condensate wave

function  j = h	 ji(j= 0;� 1)areused to calculatevar-

iouspropertiesofvorticesin thefollowing.Herewetake

the externalrotation as
 = 
 ẑ and assum e uniform ity

along z direction.

B . N um ericalprocedure

Thestationary statesoftheextended G P equation are

de�ned aslocalm inim a ofthe energy functional

E [ i; 
�
i]=

Z

dr

"
X

i

E i(r)+ E s(r)

#

� �
0
M � 
 � L;(5)

whereE i and E s arede�ned by

E i(r) =  
�
i

(

h(r)� � +
gn

2

X

k

j kj
2

)

 i; (6)

E s(r) =
gs

2

X

�

8
<

:

X

k;l

( �
k(F̂�)kl l)

9
=

;

2

; (7)


 � L denotes


 � L = � i�h


Z

dr
X

i

 
�
i

�

x
@

@y
� y

@

@x

�

 i; (8)

and M =
R
dr
P

i
ij i(r)j

2 isthe totalm agnetization.

The num ericalalgorithm used to m inim ize the energy

functionalin scalarBEC[29,30,31,32]can be extended

to thepresentsystem .Following thisprocedure,theini-

tial j given random ly are m odi�ed using the localgra-

dientofthe energy functionalE [ i; 
�
i]as

 j(� + ��)=  j(�)�
�E [ i; 

�
i]

� �j
��: (9)

This equation m eansthatthe orderparam eters j,pa-

ram eterized by a ‘�ctitious tim e’�,rollalong the slope
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ofthe energy functional.Equation (9)isrewritten as

� �h@� j(�) =

"(

h(r)� (�(�)+ �
0
j)+ gn

X

k

j kj
2

)

�jk

+
gs

2

X

�

8
<

:

X

l;p

( �
l(F̂�)lp p)(F̂�)jk

9
=

;

+ i�h


�

x
@

@y
� y

@

@x

�

�jk

�

 k(�): (10)

ThisistheG ross-Pitaevskiiequation forim aginarytim es

� = it. In each tim e step,�(�) is adjusted to preserve

the totalnum berofparticlesin the system

N =
X

j

Z

drj j(r)j
2
: (11)

For� ! 1 , j convergesto the stationary state,corre-

sponding to one ofthe localm inim a ofthe energy func-

tional (5).For� = 1  j satis�es

�E [ i; 
�
i]

� �
j

�
�
�
�
�
� ! 1

= 0; (12)

and Eq.(10) becom es equivalent to the extended G P

equation (4).

W e takethe initialstateofeach com ponentas

 j(r;� = 0)=
p
nT F(r)�jexp[iSj(r)]; (13)

where nT F (r)is the density pro�le within the Thom as-

Ferm i(TF)approxim ation:

nT F(r)=

(
�T F �V

gn
forgs > 0

�T F �V

gn + gs
forgs < 0

; (14)

and �j representstheratioofeachcom ponent.Thephase

isgiven by

Sj(r)=
X

k

w
(k)

j �
(k)

j + �j; (15)

w
(k)

j isthewindingnum berofthej-th condensate,�
(k)

j is

thepolarangleofthecoordinate(x(k);y(k))whoseorigin

islocated atthek-th vortexcore,and �j isrelativephase

between the threecom ponents.

It is convenient to describe the condensates in term s

ofthethreecom ponents �(� = x;y;z)wherethequan-

tization axisistaken along the � direction:
0

@
 x(r)

 y(r)

 z(r)

1

A =
1
p
2

0

@
� 1 0 1

� i 0 � i

0
p
2 0

1

A

0

@
 1(r)

 0(r)

 �1 (r):

1

A (16)

W e then de�ne a coupleofrealvectorsas

m = (m x;m y;m z)= Re( x; y; z); (17)

n = (nx;ny;nz)= Im ( x; y; z): (18)

Thel-vector,which pointsthedirection ofthelocalm ag-

netization,isde�ned asl= m � n. The corresponding

unitvectorisdenoted by l̂.

C . C alculated system

Theactualcalculationsarecarried outby discretizing

the two-dim ensionalspace into 51� 51 m esh. W e have

perform ed extensivesearch to �nd stablevortices,start-

ing with various vortex con�gurations,covering a wide

rangeoftheferrom agneticand theantiferrom agneticin-

teraction strength, gs=gn = � 0:2 � 0:2, and exam in-

ingvariousaxisym m etricand non-axisym m etricvortices.

See Ref.[27,28]forthe classi�cation ofpossible vortices

in the axisym m etric case. W e use the following param -

eters: the m ass ofa 87Rb atom m = 1.44� 10�25 kg,the

trapping frequency �r= 200Hz,and the particle num ber

per unit length along the z axis nz= 2.0� 10
3=�m . The

resultsdisplayed here are forgs=gn = � 0:02 (ferrom ag-

netic case) and gs=gn = 0:02 (antiferrom agnetic case).

The externalrotation frequency 
 isnorm alized by the

harm onictrap frequency.

III. V O R T EX ST R U C T U R E

The vortex con�gurations are characterized by the

com bination ofthewinding num berwj of j (j= 0,� 1)

denoted by hw1;w0;w�1 i,where wj denotes the phase

changeby 2�wj when thewavefunction goesaround the

phasesingularity.

Thespin term (7)ofthe totalenergy isrewritten as

E s(r)=
gs

2

h

n
2(r)�

�
�2 1(r) �1 (r)�  

2
0(r)

�
�2
i

; (19)

where n(r)=
P

j
j j(r)j

2 isthe totaldensity. The spin

texture in the ground state without rotation is deter-

m ined by this energy. By m inim izing Eq.(19),the rela-

tivephases�j areshown to satisfy

2�0 = �1 + ��1 + n�; (20)

wheren isan integer,and the odd (even)n corresponds

to the antiferrom agnetic(ferrom agnetic)situation[27].

A . A xisym m etric vortex

Italso followsfrom Eq.(19)thathw1;w0;w�1 iofax-

isym m etricvorticessatis�es

2w0 = w1 + w�1 : (21)

Thus, possible candidates for the stable state are the

non-vortex state h0;0;0i and the vortex con�gurations:

h1;0;� 1i,h1;� ;0i,h0;� ;1i,and h1;1;1i,which exhaust

allthecom binationsofthewinding num berslessthan or

equaltounity.Thetherm odynam icstabilityofthesevor-

ticesare dem onstrated in Ref.[28]. Here we concentrate

on the possibility ofcom binations with higher winding

num bers,which willbe shown to be stable only in the

ferrom agneticcase.
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Figure1 displaysthedensity and l-vectorpro�lesofa

new continuous vortex h0;1;2ifound stable for the fer-

rom agnetic interaction (gs < 0). Itis seen that  1 with

zero winding num berw1 = 0 occupiesthe centralregion

ofthe harm onic trap and  �1 with the higher winding

num ber w�1 = 2 �llin the circum ference region. The

interm ediate region isoccupied by  0 com ponentwhich

hasa singularity w0 = 1 atthe centerofthe trap. The

resulting totaldensity isnon-singularand havea sm ooth

spatialvariation described by a G aussian form except

for the outerm ost region. This vortex is equivalent to

thetopologicalstructurecalled theM erm in-Ho vortex in

superuid 3He[18]and Skyrm ion in general[20].

Theaxisym m etrich0;1;2ivortexm aybeparam etrized

as

0

@
 1(r)

 0(r)

 �1 (r)

1

A =
p
n(r)

0

@
cos2

�

2p
2ei� sin

�

2
cos

�

2

e2i� sin2
�

2

1

A (22)

wherethebendingangle�(r)runsover0 � �(r)� � and

� signi�esthepolaranglein polarcoordinates.Thespin

direction isdenoted by thel-vectorand isgiven asl(r)=

ẑcos�+ sin�(cos�x̂+ sin�ŷ)where� variesfrom �(0)=

0 to �(R)= �

2
(= �)forM H (Anderson-Toulouse(AT))

(R is the outer boundary ofthe cloud). Thus the spin

m om ent is ared out to the radialdirection and at the
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FIG .1: Properties ofthe h0;1;2i vortex at 
 = 0:35 and

M =N = 0:21. (a) D ensity Pro�le;(b) lx and ly;(c) density

m ap oflz.Thebold line in (a)denotesthetotaldensity n(r)

and the thin linesshow the density ofeach com ponentj jj
2
.

circum ference itpointsoutward forM H and downwards

for AT (for schem atic l-vector structure, see Fig.18 in

Ref.[33]).

In Fig.2 we show the spatial dependence of the lz-

com ponent along the radialdirection,nam ely,the spa-

tialdependence ofthe bending angle �(r) for the M H

vortex. As the m agnetization M decreases, the local

m agnetization in the condensate surface changes from

positiveto negativepassing through zero.Itm eansthat

thel-vectorin thisvortex aresoutradially to oriental-

m osthorizontally �(r = R)= �

2
forM =N � 0:5 and to

point downward for �(r = R) = � for M =N � 0. The

form er (latter) corresponds literally to the M erm in-Ho

(Anderson-Toulouse)vortex. This is sim ply because as

M decreases,the spin-down com ponent �1 with w = 2

increasesin the outerregion.Thuswe can controlthese

M H and AT vorticesby m erely changing the totalm ag-

netization.

Aspointed outin thepreviouspaper[21],however,the

situation is com pletely di�erentfrom the case ofsuper-

uid 3He-A wherethestabilityoftheM H vortexisdueto

the constraintthatthe l-vectorbe perpendicularto the

vesselwall[33].Thesevortex con�gurationsin ferrom ag-

netic BEC are created naturally under the condition of

a given totalnum ber and m agnetization,both ofwhich

arewellcontrolled in a harm onictrap experim ent.

In com parison with the h0;1;2i vortex,the spin tex-

turesofothervortex con�gurations,such astheh1;� ;0i

and h1;0;� 1i vortices,have a di�erent nature[27]. In

h1;� ;0i vortex,the spin m om ent is suddenly reversed

nearthevortex coreof 1 com ponentbecauseoftheab-

sence of 0 com ponent. In h1;0;� 1ivortex it can vary

continuously around the vortex core. In this con�gura-

tion,however,since the condensate atthe centerofthe

trap consistsonly ofthepolarstate[15],thespin texture

has a singularity. Thus only h0;1;2ivortex can have a

non-singularand continuousspin texture underslow ro-

tation.

Itiseasy to calculatethetotalangularm om entum Lz

ofthe axisym m etric vortices;by using the totalparticle

-1

0

1

-4.0 -3.0 -2.0 -1.0 0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0

r [ µ m]

l z

M/N = 0.46

0.0

FIG .2: Spatialdependence ofthe lz-com ponent along the

radialdirection atM /N= 0,0.46,and 
 = 0:37. The dashed

lineshowscos�(r)with thebending angle �(r)= �r=R (R =

2:85�m )forthe AT vortex.
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0
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FIG .3: D ensity pro�lesofthe h0;1;2ivortex in an antifer-

rom agnetic interaction ofgs=gn = 0:005 (on theleft)and the

non-m agnetic interaction ofgs=gn = 0 (on the right) situa-

tion.

num berand thetotalm agnetization,itissim ply written

as

Lz

�hN
= w0 + w

0M

N
; (23)

where the total m agnetization is written as M =
R
drn(r)̂lz and wehaveintroduced wj � w0 = jw 0.Thus

the spin textureswith a netspin polarization carry the

angularm om entum ,i.e.the superow.Forh0;1;2ivor-

tex, L z

�hN
= 1� M

N
.Thissim pleform ula hasthefollowing

physicalm eaning. (i)AtM = N ,Lz = 0 because  1 has

no winding. (ii)At M

N
= 1

2
, L z

�hN
is exactly equalto �h=2,

corresponding to the M H vortex.

In theh0;1;2istatewith thehigherwinding,thenon-

winding com ponent  1 works as a \pinning potential"

forthe rem aining  0 and  �1 ,thereby m aking the state

stablein thelowerrotation drive.In particular, �1 with

w�1 = 2 isstabilized by thepresenceofthe 1 dueto the

ferrom agneticinteraction.Foraverysm allantiferrom ag-

netic interaction (gs = 0:005gn) and non-m agnetic case

(gs=gn = 0),the vortex with the w�1 = 2 becom esunsta-

bleand splitsintoacoupleofw�1 = 1vortices(seeFig.3).

This con�guration is equivalent to the vortex found by

Yip (phaseIV in Ref.[26])and isalwaysunstableforthe

largegs=gn (> 0).

B . N on-A xisym m etric vortex

To investigatethepossibility ofnon-axisym m etricvor-

tices,let us �rst recapitulate the axisym m etric h1;1;1i

vortex. In the axisym m etric case,the totaldensity of

theh1;1;1ivortex isequivalenttotheonein scalarBEC,

havingthesingularity atthecenterofthetrap wherethe

potentialenergy is m inim um . The axisym m etric singu-

larh1;1;1ivortex isalwaysunstable even in the higher

rotation[28]. However,by displacing the vortex coresof

each com ponentfrom the centerofthe trap,theh1;1;1i

vortex can bestableasa non-axisym m etricnon-singular

type in the lowerrotation frequency. This worksfavor-

ably to gain m ore condensation energy at the center of

the trap.A sim ilarsituation isseen nearthe 
c2 in the

hom ogeneoussystem ,where the singular vortex lattice,
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FIG .4: D ensity pro�lesin the h1;1;1isplit-(I)(on the left)

and split-(II)vortex (on the right)at
 = 0:35 and M =N =

0: (a) Non-m agnetic interaction case (gs=gn = 0:0) and (b)

gs = 0:4gn. The bold line show the totaldensity n(r) and

the thin and dashed lines present the density pro�les ofthe

internalstructures,respectively.

called the Abrikosov lattices,isneverfavored in the en-

tireantiferrom agneticregion[34].

For the antiferrom agnetic case,  1 and  �1 overlap

to m inim ize the spin-dependentenergy E s(r). In Fig.4,

we show the density pro�les and gs-dependence oftwo

di�erent h1;1;1i vortices. In the non-m agnetic lim it

(gs=gn = 0),thetwo statesarecom pletely equivalent.As

the spin interaction gs=gn increases,striking di�erences

grow between thetwo states.Forgs=gn � 0:4,thevortex

coresofthe state presented in the leftofFig.4 (b) (the

split-(I)state)collapse and the am plitude ofeach order

param etercannotrecovernearthevortex cores,i.e.this

state behaveslike the phase separation in x-y plane. In

contrast,the state shown in the right ofFig.4 (b) (the

split-(II)state)form sthe regularcores.Asa result,the

split-(II)stateisenergetically favorableoverthesplit-(I)

state for the antiferrom agnetic situation. In very sm all

spin interaction range (gs � 0:02gn),which is a realis-

ticparam eter,however,thesplit-(I)statecan befavored

overthe split-(II),though the energiesoftwo statesare

very closeto each other.

A third vortexcon�gurationisdisplayed in Fig.5where

vortex coresofeach com ponentare displaced to form a

triangle. In the non-m agnetic lim it, the three com po-

nents are com pletely equivalent and the three singular-

ities form a regulartriangle. As the spin interaction gs
increases,the 1 and  �1 com ponentsoverlap locally be-

cause ofthe antiferrom agnetic interaction and this vor-

tex con�guration startsto deform from aregulartriangle

shape.Forlargerspin interactions(gs > 0:4),thisvortex

becom esunstableduetotheoverlap between  1 and  �1
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(a)

+1 0 -1

(b)

(c)

FIG .5: D ensity pro�lesofeach com ponentj 1(r)j
2
,j 0(r)j

2
,

and j �1 (r)j
2
in h1;1;1i triangle vortex at 
 = 0:35 and

M =N = 0: (a)Non-m agnetic interaction case (gs=gn = 0:0),

(b) gs = 0:02gn ,and (c) gs = 0:2gn . The totaldensity pro-

�le alm ost agrees with that in the vortex-free state,i.e. the

non-singulartype.

com ponents.

Figure 6 (a) shows the density pro�les of a non-

axisym m etric non-singular h1;1;1i vortex for the ferro-

m agnetic case.Two singularitiesof 1 and  �1 are dis-

placed from thecenter.The 0 com ponentwith thesin-

gularityatthecenterofthetrap playstheroletoprevent

thephaseseparationfavoredin theferrom agneticspin in-

teraction. The spin texture in this state isdisplayed in

Figs.6 (b) and (c) where the spin m om ents ip at the

centerofthe trap.

In com parison with axisym m etric types, these non-

axisym m etric vorticeshavethe advantagethatthey can

easily adjust them selves for a change in 
. As 
 in-

creases, the two or three separate singularities adjust

their m utualdistance from the center and change the

value of Lz to gain the energy from the term � 
L z.

In thissense,the non-axisym m etric vorticesare exible

againsta change in 
 com pared with the axisym m etric

ones.

IV . P H A SE D IA G R A M

Thephasediagram sareshown in a planeoftheexter-

nalrotation and the totalm agnetization by com paring

the energiesofvariousvortex con�gurations:

E =

Z

dr

"
X

i

E i(r)+ E s(r)

#

� 
L z: (24)
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m
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1.00-1.0 lz
(b) (c)

FIG .6: (a)D ensity pro�le ofthe condensates,(b)the lx and

ly and (c)the density m ap oflz for the non-axis-sym m etric

h1;1;1i vortex in 
 = 0:35 and M /N= 0.0. The bold line is

the totaldensity n(r) and the thin lines show the density of

each com ponentj jj
2.

Itisnoted thatthe region 
< 0:38 considered here cor-

responds to the single vortex region in the scalar BEC

case[35]. Thus,the present single-vortex consideration

m ay also be justi�ed for
 < 0:38.

The resulting phase diagram is displayed in Fig.7 for

(a)theferrom agneticcaseand (b)theantiferrom agnetic

case. For the ferrom agnetic case, a large area of the


� M plane is occupied by the h0;1;2ivortex,includ-

ing M H and AT.The non-axisym m etric h1;1;1i vortex

and the h1;0;� 1ivortex are stabilized near M = 0 and

M = N ,respectively. W e �nd a large em pty area in the

interm ediateM =N region whereneithersingle-vortexnor

vortex-freestatesare stabilized atallbecause the phase

separation in the ferrom agnetic case preventsform ing a

uniform m ixtureofthethreecom ponentseven when the

circulation isabsentin the vortex-freestate.

In thephasediagram fortheantiferrom agneticcase,in

contrast,everywhereisoccupied by a stablephase.This

resultisconsistentwith Fig.2(a)ofRef.[28]overa wide

range,exceptforthe presence oftwo non-axisym m etric

typesnearM � 0,i.e.h1;1;1isplit-(I)and trianglevor-

tex.Theh1;1;1itrianglevortex isenergetically indistin-

guishable from the phase-Ivortex obtained by Yip[26].

The phase-IV vortex given in Fig,3 ofRef.[26]is found

unstableforgs= 0:02gn and doesnotappearin thisphase
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FIG .7: Phase diagram for (a)the ferrom agnetic state (gs = � 0:02gn )and (b)the antiferrom agnetic case (gs = 0:02gn ). The

dashed line in (a)denotesthe boundary where the lowestquasiparticle energy ofthe h0;1;2ivortex becom esnegative[21].

diagram .

Itisfound forboth casesthatthestabilitiesofthenon-

axisym m etric vorticesare restricted in a narrow region.

O n the otherhand,the axisym m etricvorticesarestable

in a large area. As discussed in Section III,since �nite

density ofa com ponentatthe vortex coresofthe others

supports its stability,the non-axisym m etric vortex be-

(a)

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

L
   

/ N

0.2 0.24 0.26 0.28 0.30.22 0.32 0.34 0.36
0

0.38
Ω  [trap unit]

z

1.2

1, 1, 1   〈 〉

0, 0, 0〈 〉 0, 1, 2〈 〉

(b)

1, 1, 1   split-(I)〈 〉

0, x, 1〈 〉

0, 0, 0〈 〉

1, 1, 1   
  triangle

〈 〉

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

L
   

/ N

0.2 0.24 0.26 0.28 0.30.22 0.32 0.34 0.36
0

0.38
Ω  [trap unit]

z

FIG .8: 
-dependence ofthe angular m om entum L z=N at

M =N = 0:(a)the ferrom agnetic case (gs= � 0:02gn)and (b)

the antiferrom agnetic case (gs= 0:02gn).

com esunstablein increasing M wherethenum berof 1
growswhile the othersshrink.

Figure 8 shows the 
-dependence ofthe angularm o-

m entum atM = 0 forthe two cases. Foraxisym m etric

types,as shown in Eq.(23),the angular m om entum of

the system Lz is�xed fora given M . Thusthere isthe

need ofchangingthewindingcom binationshw1;w0;w�1 i

so asto increaseLz,which m eansthattheaxisym m etric

vorticesdo nothavethe adaptability forchangesin 
.

V . D ISC U SSIO N

The phase-separated state with w = 0 is expected to

be stable in a large em pty region ofFig.7 (a). In this

state, 1 and  �1 com ponents phase-separate along z-

direction due to the ferrom agnetic interaction. Nam ely,

an arbitrary x-y cross-section consistsofonly  1 or �1
com ponent,and thespin-polarized statewith M =N = � 1

is piled up along the z-direction. Neglecting the con-

tribution from the boundary layer associated with the

phaseseparation,wecan estim atethattheenergy ofthis

phase-separated state with w = 0 and w = 1 is equalto

the energy ofthe scalar BEC with w = 0 and w = 1,

respectively.

W ecom parein Fig.9(a)thefreeenergiesoftheh0;1;2i

vortex stateand thephase-separated state.Asshown in

Fig.9 (a),the h0;1;2ivortex with the three com ponents

is energetically favored over the phase-separated state,

wheretheenergy ofthephase-separated stateisgiven by

the energy ofthe h0;1;2i vortex at M =N = 1,i.e. the

scalarBEC with w = 0.Thus,thecom positestateofthe

three com ponents,such asthe M H vortex,becom es\lo-

cally" stable undera rotation drive while the com posite

state m ay have \global" stability. It is possible to per-

form a sim ilardiscussion forthephase-separated statein

higher rotation. The resultofFig.9 (b) shows that the

h1;0;� 1ivortexisfavored overthephase-separated state

with thewinding,whosetotaldensity correspondsto the
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FIG .9: The M -dependence ofthe energy forthe ferrom ag-

netic case:(a)the h0;1;2iand (b)the h1;0;� 1ivortices.The

energies ofthe phase-separated states with w = 0 and w = 1

correspond to the energiesofthe h0;1;2ivortex atM =N = 1

and h1;0;� 1ivortex atM =N = 1,respectively.

conventionalsingularvortex in the scalarBEC.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N

W e have presented possible vortex structuresand the

vortex phase diagram in the plane ofexternalrotation


 and the totalm agnetization M =N forthe both cases

of antiferrom agnetic (gs = 0:02gn) and ferrom agnetic

(gs = � 0:02gn) interaction. W e have investigated the

therm odynam ic stability ofthe possible vortex con�gu-

rationsbysolvingtheextended G ross-Pitaevskiiequation

forthe spinorBEC with F = 1.

For the ferrom agnetic case,the stability ofthe con-

tinuous vortex, called the M erm in-Ho and Anderson-

Toulouse vortex,is dem onstrated,butthese topological

structuresarefound neverstableundernorotation drive.

Furtherm ore,thesevorticescan existin theinterm ediate

process(see Fig.5 in the Ref.[37])proposed by Isoshim a

etal.[36,37],i.e.itm ay becreated by m akinguseofspin

texture.

W e have also discovered a couple of new non-

axisym m etric vorticesbesidesthe two vorticesfound by

Yip[26]fortheantiferrom agneticcase.Theconventional

singular vortex is found to be never favored in spinor

BEC forboth cases.Itm eansthatthetotaldensity pro-

�leisalwaysnon-singularand continuous.Therefore,the

experim entalprocedure to im age the m agnetic patterns

foreach vortex con�guration willberequired asa special

techniqueto identify these vortices.
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