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M otivated byrecentexperim entsinvolvingthenon-destructiveim agingofm agnetization ofaspin-

1 87Rb Bosegas(Higbieetal.,cond-m at/0502517),weaddressthequestion ofhow thespontaneous

m agnetization of a ferrom agnetic BEC occurs in a spin-conserving system . D ue to com petition

between the ferrom agnetic interaction and the totalspin conservation,variousspin structuressuch

as staggered m agnetic dom ains,and helicaland concentric ring structures are form ed,depending

on the geom etry ofthe trapping potential.

PACS num bers:03.75.M n,03.75.K k,03.75.-b

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

Bose-Einstein condensates (BECs) of atom ic gases

with spin degreesoffreedom haverevealed a rich variety

ofstatic and dynam ic properties. The �rstspinorBEC

wasrealized in an opticaltrap by the M IT group [1]in

a spin-1 23Na BEC which was found to have the anti-

ferrom agnetic ground state [2]. The sam e group subse-

quently dem onstrated the form ation ofspin dom ains[3]

and quantum tunneling acrossthespin dom ains[4].Spin

exchangedynam icswere recently observed in both spin-

1 [5]and spin-2 [6,7]87Rb condensates.The therm ody-

nam ic propertiesofspinorBosegaswereinvestigated in

Ref.[8].

In the above experim ents,the spinor BECs were ob-

served by destructiveabsorption im agingaftertheStern-

G erlachspin decom positionparalleltothem agnetic�eld,

and therefore the observed quantity wasthe population

in each m agneticsublevel.Recently,Higbieetal.[9]per-

form ed nondestructiveim aging sensitiveto thedirection

ofthe m agnetization,wherethe probeaxiswastaken to

be perpendicular to the m agnetic �eld. The observed

quantity wastherefore the m agnetization perpendicular

to them agnetic�eld,and theLarm orprecession wasob-

served. Higbie etal.[9]suggested the possibility ofthe

spontaneousm agnetization ofa spin-1 87Rb BEC dueto

ferrom agnetic interactions. M otivated by thatstudy,in

thepresentpaper,thespinordynam icsin aferrom agnetic

BEC are investigated in orderto elucidate how sponta-

neousm agnetization oftheferrom agneticspin-1BEC oc-

cursin an isolated system in which thetotalspin angular

m om entum isconserved.

W e consider a spin-1 ferrom agnetic BEC at absolute

zero and assum e thatallatom sin the BEC are initially

prepared in the m = 0 m agnetic sublevel. Here m de-

notestheprojection ofthespin on thequantization axis,

which we choose to be the z axis. Because ofthe ferro-

m agnetic interaction,we expectthatthe m agnetization

grows spontaneously. However,globalm agnetization is

prohibited because the totalm agnetization isconserved

and should rem ain zero. W e �nd that the system de-

velops localm agnetic dom ains ofvarious types, which

depend on the geom etry ofthe trapping potential. W e

willshow thatan elongated BEC in them = 0 m agnetic

sublevelisdynam ically unstableagainsttheform ation of

m agneticdom ains,in which the directionsofthespin in

adjacentdom ainsareopposed.Thisstaggered m agnetic

dom ain structure isalso dynam ically unstable,and sub-

sequently developsinto a helicalstructuredueto thefer-

rom agneticinteraction.In a tightpancake-shaped BEC,

on theotherhand,a concentricring structureofthespin

iscreated.

This paper is organized as follows. Section II briey

reviews the form ulation ofthe spin-1 BEC.Section III

presents the results ofour num ericalsim ulations ofthe

tim e evolution of trapped spinor system s. Section IV

discussesthe physicaloriginsofthe structure form ation

ofspinor BECs found in Sec.III,and Sec.V provides

concluding rem arks.

II. FO R M U LA T IO N O F T H E P R O B LEM

The s-wave scattering between two spin-1 bosons is

characterized by the total spin of the two colliding

bosons,0 or 2,and we denote the corresponding scat-

tering lengthsby a0 and a2. The m ean-�eld interaction

energy can bewritten as
R
dr[c0n

2 + c1F
2]=2,wherethe

coe�cientsaregiven by [10]

c0 =
4��h

2

M

a0 + 2a2

3
(1)

and

c1 =
4��h

2

M

a2 � a0

3
(2)

with M being the m ass of the boson. The system is

ferrom agneticifc1 < 0,and antiferrom agneticifc1 > 0.

Thedensity ofparticlesisde�ned by

n =

1X

m = � 1

j m j
2
; (3)
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and thecom ponentsofthespin vectoraregiven by Fx =

(F+ + F� )=2,Fy = (F+ � F� )=(2i),and

Fz = j 1j
2 � j � 1j

2 (4)

with

F+ = F
�

�
=
p
2( �

1 0 +  
�

0 � 1); (5)

where  m is the m ean-�eld wave function for the m ag-

neticsublevelsm = 1;0,and � 1.Sincec1 isnegativefor

thespin-1 87Rb BEC,itsground stateatazerom agnetic

�eld isferrom agnetic[10,11].

In the presence ofa m agnetic �eld,the energy ofan

alkaliatom isshifted,prim arily dueto theelectron m ag-

netic m om ent. W e take this e�ect into account up to

the second order in the m agnetic �eld. The linear and

quadratic Zeem an energies ofthe hyper�ne spin f = 1

state are given by p = � �B B =2 and q = �2B B
2=(4� hf),

respectively,where �B isthe Bohrm agneton and � hf is

thehyper�nesplitting [12].In thecaseofthef = 1 87Rb

BEC,we have p=(kB B ) ’ � 34 �K =G and q=(kB B
2) ’

3:5 nK =G 2.The m ulticom ponentG ross-Pitaevskii(G P)

equationsarethusgiven by

i�h
@ 0

@t
=

�

�
�h
2

2M
r 2 + V

�

 0 + c0n 0

+
c1
p
2
(F+  1 + F�  � 1); (6a)

i�h
@ � 1

@t
=

�

�
�h
2

2M
r 2 + V � p+ q

�

 � 1 + c0n � 1

+ c1

�
1
p
2
F�  0 � Fz � 1

�

: (6b)

In the following section,we willnum erically solve the

G P equations(6a)and (6b)in orderto exam inehow the

spontaneous m agnetization occursunder the restriction

ofthe conservation ofthe totalm agnetization. W e will

take the scattering lengths of 87Rb,a0 = 101:8aB and

a2 = 100:4aB,from Ref.[13],whereaB istheBohrradius.

Following the experim ents by Higbie etal.[9],we �rst

prepare the ground state  g to be in the m = � 1 state

by using the im aginary-tim e propagation m ethod [14].

The spin-polarized condensate is then transferred into

the m = 0 state asan initialstate.In orderto sim ulate

experim entalim perfections in this population transfer,

we assum e very sm allpopulationsin the m = � 1 com -

ponent( � 1(t= 0)= 0:01 g)in the initialstate.Thus,

the initialstate isa state ofbroken sym m etry with very

sm allm agnetizations in the x and z directions,which

triggerthespontaneousm agnetization.If � 1(t= 0)are

exactly zero,thesystem developsnospontaneousm agne-

tization within the fram ework ofthe m ean �eld approx-

im ation. The tim e evolution ofthe system is obtained

by num erically solvingtheG P equations(6)by the�nite

di�erence m ethod with the Crank-Nicholson schem e.

W e apply the m agnetic �eld of54 m G along the trap

axis,i.e.,in thez direction [9],which inducestheLarm or

precession ofthe spin in the x-y plane ata frequency of

p=(2��h)’ 38 kHz. Since this frequency is m uch larger

than the characteristic frequencies ofthe system ’s dy-

nam ics,wesetp = 0 in thecalculation to avoid therapid

oscillations. W e note thatthisprocedure doesnotalter

any ofthedynam icsofthesystem otherthan elim inating

the Larm orprecession ofthe spin around the z axis.

III. SP IN D Y N A M IC S IN T R A P P ED SY ST EM S

A . Spin dynam ics in a cigar-shaped trap

W ewill�rstnum ericallysim ulatetheexperim entalsit-

uation ofRef.[9]. Although the trap frequenciesin the

experim entare (!x;!y;!z)= 2�(150;400;4)Hz,we as-

sum ean axisym m etrictrap with theradialfrequency !?
taken to be equalto the geom etric m ean !? =

p
!x!y

in orderto savethe com putationaltask.The num berof

atom sisassum ed to be N = 4� 106.

Figure 1 showsthe tim e evolution ofthe m = 0 pop-

ulation (Fig. 1(a)) and that of the colum n density of

each spin com ponent (Fig.1(b)). The m = 0 popula-

tion �rstdecreasesdue to the spin-exchange interaction

0 + 0 ! 1 + (� 1). It should be noted that the cen-

tralpart of the condensate predom inantly converts to

the m = � 1 state (Fig.1 (b),!? t= 300) because the

spin-exchangeinteraction proceedsfasterforhigherden-

sity. This phenom enon was observed in Ref.[7]. The

m = � 1 com ponents then swing back to the m = 0

state,and then thedynam ical(m odulational)instability

setsin at!? t’ 460. The tim e evolution ofthe m = 0

population in Fig.1(a)m arkstheonsetofthedynam ical

instability when the large-am plitude oscillation changes

to a sm all-am plitude oscillation at !? t � 500. After

!? t� 700,irregularspin dom ains appear,as shown in

thebottom panelin Fig.1 (b),and each spin com ponent

asawholeisalm ostequallypopulated.Here,thedom ain

structure isnotstatic butchangesin tim e in a com plex

m anner. W e note that the totaldensity n (the top im -

agein each setin Fig.1 (b))rem ainsalm ostunchanged,

despite the dynam ic evolution ofeach spin com ponent.

This isdue to the factthatthe spin-independent inter-

action energy,c0n=kB � 100 nK ,ism uch largerthan the

spin-dependentinteraction energy,c1n=kB � 1 nK .

The tim e evolutions and spatialdependences of the

threecom ponentsofthespin vectorareshown in Fig.2,

where the Larm orprecession at38 kHz iselim inated to

avoid the rapid oscillationsin the �gure. The tim e evo-

lution of each com ponents of the totalspin per atom

F
tot=N �

R
drF =N is shown in Fig.2 (a). The ini-

tialstate is taken to have a sm allm = � 1 com ponent

( � 1 = 0:01 g, g being the m = � 1 ground-statewave

function),so thatthe initialvaluesofthe spin aregiven

by F tot
x =N ’ 0:014,F tot

y =N = 0,and F tot
z =N ’ � 10� 4.

The x com ponent�rstincreasesto � 0:16 and then de-

creases.Dueto thequadraticZeem an e�ect,thex and y

com ponentsofthe totalspin are notconserved,butthe
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FIG .1: (a)Tim e evolution ofthe relative population ofthe

m = 0 com ponent,
R
drj 0j

2
=N ,and (b)the colum n density

distribution ofthetotaldensity,
R
dy

P 1

m = � 1
j m j

2
,and those

ofthe m = 1,0,and � 1 com ponents,
R
dyj m j

2
,from top to

bottom . The trap frequencies are !? = 2� � 245 Hz and

!z = 2� � 4 Hz. The m agnetic �eld of54 m G is applied in

the z direction. The initialstate is given by  1 = 0, 0 =p
1� 10� 4 g,and  � 1 = 0:01 g,where  g is the m = � 1

ground state. The size ofeach strip is 600 � 16 in units of

(�h=m !? )
1=2

’ 0:69�m .

z com ponentisconserved dueto theaxisym m etry ofthe

Ham iltonian.

Figure 2 (b)showseach com ponentofthe norm alized

spin density F =n,which corresponds to the m ean spin

vector per atom . O nly the x com ponent is shown for

!? t � 580 since the y and z com ponents are negligi-

bly sm all. Here,we can clearly see that the staggered

spin dom ain structureisform ed along the z direction at

!? t’ 500,dueto thedynam icalinstability.Theform a-

tion ofspin dom ainswith staggered m agnetization orig-

inatesfrom the conservation ofthe totalm agnetization.

Sincem agnetization oftheentirecondensatein thesam e

direction isprohibited due to spin conservation,sponta-

neous m agnetization can occur only locally at the cost

ofthe kineticenergy ofthe dom ain walls.Asm entioned

above,the projected totalspin on the x-y plane is not,

-0.05
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0.05
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0.2

0 500 1000 1500

 

ω⊥ t

 

F tot
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z
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z
r

50µm
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FIG .2: (a) Tim e evolution ofthe three com ponents ofthe

totalspin per atom ,F
tot
=N �

R
drF =N ,and (b)the radial

and axialdistributionsofthe three com ponentsofthe m ean

spin vector,F =n.Theconditionsarethesam easthosegiven

in Fig.1,and the data are taken on the rotating fram e of

reference,in which the 38 kHz Larm or precession in the x-y

plane is elim inated for the sake ofclarity. Each strip in (b)

indicates the radial(ordinate) and axial(abscissa) distribu-

tion,where the bottom left corner is the origin (r = z = 0).

From t= 440 to 580,only the Fx=n distributionsare shown

atevery !? �t= 10,because the othercom ponentsare neg-

ligibly sm all. After !? t = 600,Fx=n,Fy=n,and Fz=n are

shown from top to bottom . The size ofeach strip is300� 6

in unitsof(�h=m !? )
1=2

.

strictly speaking,conserved. However,since the m ag-

netic�eld isvery weak (B = 54 m G ),thenonconserving

spin com ponentsrem ain insigni�cant(seeFig.2 (a)).

Thedom ainsare�rstcreated around thecenterofthe

BEC with jzj<� 60�m ,since the dynam icalinstability

proceedsfasterin a higher-density region;afterward,the

dom ainsgradually extend overtheentirecondensate.In

each dom ain,the length ofthe m ean spin vector is of

orderofunity,and theferrom agneticstateisthusform ed

locally. At!? t’ 600,the y and z com ponentsstartto

grow,and thespin dom ainsevolvein a com plex m anner.

Thefactthatthegrowth occurs�rstin thex com ponent

and then in the other com ponents is due to the initial

condition,in which sm allm agnetization is assum ed in
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FIG .3: Them ean spin vectorsF =n atr= 0seen from the� y

direction,wheretheverticalaxisisthez axis.Theconditions

are the sam e asthose given in Fig.1.The length ofthe spin

vectorisproportionaltojF j=n,and thecolorrepresentsFx=n

according to thegaugeshown atthetop leftcorner.Thespin

vector is displayed from z = 0 to z = 54�m in (a)-(c),and

from z = 35�m to z = 89�m in (d). The Larm or precession

in the x-y plane iselim inated forclarity ofpresentation.

the x direction.

The z dependence ofthe m ean spin vectors F =n at

r = 0 is shown in Fig.3. The staggered m agnetic do-

m ainsgrow from !? t= 440to 520(seeFig.3 (a)to (c)).

The spin vectors in the dom ains in (c) slightly incline

in the z direction due to the sm allinitialvalue ofFz.

Figure 3 (d) shows a snapshot at an early stage ofthe

growth ofthe y com ponent. The growing y com ponent

also hasa staggered structure,which isshifted from that

ofthe x com ponent by one quarter ofthe wavelength.

As a consequence,the spin vectors rotate clockwise or

counterclockwise around the z axis,thereby form ing a

helicalstructure,as shown in Fig.3 (d). Fragm ented

helicalstructures having typically one or two cycles of

a helix are also form ed in the course ofthe dynam ics

after !? t� 700,but the lifetim e ofthese structures is

very short,i.e.,<� 10�s. In contrast,the helicalstruc-

ture observed in Ref.[9]is not spontaneously form ed,

but\forced" by an externalm agnetic �eld.

The transverse spin distribution,e.g.,Fx,can be ob-

served by thenondestructiveim aging m ethod in Ref.[9].

Thestaggered dom ain structurein Fig.3 (c)should then

look like com m ensurate soliton trains,since the optical

thickness is high in the red area with a large Fx. The

red and blue areasalternately blink because ofthe Lar-

m orprecession.Theim ageofthehelicalstructurem oves

alongthezaxisduetotheLarm orprecession asobserved

in Ref.[9].

B . Spin dynam ics in a pancake-shaped trap

Next,we willexam ine the case ofa pancake-shaped

trap,in which theaxialfrequency !z ism uch largerthan

both the radialfrequency !? and the characteristic fre-

quency ofthe spin dynam ics. In thiscase,the spin dy-

nam ics occur prim arily in the x-y plane,in contrastto

the case ofthe cigar-shaped trap. W e therefore assum e

thatthe system can be reduced to two dim ensions(2D)

in thex-y plane.Thee�ectivestrength oftheinteraction

in thequasi-2D system isobtained by m ultiplying c0 and

c1 by (8�m !z=�h)
1=2 [15].

Figure 4 showsthe snapshotsofthe totaldensity and

the x, y,z com ponents ofthe m ean spin vector F =n,

where!? = !z=20= 2�� 10 Hz,thenum berofatom sis

2� 106,and thestrength ofthem agnetic�eld is54 m G .

The initialstate is taken to be  0 =
p
1� (0:01)2 g,

 � 1 = 0:01 g,and  1 = 0,where g isthe ground state

of the m = � 1 state obtained by the im aginary-tim e

m ethod.W ethen m ultiply theinitialwavefunction by a

sm allanisotropicperturbation 1+ 0:001
P 10

j= 1
rje� r

2
+ ij�

in ordertosim ulateexperim entalim perfection in prepar-

ing the ground state,where r = (x2 + y2)1=2 and � is

the azim uthalangle. Despite this anisotropic perturba-

tion, the concentric ring structure ofthe spin (Fig.4,

!? t= 26)arisesfrom the dynam icalinstability,the ori-

ginofwhich isthecom petition betweentheferrom agnetic

interaction and thespin conservation.Thespatialdistri-

bution ofthe directions ofthe spin vector at!? t= 26

is illustrated at the bottom ofFig.4. The spin vector

rotatesaround the z axisat the Larm orprecession fre-

quency,and hence the spin texture displayed asthe red

and blue rings should be observed alternately in tim e

by the im aging m ethod in Ref.[9]. The axisym m etry is

spontaneously broken at!? t’ 50 and they and z com -

ponentsofthe spin vectoralso grow.Afterthese events

occur,the axisym m etry is com pletely lost and com pli-

cated spin dynam ics em erge as shown in the �fth row

(!? t= 100)ofFig.4. Throughoutthistim e evolution,

the totaldensity rem ains alm ost unchanged,as in the

caseofthe cigar-shaped geom etry.
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FIG .4: The totaldensity and the three com ponents ofthe

m ean spin vector F =n ofthe two-dim ensionalsystem (from

left to rightpanel),where the abscissa and ordinate refer to

thex and y coordinatesin realspace.The size ofeach im age

is48� 48 in unitsof(�h=m !? )
1=2

.Thecolorforthem ean spin

vector refers to the gauge. The bottom panelillustrates the

direction ofthe spin at!? t= 26,where the colorrepresents

Fx=n as shown in Fig.3. The Larm or precession in the x-y

plane iselim inated.

IV . ST R U C T U R E FO R M A T IO N O F SP IN O R

C O N D EN SA T ES

A . Staggered m agnetic dom ains

In orderto gain a betterunderstanding ofthe m echa-

nism oftheform ation ofthestaggered m agneticdom ains

shown in Sec.III,we perform a Bogoliubov analysis of

our system . For sim plicity,we assum e a hom ogeneous

system with a density ofn0,and setthewavefunction as

 = e� i�t=�h(	 + �)with � = c0n0 and 	 = (0;
p
n0;0),

wherethethreecom ponentsreferrespectively totheam -

plitudes ofthe m = 1,0,and � 1 com ponents. Substi-

tuting thisinto Eqs.(6a)and (6b)and keeping only the

linearterm swith respectto �,weobtain

i�h
@�0

@t
= �

�h
2

2M
r 2

�0 + c0n0(�0 + �
�

0); (7a)

i�h
@�� 1

@t
=

�

�
�h
2

2M
r 2 � p+ q

�

�� 1

+ c1n0(�� 1 + �
�

� 1): (7b)

W e can solvethese equationsby expanding � as

�(r;t)=
X

k

�

uke
i(k� r� !k t)+ v

�

k
e
� i(k� r� !k t)

�

: (8)

Equation (7a)hasthesam eform astheequation without

the m agnetic �eld,and the eigenenergy is given by [10,

16]

�h!0k =
p
"k("k + 2c0n0); (9)

where "k � �h
2
k2=(2M ). The corresponding Bogoliubov

eigenvectorsu0
k
and v0

k
areboth proportionalto (0;1;0),

which describe the density m odulation in the m = 0

com ponent. It follows from Eq.(9) that ifc0 < 0,the

eigenfrequency!0k becom espureim aginaryforlongwave-

lengths,and the system collapses.

Equation (7b)hastwo eigenenergies

�h!
�

k
= � p+

p
("k + q)("k + q+ 2c1n0); (10)

and the corresponding Bogoliubov eigenvectorstake the

form s

u
+

k
/ (1;0;0); v

+

k
/ (0;0;1) (11a)

and

u
�

k
/ (0;0;1); v

�

k
/ (1;0;0): (11b)

Thesetwo m odesdescribethespin wavesthathavespin

angular m om enta � �h, and the energies are shifted by

the linear Zeem an energies � p. The quadratic Zeem an

term only shiftsthesingle-particleenergyfrom "k to"k+

q. From Eq.(10),we �nd thatthe eigenfrequencies!
�

k

becom e pure im aginary ifq < 0 or2c1n0 + q < 0.Since

c1 < 0 and q> 0 forthecasewith thespin-1 87Rb BEC,

the dynam icalinstabilities in the spin wave occur in a

high-density region. In such a case,the m odes becom e

m ostunstable when the im aginary partof!�
k
becom es

m axim al,i.e.,at wave vectors that m eet the following

requirem ent:

"k = m ax(0;� c1n0 � q): (12)

Theeigenvectors(11a)and (11b)havem = � 1com po-

nents,and the coherentexcitation ofthese m odesarises

nonzero m agnetization in the x-y plane. Even in�nites-

im al initial populations in the m = � 1 com ponents
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cause exponentialgrowth ifthe eigenfrequency is com -

plex, leading to spontaneous m agnetization. However,

ifthe quadratic Zeem an term isabsent(i.e.,q = 0),the

projected angularm om entum on thex-y plane[(F tot
x )2+

(F tot
y )2]1=2,aswellasF tot

z ,whereF tot �
R
drF ,m ustbe

conserved,since the linearZeem an e�ectm erely rotates

the spin and the otherterm sin the Ham iltonian are ro-

tation invariant.In fact,when q= 0,theim aginary part

ofEq.(10) vanishes for k = 0,which reects the fact

thatthe uniform m agnetization ofthe entirecondensate

is prohibited. Even in this case,localm agnetization is

possible,aslong asthe totalangularm om entum iscon-

served,which leadstothestructureform ation ofthespin.

Thus,the structure form ation ofthe spin reconcilesthe

spontaneous m agnetization with the spin conservation.

This is a physicalaccount ofwhy the k 6= 0 m odes in

Eq.(10)becom e dynam ically unstable.

From Eq.(12),we �nd thatthe m ostunstable wave-

length in the situation shown in Fig.2 is given by (see

also Refs.[17,18,19])

� =
k

2�
=

2��h
p
� 2m (c1n0 + q)

’ 11�m : (13)

From Fig.2 (b),we can see that the size ofthe stag-

gered dom ains around z � 0 is roughly equalto 13�m ,

which isin reasonableagreem entwith Eq.(13).Thesize

increases with jzj,since the density decreases with jzj.

The wavelength (13)isalso consistentwith the interval

between the concentricrings’ 20�m shown in Fig.4.

W e note that the spin dom ains observed in Ref.[3]

m ay also be regarded asa consequence ofstructure for-

m ation due to spin conservation. In Ref.[3],the spin-1
23Na BEC isprepared ata 1:1 m ixtureofthem = 0 and

m = 1 states;then thelength oftheinitialspin vectorisp
3=2.Dueto theantiferrom agneticinteraction,thespin

vectortendsto vanish,whereasthe z com ponentofthe

totalspin m ustbe conserved.(The x and y com ponents

need not be conserved because ofthe presence ofm ag-

netic �eld in the z direction.) In the cigar-shaped trap

ofRef.[3],the system thus responds to form staggered

m agnetic dom ains. In fact,the z com ponent ofthe to-

talspin is conserved,whereasthe average length ofthe

spin vector decreases from
p
3=2 to 1=2 by the dom ain

form ation.

B . H elicalstructure

Thespin vectorofthehelicalstructurein Fig.3(d)can

be written as(e� i�z;
p
2;ei�z)=2,where 2�=� isa pitch

ofthe helix. The torsion energy peratom isthen given

by �h
2
�2=(4m ),and theferrom agnetic-interaction energy

is given by c1n=2. In order to com pare the energy of

the helicalstructure with that ofthe staggered dom ain

structure,we assum e that the spin vector ofthe latter

variesin spaceas(sin �z

2
;
p
2cos�z

2
;sin �z

2
)=
p
2.The ki-

neticand ferrom agnetic-interaction energiesofthisstate

becom e �h
2
�2=(8m ) and c1n=4,respectively. Therefore,

thehelicalstructureisenergetically m orefavorablethan

the dom ain structure when jc1nj> �h
2
�2=(2m ). In the

present case,�h
2
�2=(2m kB ) � 0:2 nK and c1n=kB � 1

nK ,and hence the change from the dom ain structure to

the helicalstructure isfavored.Since the energy iscon-

served in thepresentsituation,the excessenergy associ-

ated with thisstructure changeisconsidered to be used

to excite the helicalstate. Thus the helix in Fig.3 (d)

should beregarded asbeing in an excited state.Thisex-

plainswhy thehelicalstructureappearsonly transiently

in the presentsituation.Ifthe excessenergy can be dis-

sipated by som em eans,thehelicalstructureisexpected

to havea longerlifetim e.

In solid state physics,therearetwo typesofm agnetic

dom ain walls:the Bloch walland the N�eelwall. Atthe

Bloch wallspin ip occursby tracingahelix,whileatthe

N�eelwallthe spin ip occurs in a plane [20]. However,

the dom ain wallsin Fig.3 (c)arecategorized asneither

typeofwall,sincethespin vectorvanishesin them iddle

ofthewall.In thesituation given in Fig.3,theform ation

ofthe staggered m agnetic dom ainsin the x direction is

followed by the growth ofthe y com ponent,leading to

theform ation ofthe helicalstructure.Thehelicalstruc-

turem ay thereforeberegarded astheform ation ofBloch

walls.O n theotherhand,N�eelwallsm ay alsobeform ed,

depending on the initialconditions.

C . M agnetic �eld dependence

The above calculationswere carried outforthe m ag-

netic �eld ofB = 54 m G ,which givesq=jc1nj� 0:01,so

the e�ect ofthe m agnetic �eld was very sm all. To in-

vestigatethe m agnetic �eld dependence ofthe structure

form ation ofthe spin,we perform ed num ericalsim ula-

tions for various strengths ofthe m agnetic �eld. The

spin dom ain structure forB = 0 isqualitatively sim ilar

to thatforB = 54 m G .However,the initial,large-scale

spin exchange shown in Fig.1 (b) (!? t = 300) is ab-

sent in the case ofB = 0,since the im aginary part of

�h!�
k
in Eq.(10)forlong wavelengths,’ (qjq+ 2c1nj)

1=2,

vanisheswhen q= 0.Theim aginary partforlong wave-

lengthsincreaseswith the strength ofthe m agnetic �eld

for B <
� 500 m G .In fact, when B = 200 m G ,which

givesq=jc1nj� 0:1,theinitialspin exchangeisenhanced

com pared with the case when B = 54 m G .ForB = 200

m G ,thesizeofthespin dom ain becom eslarger,in agree-

m entwith thefactthatEq.(13)gives� ’ 16�m .W hen

B = 1 G (q=jc1nj’ 4),the eigenfrequencies!�
k
are al-

waysreal,and no spin dynam icsoccur. Thisisbecause

forlargeB ,them = 0 statebecom estheground statein

the subspace ofF tot
z = 0,due to the quadratic Zeem an

e�ect.
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(a)

(b)

ω t=600⊥

ω t=23⊥
Fx Fy Fz

x
y
z

FIG .5: Thethreecom ponentsofthem ean spin vectorFx=n,

Fy=n,Fz=n (from top to bottom panelin (a) and from left

to rightpanelin (b))forthe initialstate  1 =
p
1+ 0:01 g,

 0 = 0,and  � 1 =
p
1� 0:01 g,where  g is the m = � 1

ground state. The otherconditionsare the sam e asthose in

Fig.2 for(a)and in Fig.4 for(b).

D . Initialconditions

W e have investigated the structure form ation ofthe

spin forseveralotherinitialstates. Forexam ple,Fig.5

shows the structure form ation obtained for the ini-

tial state  1 =
p
1+ 0:01 g,  0 = 0, and  � 1 =

p
1� 0:01 g, where  g is the m = � 1 ground state.

Spontaneous m agnetization from this initialstate also

proceeds with the form ation of the staggered dom ain

structure for the cigar-shaped geom etry, and the con-

centric ring structure for the pancake-shaped geom etry.

Them agnetizationoccursin thezdirection,sincetheini-

tialspin hasasm allzcom ponent.Thus,wecan conclude

thatthespatialspin structureform ed in thespontaneous

m agnetization isessentially determ ined by thegeom etry

ofthe system and doesnotdepend on the initialstate.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have studied the spontaneouslocalm agnetization

ofthe ferrom agnetic spin-1 condensate that is initially

prepared in the m = 0 state and subject to spin con-

servation. An initialin�nitesim alm agnetization ofone

com ponent gives rise to the exponentialgrowth ofthat

com ponentdueto the dynam icalinstabilities.Asa con-

sequence,the staggered spin dom ain structureisform ed

along the trap axis in the case of an elongated cigar-

shaped trap, where the localm ean spin vector under-

goestheLarm orprecession in thepresenceofa m agnetic

�eld. The size ofthe dom ain structure agreeswith that

obtained by Bogoliubov analysis (Eq.(13)). The heli-

calstructures also appear transiently. In the case ofa

tightpancake-shaped trap,a concentricring structureis

form ed.

The underlying physics ofthe structure form ation in

the m agnetization is the com petition between the fer-

rom agnetic spin correlation and the conservation ofthe

totalm agnetization.Them agnetization oftheentiresys-

tem in thesam edirection isprohibited.Asaconsequence

ofthecom petition,m agnetization occursonly locally,re-

sulting in spatialstructures. In solid state physics,in

contrast,the m agnetization ofan entire system ispossi-

ble because neither the energy northe angularm om en-

tum is conserved,due to the interaction ofthe system

with itsenvironm ent.

In thispaper,wehaveconsidered only elongated cigar-

shaped geom etry and tightpancake-shaped geom etry.In

othersystem s,such astheisotropicsystem and therotat-

ing system with vortices,otherintriguing spin structures

orspin texturesareexpected to em ergein a spontaneous

m anner,because these system sinvolvedynam icalinsta-

bilities ofdi�erent sym m etries. W e plan to report the

resultsofthese casesin a future publication.

A cknow ledgm ents

W e would like to thank S.Inouye for helpfuldiscus-

sions.Thiswork wassupported by SpecialCoordination

FundsforProm oting Science and Technology,by a 21st

Century CO E program atTokyoTech \Nanom eter-Scale

Q uantum Physics," and by a G rant-in-Aid forScienti�c

Research (G rantNo.15340129)from theM inistry ofEd-

ucation,Science,Sports,and Culture ofJapan.

[1]D .M .Stam per-K urn,M .R.Andrews,A.P.Chikkatur,

S.Inouye,H.-J.M iesner,J.Stenger,and W .K etterle,

Phys.Rev.Lett.80,2027 (1998).

[2]J.Stenger,S.Inouye,D .M .Stam per-K urn,H.-J.M ies-

ner,A.P.Chikkatur,and W .K etterle,Nature(London)

396,345 (1998).

[3]H.-J.M iesner,D .M .Stam per-K urn,J.Stenger,S.In-

ouye,A.P.Chikkatur,and W .K etterle,Phys.Rev.Lett.

82,2228 (1999).

[4]D .M .Stam per-K urn,H.-J.M iesner,A.P.Chikkatur,

S.Inouye,J.Stenger,and W .K etterle,Phys.Rev.Lett.

83,661 (1999).

[5]M .-S.Chang,C.D .Ham ley,M .D .Barrett,J.A.Sauer,

K .M .Fortier,W .Zhang,L.You,and M .S.Chapm an,

Phys.Rev.Lett.92,140403 (2004).

[6]H.Schm aljohann,M .Erhard,J.K ronj�ager,M .K ottke,

S.van Staa,L.Cacciapuoti,J.J.Arlt,K .Bongs,and K .

Sengstock,Phys.Rev.Lett.92,040402 (2004).

[7]T.K uwam oto,K .Araki,T.Eno,and T.Hirano,Phys.

Rev.A 69,063604 (2004).

[8]H. Schm aljohann, M . Erhard, J. K ronj�ager, K . Seng-

stock,and K .Bongs,Appl.Phys.B 79,1001 (2004).

[9]J.M .Higbie,L.E.Sadler,S.Inouye,A.P.Chikkatur,S.

R.Leslie,K .L.M oore,V.Savalli,and D .M .Stam per-



8

K urn,cond-m at/0502517.

[10]T.-L.Ho,Phys.Rev.Lett.81,742 (1998).

[11]N.N.K lausen,J.L.Bohn,and C.H.G reene,Phys.Rev.

A 64,053602 (2001).

[12]See,e.g.,C.J.Pethick and H.Sm ith,Bose-Einstein Con-

densation in DiluteG ases(Cam bridgeUniv.Press,Cam -

bridge,2002).

[13]E.G .M .van K em pen,S.J.J.M .F.K okkelm ans,D .J.

Heinzen,and B.J.Verhaar,Phys.Rev.Lett.88,093201

(2002).

[14]F. D alfovo and S. Stringari, Phys. Rev. A 53, 2477

(1996).

[15]Y.Castin and R.D um ,Eur.Phys.J.D 7,399 (1999).

[16]T.O hm iand K .M achida,J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.67,1822

(1998).

[17]E.J.M ueller and G .Baym ,Phys.Rev.A 62,053605

(2000).

[18]M .Ueda,Phys.Rev.A 63,013601 (2000).

[19]N.P.Robins,W .Zhang,E.A.O strovskaya,and Y.S.

K ivshar,Phys.Rev.A 64,021601(R)(2001).

[20]For exam ple, C. K ittel, Introduction to Solid State

Physics(John W iley & Sons,New York,1996).

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0502517

