arXiv:2311.08162v1 [cond-mat.quant-gas] 14 Nov 2023

Bright solitons in a spin-orbit-coupled dipolar Bose-Einstein condensate trapped within a double-lattice^∗

Qi Wang^1, Jieli Qin^{2,†}, Junjie Zhao^3, Lu Qin^1, Yingying Zhang^1, Lu Zhou^{3,‡}, Xuejing Feng^1, Chunjie Yang^1, Zunlue Zhu^1, Wuming Liu^4 and Xingdong Zhao^{1,♯} 1 School of Physics, Henan Normal University, Xinxiang, Henan 453007, China 2 School of Physics and Electronic Engineering, Guangzhou University, Guangzhou, Guangdong 510006, China 3 Department of Physics, School of Physics and Electronic Science, East China Normal University, Shanghai 200241, China 4 Beijing National Laboratory for Condensed Matter Physics, Institute of Physics, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100190, China (Dated: November 15, 2023)

By effectively controlling the dipole-dipole interaction, we investigate the characteristics of the ground state of bright solitons in a spin-orbit coupled dipolar Bose-Einstein condensate. The dipolar atoms are trapped within a double-lattice which consists of a linear and a nonlinear lattice. We derive the motion equations of the different spin components, taking the controlling mechanisms of the diolpe-dipole interaction into account. An analytical expression of dipole-dipole interaction is derived. By adjusting the dipole polarization angle, the dipole interaction can be adjusted from attraction to repulsion. On this basis, we study the generation and manipulation of the bright solitons using both the analytical variational method and numerical imaginary time evolution. The stability of the bright solitons is also analyzed and we map out the stability phase diagram. By adjusting the long-range dipole-dipole interaction, one can achieve manipulation of bright solitons in all aspects, including the existence, width, nodes, and stability. Considering the complexity of our system, our results will have enormous potential applications in quantum simulation of complex systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Solitons are self-sustaining and localized wave packets that maintain their shape and velocity over long distances [1–5]. In recent years, solitons have been observed in various physical systems, including Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) with spin-orbit coupling (SOC) [6–9]. The SOC-BEC systems are a type of ultracold atomic gas, where the atoms have an internal spin degree of freedom and are subjected to an external electromagnetic field [10, 11]. These systems have been shown to support various types of solitons [12], including bright solitons [13–15], dark solitons [16–18] and so on [19, 20]. These solitons have unique properties that make them suitable for applications such as quantum information processing [21, 22] and quantum simulations [23].

The dipolar Bose-Einstein condensates with large magnetic dipole moments observed in atomic sample such as 52Cr [24–26],^{164}Dy [27, 28], and^{168}Er [29], have opened new opportunities for the study of solitons dynamics in various contexts. Dipole-dipole interactions (DDI) are long-range and anisotropic, and both of the two features play an important role in the dynamic properties and spin dynamics of atoms [30, 31]. In condensed matter physics, DDI can arise from the intrinsic dipole moments of atoms or molecules, and can determine the physical properties

∗ Corresponding authors:

† qinjieli@126.com ‡ lzhou@phy.ecnu.edu.cn ♯ phyzhxd@gmail.com

of many materials. There has been growing interest in investigating the DDI on solitons in SOC-BEC [32]. In this system, the DDI arises from the long-range magnetic and electric dipole moments of atoms, and can significantly affect the properties of the solitons [33].

When the BEC is trapped within optical lattice, the macroscopic quantum states of the ultra-cold atom have precise and controllable degrees of freedom, which makes an excellent platform for quantum simulation and one of the most important technologies that combines cold atomic physics with condensed matter physics. It is worth emphasizing specially that, Golam Ali Sekh et. al. discussed the effects of optical lattices on bright solitons in SOC-BEC, specifically on the geometric nodes and stability [34]. They focus on the effect of the nonlinear optical lattice that induced by a periodically modulated atomic scattering interaction but the DDI is ignored. In fact, it is well known that the long-range interactions will dominant the inter-site interactions as the atoms are separated in different lattices [35], though the collision interactions within the lattice still play an important role [36, 37]. Our motivation is investigate the effect of DDI on the properties of bright solitons in the dipolar SOC-BEC trapped in double-lattice that consists of a linear optical lattice and a nonlinear optical lattice. By varying the dipole polarization axis, we found the DDI can play a major role and increased a controllable degree of freedom in this system.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, after employing the standard method from three-dimension to quasi one-dimension, we introduce a Gross-Pitaevskii Equations (GPE) of the order parameter of two pseudo spin components. The analytic relationship between the DDI and the polarization angle and the linear dispersion relation are deduced. In Sec. III, following the Ritz optimization procedure based variational formulation of pairs of equations in the GPE, we study the effect of the system parameters on the bright soliton solutions, especially focus on the DDI. In Sec. III C, we employ the Vakhitov- Kolokolov stability criterion [38] to study the stability of the soliton solution obtained in Sec. III. Section IV concludes and summarizes this work.

II. MODEL

We consider a quasi one-dimensional (1D) dipolar BEC system [39, 40] with SOC realized by the Raman coupling scheme [41–43], which is shown in Fig. 1(a). The system can be described by the following coupled nonlinear Schrödinger equations [44] i∂tΦj = [ −∂^2_z /2 + (−1)^j (iκ∂z − δ/2) + V (z) ] Φj + ΩΦ3−j − [ γ |Φj |^2 + β |Φ3−j |^2 + Dj + D3−j ] Φj , (1)

here, j = 1, 2 denotes the two spin components of the BEC, κ is the strength of SOC [45, 46], δ is the detuning [47], Ω is the Rabi coupling frequency [48], V (z) = V_0 cos (2πz/λ_l) is an optical lattice potential with strength V_0 and period λ_l, γ and β are two shortrange contact interaction parameters, which can be tuned by the Feshbach resonance technique [49–53]. In our work we assume the contact interactions are periodically modulated in space, thus the BEC also feels a nonlinear lattice, i.e., {γ, β} = {γ_0, β_0} + {γ_1, β_1} · V_n (z) with V_n (z) = cos (2πz/λ_n).

For the last two terms on the right-hand side of Eq. (1), since we are considering a dipolar BEC [54], we posit that the dipole moments, post-polarization, orient themselves parallel to the magnetic field direction and are restricted to the x-z plane. Consequently, the potential for DDI can be denoted as U (r, θ) = d^2/r^5 [ r^2 − 3(z sin θ + x cos θ)^2 ] , where d^2 = μ_0μ^2/4π, μ_0 is the vacuum permeability [55], μ is the dipole moment of the atom. Noted that the DDI is mathematically described by a convolution, it can be calculated efficiently by fast Fourier transform

D_j = F^{−1} { U_f (k_z , θ) · F [ |Φ_j (z, t)|^2 ]} , (2)

with F and F^{−1} standing for Fourier transform and its inverse respectively. The term U_f (k_z, θ) can be calculated analytically [56].

U_f (k_z , θ) =D_d { 1− 3 cos^2θ[1−G(k_z)] /2−3sin^2θG(k_z) } . (3) Here, D_d = μ_0μ^2/12πL^2 denotes the DDI strength and L = √ ℏ/mω_⊥ represents the characteristic length of the system with the transverse trapping width L of the optical lattice. It needs to be emphasized that the amplitude

FIG. 1. (Color online) (a) The schematic diagram illustrates a dipolar BEC with SOC confined in a double-lattice, which consist of both a linear optical lattice (green line) and a nonlinear lattice (orange line). Two counter-propagating Raman lasers L1, L2 induce the SOC. The dipolar BEC is polarized in x-z plane at an tunable angle of θ with respect to x-axis. (b) The effective DDI at different polarization angles. When θ < θm = arcsin( √ 3/3), it is repulsive (U^′_f /g_{dd} < 0); while it is attractive (U^′_f /g_{dd} > 0) when θ > θm. (c) Linear dispersion relations of BEC at different SOC strengths κ. The upper branch (red dashed line) always has a single minimum. The lower branch (blue solid line) also has only a single minimum when κ > κm; However when κ < κm, it has two minimum.

and the interacting range can be adjusted by tuning ω_⊥, which was discussed in detail in our previous work [57]. Meanwhile, the sign of the DDI can be controlled by tuning the angle (π/2 − θ) between dipole direction and zaxis [58, 59], and G (k_z ) = k^2_z ω^2_⊥ exp [ k^2_z ω^2_⊥ ] Γ ( 0, k^2_z ω^2_⊥ ) with Γ (·) being the usual incomplete Gamma function. Easy to get lim_{kz →0} U_{dd} (k_z , θ) = U_∞(θ) = D_d ( 1 − 3 sin^2 θ ) . In Fig. 1(b) we plot the relationship between U^′_f = U_f − U_∞ and θ, it is seen that the DDI is repulsive when |θ| < θ_m = arcsin (√ 3/3 ) , while it is attractive when |θ| > θ_m, and at the critical angle θ = θ_m the DDI disappears [60]. By adjusting the transverse trapping width ω_⊥ and the angle θ, we obtain another parametric degree of the freedom to control the static and dynamical properties of the system, including the matter wave solitons.

In order to envisage a systematic study on the control mechanism of soliton in our double-lattice, we first focus on the relative importance of different parameters based on the linear dispersion relation [61, 62]. By seeking plane wave solutions of Eq. (1), of the form Φ_j = Φ_{0j} exp [i (k_pz − ωt)] (Φ_{0j} ≪ 1), we obtain the dispersion relation for the energy ω and momentum k_p,

ω_± = ( k^2_p/2 + V ) ± √ κ^2k^2_p + Ω^2. (4)

It is obvious that the dispersion relation with SOC presents a double-branch structure as shown in Fig. 1(c). The upper branch always has a single minimum while the lower branch contains two minimum as the strength of SOC exceeds a threshold κ_m = − √ Ω, though they are consistent below the threshold. For ω < ω_m, there exists a semi-infinite gap where linear modes do not propagate but matter-wave bright solitons with energies inside the gap can be found [63–65]. In the following, we apply analytical and numerical methods to analyze the characteristics of solitons in this region. Especially, we will concern about the impact of the DDI.

III. METHOD AND RESULT ANALYSIS

A. Calculus of variations

Firstly, it is an interesting curiosity to study how the chemical potential of each spin state changes in presence of the double lattice and interactions between atoms, because the chemical potentials lie below the ω_m in the semi-infinite gap determining the possibility of soliton existence. So we write the wave function in form Φ_j (z, t) = ϕ_j (z) e^{−iμt}, then the Lagrangian density is [66, 67]

L = L_1 + L_2 + L_{12} + L_{nl} + L_d, (5)

with

L_j = (μ_j − V ) |ϕ_j |^2 − | | |ϕ^′_j | | |^2 /2 − (−1)^j iκϕj ϕ^{∗′}_j , (6a)

L_{12} = −Ωϕ^∗_{3−j} ϕ_j , (6b) L_{nl} = [ γ_1 ( |ϕ_1|^4 + |ϕ_2|^4 ) /2 + β_1 |ϕ_1|^2 |ϕ_2|^2 ] V_n (z)

+ β_0 |ϕ_1|^2 |ϕ_2|^2 + γ_0 |ϕ_j |^4 /2, (6c)

L_d = − ( |ϕ_1|^2 + |ϕ_2|^2 ) (D_1 + D_2) /2. (6d)

here μ_j = μ − (−1)^j δ/2 is the shifted chemical potential of the two spin components. The variational method offers a systematic and efficient approach for approximating solutions in intricate nonlinear systems, such as solitons. It facilitates the exploration of stability and existence aspects related to soliton solutions. By introducing variations within the trial function, one can assess the system’s energy and stability characteristics. The trial wave function of the bright soliton will take the form [68]

ϕ_j (z) = A_j exp [ 2i (−1)^j πz/J ] sech (z/a) , (7) where the variational parameters A_j represent the amplitudes of the two spin components, and the variational parameter a is the effective width of the soliton; while J is a fixed parameter which can be taken from the optimization of the chemical potential.The trial wave function is normalized such that the atom numbers in the two spin components are N_i = ∫ |ϕ_j |^2 dz = 2aA^2_i . Inserting the trial wave function into Lagrangian density and integrating over the whole space, we obtain ⟨L⟩ = ⟨L_1⟩ + ⟨L_2⟩ + ⟨L_{12}⟩ + ⟨L_{nl}⟩ + ⟨L_d⟩ , (8) with ⟨L_j ⟩ = N_j [ μ_j + W − aπ^2V_0 csch ( aπ^2/λ_l ) /λ_l ] , (9a)

⟨L_{12}⟩ = −2aπ^2Ω √ N_1N_2 csch ( 2aπ^2/J ) /J, (9b) ⟨L_{nl}⟩ = N_1N_2 (2Rβ_1 + β_0/3a)

+ Rγ_1 ( N^2_1 + N^2_2 ) + (N_1 + N_2)γ_0/6a, (9c)

⟨L_d⟩ = −πa^2 (N_1 + N_2)^2 Θ (a, θ) /16, (9d)

here W = −a^2/6 + 2π/J(κ − π/J) and R = ( a^2π^4 + π^2λ^2_n ) csch ( aπ^2/λ_n ) /6λ^3_n. In this step all the integrals can be calculated analytically, except that in ⟨L_d⟩ the function Θ (a, θ) = ∫ csch^2 (πak_z /2) U_f (k_z, θ) k^2_z dk_z needs a numerical treatment due to the complexity of DDI. Employing the Ritz optimization procedure, from the condition ∂ ⟨L⟩ /∂N_j = 0, we can determine the chemical potentials

μ_j =aπ^2V_0 csch ( aπ^2/λ_l ) /λ_l −2R (β_1N_{3−j} +γ_1N_j )−W

+πa^2 (N_1 +N_{3−j} ) Θ (a, θ) /8−β_0N_{3−j} /3a−γ_0/6a

+aπ^2Ω √ N_{3−j} csch ( 2aπ^2/J ) / √ N_j J. (10)

Except the structure parameters of the soliton, the optical lattice and DDI also have contributions to the chemical potential, the former was details studied in depth in

FIG. 2. (Color online) The relationships between chemical potential μj and soliton width a under different (a) DDI strengths and (b) different SOC strengths. The colored solid line represents μ1 while the colored dashed line represents the μ2. In (a), the red, green and blue lines correspond to polarization angles θ = arcsin( √ 3/3), 0, π/2 respectively. The SOC strength is κ = −2.0. In (b), the green and purple lines correspond to SOC strengths κ = −3.0 and −1.0. The polarization angle is θ = 0. In both (a) and (b), the black solid and dashed lines represent the minimum of the chemical potential. Other parameters are D_d = 3.0, γ0 = 2, β0 = 2, V0 = −4, γ1 = 0.5, β1 = 0.5, N1 = 5.0, N2 = 1.5, λ_l = 0.65, λn = λ_l/2, J = 2 and Ω = 6.

FIG. 3. (Color online) The relationships between minimum chemical potential μj and atomic difference ΔN (a), total atomic number N (b), Rabi coupling frequency Ω (c), SOC strength κ (d) at different polarization angles θ. The upper surface represents the minimum chemical potential (μ2m ) corresponding to ϕ2, and the lower surface represents the minimum chemical potential (μ1m) corresponding to ϕ1. The lines on the surfaces correspond to polarization angles θ = π/20 (green), arcsin( √ 3/3) (red), and 9π/20 (blue). The solid line is μ1, the dashed line is μ2. Other parameters are the same as the green line in Fig. 2, if they are not explicitly shown on the graphs.

the article by Golam Ali Sekh [34] and the latter has not been investigated in this system so far. Usually, a negative minimum of the chemical potential indicates the existence of a self-bounded state, i.e., a bright soliton.

B. Influence on chemical potential

Based on this idea, we examine the relationship between chemical potential μ_j and effective soliton width a. We are mostly concerned with the effect of DDI on the solitons, therefore we plot the μ_j -a curves for different DDI in Fig. 2(a). For the red curves, we set θ = θ_m, i.e., the DDI vanishes, and we do observe a negative minimum point on the curve, this means a bright soliton can exist without the DDI (in fact solitons induced by the short range contact interaction have been widely studied). For the blue curves, the DDI is set to be attractive with polarization angle θ = 9π/20, comparing it with the red curves, we see that the minimum chemical potential is reduced, at the same time the effective soliton width a corresponding to the minimum chemical potential also becomes smaller. The situation is slightly different for the SOC, the minimum chemical potentials increases when the strength of the SOC increases. However, the effective soliton width is independent with this change as shown in Fig. 2(b). From Eq. (10), the atomic numbers in the two spin components have contribution in determining the chemical potential, though they are fixed in the above discussion. In fact, the imbalance in the number of particles (N_1 ≠ N_2) can be induced by the spontaneous oscillations between the two pseudo-spin components, which determines the statistical method used to describe the system. From another perspective, the atomic difference between two spin states ΔN can be used to define the magnetization of the system M = ΔN/N, (11) with

N_1 = (N ± ΔN)/2 and N_2 = (N ∓ ΔN)/2. (12)

We plot μ_m versvs ΔN for a fixed value of N in Fig. 3(a) and μ_m versus N for a fixed ΔN in Fig. 3(b). It is obvious that the curved surface for μ_m bifurcates when the magnetization of the system occurs, and the separating interval between the curved surfaces increases with ΔN. On the contrary, for a value of ΔN, the chemical potential of the two spin states decreases gradually as N increases, which corresponds to the decreased magnetization, and the separating interval also decreases as shown in 3(b). The above analysis implies that the magnetization of the system and the difference of the chemical potential of the two spin states are positively correlated. It is worth emphasizing that the DDI has effect on the difference in chemical potential, but its contribution to their magnitude is significant.

In addition to atomic numbers, there are many adjustable parameters for us to choose from in this system. To check the effect of the different parameters, we display the chemical potential μ_m with the variation of the Rabi frequency Ω and the SOC strength κ in Fig. 3(c) and (d) respectively. It is shown that the effects of Ω and κ on the chemical potential μ_m are obviously different. Increasing the Rabi frequency increases the fluctuation of atomic numbers and ultimately induces an increase in the minimum value of chemical potential. Moreover, the effect of Ω depends on the initial population distribution, which leads to the increasing separation of the two chemical potential surfaces as Ω increases. Conversely, increasing the

FIG. 4. (Color online) (a) The relationship between minimum chemical potential μ1 and variational parameter J at different polarization angles. (b) The corresponding effective soliton width am as a function of J. The green, red and blue lines correspond to θ = 0, arcsin( √ 3/3), π/3 respectively. Other parameters are the same as the green solid line in Fig. 2.

FIG. 5. (Color online) The wave functions (a)-(c) and density profiles (d)-(f) of some typical solitons at different polarization angles θ = 0 (a)(d), arcsin( √ 3/3) (b)(e), π/3 (c)(f). In (a)-(c), the solid and dashed line styles represent the real and imaginary parts of the wave function, and the red and blue line colors represent the two spin components. In (d)-(f), the dots represent the variational method (VM) results, while the solid line is obtained using the imaginary time method (ITM). Other parameters are the same as those in Fig. 2.

SOC strength κ decreases the minimum value of chemical potential, and the two spin states share the similar trend which results in unchanged separation of the two chemical potential surfaces.

Except the adjustable parameters of the system discussed above, Eq. (10) consists of some other parameters that represent the characteristics of the matter wavebright solitons. For instance, the parameters J and a come from the proposed trial solution of Eq. (7). In Fig. 4, we plot soliton width a_m versus J for different polarized angle θ, As J increases, the chemical potential μ_m gradually decreases and undergoes a transition from positive to negative(a) , and a_m will first increases and then gradually decreases(b). There always exists a maximum point no matter how the dipole interaction is adjusted. This tells us that it is possible to prepare the weakly or strongly bound state by adjusting the parameter J and tuning the DDI which is more feasible. It is worth mentioning that this process can be achieved by simultaneously adjusting the nonlinear optical lattice as proposed in Ref. [34]. Our method is fundamentally different from theirs. Here the long-range interaction is tuned and any assumptions about lattice potential are not broken.

Based on the above discussed parameters, we can obtain clear images of bright soliton shapes, which are displayed in Fig. 5. Fig. 5(a)-(c) shows the spatial variation of real and imaginary parts of ϕ_j (j = 1, 2) with different polarized angle θ. It is obvious that the amplitudes of both the real and imaginary parts of ϕ_1 is large than those of ϕ_2. Regardless of the adjustment of the DDI, the imaginary parts of ϕ_j always exhibit nodes, but the nodes of the real parts would disappear as shown in Fig. 5(c). When we adjust the dipole interaction from repulsion to zero and then to attraction, the widths of the entire wave packet will gradually narrow. This means that by adjusting the dipole interaction, we can effectively adjust the shape of bright solitons. To verify the effectiveness of the variational method, we also employ the imaginary time evolution method to find soliton solutions under the same parameters, the comparison of the two methods are shown in Fig. 5(d)-(f). The results obtained by the two methods have good consistency.

In sum, we obtained the characteristics of bright solitons through the variational method, and we have achieved effective control of the bright solitons by adjusting system parameters, especially the DDI. If we want to apply the results here to the quantum simulation process, we must pay attention to the stability or lifetime of the solitons generated here for effective observation in experiments.

C. Stability region

Besides changing the soliton profile, the DDI would also affect the stability of the solitons. This can be studied by the well-known Vakhitov-Kolokolov (VK) criterion [38, 57, 69], which relies on the sign of quantity ∂N_j /∂μ_j — if ∂N_j /∂μ_j > 0, the corresponding soliton is stable; otherwise it is unstable. To obtain this quantity, we firstly determine N_i by optimization condition

FIG. 6. (Color online) (a)-(c) Stability phase diagrams. The blue part is the stable region, and the purple part is the unstable region. (a) Indicates that the soliton stable region varies with the θ a between the DDI and the x-axis. (b) Represents the variation of the soliton stability region with the variation of the D_d coefficient at θ = 0. (c) Shows the variation of soliton stability region tuned by Feshbach resonance technique under the condition of solid line (θ = arcsin (√ 3/3 ) , γ0 = β0). The dashed line (θ = π/3, γ0 = β0 = 0) shows that the soliton’s stable region changes with the variation of the coefficient D_d under attractive DDI. (d)-(f) Select the values of the unstable region and the stable region in (a) respectively for time evolution. (d) a = 0.1, θ = π/3 in the unstable region is selected and corresponds to the triangle in (a) above; (e) a = 0.1, θ = π/10 in the stable region is selected and corresponds to the lozenge in (a) above. (f) a = 0.15, θ = 0 in the unstable region is selected and corresponds to the pentagram in (a) above. If not specifically mentioned in the subfigure, the parameters are as follows θ = 0, Dd = 3.0, J = 2, β0 = γ0 = 2, λ_l = 0.65, λn = λ_l/2, V0 = −4, β1 = γ1 = 0.5, Ω = 6, N1 = 5, N2 = 1.5, κ = −2.0.

∂ ⟨L⟩ /∂a = 0, which gives

N_1 = (T_1 + T_2) / (T_3 + T_4 + T_5) , (13)

with

T_1 = − 24π^2Ω √ s [ J − 2aπ^2coth ( 2aπ^2/J )] /J^2 × csch ( 2aπ^2/J ) , (14a)

T_2 = { 6π^2V_0 [ aπ^2coth ( aπ^2/λ_l ) − λ_l ] csch ( aπ^2/λ_l )/ λ^2_l

+2/a^3 } (1 + s), (14b)

T_3 = ( 2β_0s + γ_0 + s^2γ_0 ) /a^2, (14c)

T_4 =π^4 [ −2aλ_n + ( λ^2_n + a^2π^2 ) coth ( aπ^2/λ_n )] /λ^4_n × ( 2β_1s + γ_1 + s^2γ_1 ) csch ( aπ^2/λ_n ) , (14d)

T_5 =3aπ^2(1 + s)^2 ∫ k^2_z [2 − aπk_z coth (aπk_z /2)] /8

× csch (aπk_z /2)^2 U_f (k_z , θ)dk_z , (14e)

here s = N_2/N_1 is a parameter describing the ratio between atom numbers in the two spin components. Now N_i and μ_j can both be expressed as a function of soliton width a [Eq. (13) and Eq. (10)], the VK criterion can be calculated by ∂N_j ∂μ_j = ∂N_j ∂a ∂a ∂μ_j . (15)

The stability phase diagrams determined by the VK criterion are plotted in Fig. 6. In Fig. 6(a), the DDI is tuned from attractive (θ = ±π/2) to repulsive (θ = 0), and it is found that under the attractive DDI only the solitons with very small effective width a are stable; While under repulsive DDI the stable region extends to a larger value of a. In Fig. 6(b), the attractive/repulsive property of the DDI is fixed, only its strength D_d varies, we found that as D_d increases, the repulsive/attractive interaction can gradually enlarge/reduce the stable region. In Fig. 6(c), the DDI is fixed. By adjusting the modulation intensity of Feshbash, we found that the stable region can be gradually reduced as γ_0 increases.

In order to make a comparation between the long-range DDI and the short-range collision interaction, we tune the angle θ to π/3 as shown in Fig. 6 (c). It is obvious that the soliton with small width becomes unstable when the amplitude of the DDI increases. However, when the width a increases the soliton dominated by the long-range DDI exhibits stronger stability than the soliton dominated by the short-range interaction. In other words, DDI has a more significant impact on solitons with larger widths.

We also confirmed the stability property of the soliton by directly simulating the dynamical Eq. (1), the results are shown in Fig. 6 [70–73]. In Fig. 6 (d), the initial soliton state lies in the unstable region [represented by ▲ in

Fig. 6 (a)], and we see that during the evolution the soliton wavepacket does not keep its initial shape, indeed the attractive DDI leads to a shrinking of the wavepacket. In Fig. 6 (e), the initial soliton state lies in the stable region [represented by ♦ in Fig. 6(a)], this time we do observe a stable evolution of the soliton. At last, we also examined the evolution of unstable soliton under repulsive DDI [represented by ⋆ in Fig. 6(a)], the numerical result show that such a soliton firstly endures a spatial spreading, and then it spontaneously splits into two individual soliton wavepackets with halved atom number.

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, we studied bright solitons in the system of spin-orbit coupled dipolar BEC subjected to both a linear and a nonlinear lattice. In the system, DDI can be tuned to be either attractive or repulsive by adjusting the polarization angle. We found that in such a way both the profile and stability region of the solitons can be engineered — the repulsive DDI will broaden the soliton and enlarge the stability region, while the attractive DDI tends to narrow the soliton and reduce the stability region. We also studied the instability dynamics by numerically simulating the nonlinear Schrödinger equations. It is found that attractive DDI leads to a shrinking of the soliton, while the repulsive DDI results in spreading and splitting of the soliton.

Overall, this research furnishes crucial insights into matter wave dynamics within Bose-Einstein condensates, underscoring the pivotal regulatory function of DDIs therein. Furthermore, it unveils alternative methodologies for manipulating solitons within spin-orbit coupled Bose-Einstein condensates, presenting a substantive basis for subsequent investigations and applications.

Acknowledgments: This work was supported by the National Key Research and Development Program of China (2021YFA1400900, 2021YFA0718300, 2021YFA1400243), National Natural Science Foundation of China (12074105, 12104135, 61835013, 12074120, 11904063).

APPENDIX: THREE-DIMENSIONAL TO QUASI-ONE-DIMENSIONAL

The Hamiltonian of a dipolar SOC-BEC within doublelattice under the mean field approximation

H = H_0 + H_s + V (⃗r) + H_{nl} + H_d. (S1)

Here, H_0 is the Hamiltonian of a single particle, H_s is the Hamiltonian of SOC, V (⃗r) is the external potential field, and H_{nl} comes from the nonlinear optical lattice. H_d is the Hamiltonian of dipole dipole interaction.

H_0 = ⃗p^2 2m , (S2a)

H_s = κ^′p_xσ_z + Ω^′σ_xℏ, (S2b) where Ω^′ stands for Rabi frequency and σ_{x,z} the Pauli spin matrices. The Hamiltonian implication of shortrange interactions is provided by

H_{nl} = ( γ|Ψ_1|^2 + β|Ψ_2|^2 0

0 γ|Ψ_2|^2 + β|Ψ_1|^2 ) , (S3)

here γ and β stand for intra- and inter-atomic interactions. The contribution of the DDI is given by

H_d = 1,2∑ i,j ∫ Ψ^∗_i (⃗r, t) U (⃗r − ⃗r^′) Ψ_j (⃗r^′, t) d^3⃗r^′, (S4)

where the dipole interaction potential can be expressed as U(⃗r − ⃗r^′) = μ_0d^2 4π 1 − 3 cos^2 α |⃗r − ⃗r^′|^3 , (S5)

where μ_0 is the permeability of vacuum, d is magnitude of the dipole vector, and α the crossing angle between ⃗d and ⃗r − ⃗r^′. We assume that the dipole moment is polarized in the direction of the magnetic field and is restricted to the x-z plane, so ⃗d = d[sin(θ)ẑ + cos(θ)x̂]. When capturing potential field V (⃗r) = m(ω^2_xx^2 + ω^2_yy^2)/2 + V_0 cos(2λ_lz), and we take ω_⊥ = ω_x = ω_y, the wave function of the system is changed from three dimensions to quasi-one dimension by a standardized simplification method. Let’s rewrite the wave function of the system

Ψ_j (⃗r, t) =Φ_x(x)Φ_y (y)Φ_j (z, t),

Φ_x =

1_4 √ πL^2 e^{− x2}2L^2 ,

Φ_y =

1_4 √ πL^2 e^{− y2}2L^2 ,

(S6)

where L = √ ℏ/mω_⊥ represents the characteristic length of the system and ω_⊥ is transverse trapping frequency.

Introducing the scaled quantities z → z/ √ ℏ/mω_⊥, t → tω_⊥, we can derive the GPE for a spin component of the system as

i∂tΦj = [ −∂^2_z /2 + (−1)^j (iκ∂z − δ/2) + V (z) ] Φj + ΩΦ3−j − [ γ |Φj |^2 + β |Φ3−j |^2 + Dj + D3−j ] Φj , (S7)

with Dj = F^{−1} { U_f (kz, θ) · F [ |Φj (z, t)|^2 ]} , (S8a) U_f (kz , θ) = D_d { 1− 3 cos^2θ[1−G(kz )] /2−3sin^2θG(kz ) } . (S8b)

Here, F (k_z) = ∫ |Φ_j (z, t)|^2 e^{−ikz z}dz, D_d = μ_0μ^2/12πL^2 denotes the DDI strength.

[1] K. E. Strecker, G. B. Partridge, A. G. Truscott, and R. G.

Hulet, Formation and propagation of matter-wave soliton trains, Nature 417, 150 (2002).

[2] J. H. V. Nguyen, Collisions of matter-wave solitons, Nature Phys. 10, 918 (2014).

[3] P. Peng and Li, Magnetized vector solitons in a spinorbit coupled spin-1 Bose-Einstein condensate with zeeman coupling, Phys. Lett. A 383, 2883 (2019).

[4] X.-J. Feng, J.-X. Li, L. Qin, Y.-Y. Zhang, S. Xia, L. Zhou, C. Yang, Z. Zhu, W.-M. Liu, and X.- D. Zhao, Itinerant ferromagnetism entrenched by the anisotropy of spin-orbit coupling in a dipolar fermi gas, Front. Phys 18, 52303 (2023).

[5] X. Xue and P. Grelu, Dispersion-less kerr solitons in spectrally confined optical cavities, Light Sci. Appl. 12, 19 (2023).

[6] T.-L. Ho and S. Zhang, Bose-Einstein condensates with spin-orbit interaction, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 150403 (2011).

[7] P. Wang, Z.-Q. Yu, Z. Fu, J. Miao, L. Huang, S. Chai, H. Zhai, and J. Zhang, Spin-orbit coupled degenerate fermi gases, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 095301 (2012).

[8] L. Zhou, H. Pu, and W. Zhang, Anderson localization of cold atomic gases with effective spinorbit interaction in a quasiperiodic optical lattice, Phys. Rev. A 87, 023625 (2013).

[9] Z. Wu, L. Zhang, and W. Sun, Realization of twodimensional spin-orbit coupling for Bose-Einstein condensates, Science 354, 83 (2016).

[10] Y. V. Bludov, V. V. Konotop, and N. Akhmediev, Matter rogue waves, Phys. Rev. A 80, 033610 (2009).

[11] Y.-W. Wei, C. Kong, and W.-H. Hai, Spatiotemporal bloch states of a spin–orbit coupled Bose–Einstein condensate in an optical lattice, Chin. Phys. B 28, 056701 (2019).

[12] X.-X. Li, R.-J. Cheng, J.-L. Ma, A.-X. Zhang, and J.-K. Xue, Solitary matter wave in spin-orbit-coupled Bose-Einstein condensates with helicoidal gauge potential, Phys. Rev. E 104, 034214 (2021).

[13] H. Saito and M. Ueda, Dynamically stabilized Bright solitons in a two-dimensional Bose-Einstein condensate, Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 040403 (2003).

[14] Q. Kong, Q. Wang, O. Bang, and W. Krolikowski, Analytical theory for the dark-soliton interaction in nonlocal nonlinear materials with an arbitrary degree of nonlocality, Phys. Rev. A 82, 013826 (2010).

[15] L. E. Young-S, P. Muruganandam, and S. K. Adhikari, Dynamics of quasi-one-dimensional bright and vortex solitons of a dipolar Bose–Einstein condensate with repulsive atomic interaction, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 44, 101001 (2011).

[16] S. Burger, K. Bongs, S. Dettmer, W. Ertmer, K. Sengstock, A. Sanpera, G. V. Shlyapnikov, and M. Lewenstein, Dark solitons in Bose-Einstein condensates, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 5198 (1999).

[17] W.-X. Yang, J.-M. Hou, and R.-K. Lee, Ultraslow bright and dark solitons in semiconductor quantum wells, Phys. Rev. A 77, 033838 (2008).

[18] D. J. Frantzeskakis, Dark solitons in atomic Bose–Einstein condensates: from theory to experiments, J. Phys. A Math. Theor. 43, 213001 (2010).

[19] L. Qin, C. Hang, Z. Shi, J. Qian, X. Feng, Y. Zhang, S. Xia, Z. Zhu, W. Liu, and X. Zhao, Soliton molecules and their scattering by a localized PT -symmetric potential in atomic gases, Opt. Express 31, 11116 (2023).

[20] L. Qin, C. Hang, and G. Huang, High-fidelity and controllable cloning of high-dimensional optical beams with a rydberg atomic gas, Phys. Rev. A 102, 063707 (2020).

[21] M. I. Shaukat and E. V. Castro, Quantum dark solitons as qubits in Bose-Einstein condensates, Phys. Rev. A 95, 053618 (2017).

[22] T. Uthayakumar and U. Al Khawaja, Realization of the hadamard gate based on superposition of the composite solitons, Phys. Lett. A 452, 128451 (2022).

[23] N. Kundu, S. Ghosh, and U. Roy, Quantum simulation of rogue waves in Bose-Einstein condensate: An exact analytical method, Phys. Lett. A 449, 128335 (2022).

[24] A. Griesmaier, J. Werner, S. Hensler, J. Stuhler, and T. Pfau, Bose-Einstein condensation of chromium, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 160401 (2005).

[25] J. Stuhler, A. Griesmaier, T. Koch, M. Fattori, T. Pfau, S. Giovanazzi, P. Pedri, and L. Santos, Observation of dipole-dipole interaction in a degenerate quantum gas, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 150406 (2005).

[26] T. Lahaye, T. Koch, B. Fröhlich, M. Fattori, J. Metz, A. Griesmaier, S. Giovanazzi, and T. Pfau, Strong dipolar effects in a quantum ferrofluid, Nature 448, 672 (2007).

[27] M. Lu, S. H. Youn, and B. L. Lev, Trapping ultracold dysprosium: A highly magnetic gas for dipolar physics, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 063001 (2010).

[28] M. Lu, N. Q. Burdick, S. H. Youn, and B. L. Lev, Strongly dipolar Bose-Einstein condensate of dysprosium, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 190401 (2011).

[29] K. Aikawa, A. Frisch, M. Mark, S. Baier, A. Rietzler, R. Grimm, and F. Ferlaino, Bose-Einstein condensation of erbium, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 210401 (2012).

[30] I. Tikhonenkov, B. A. Malomed, and A. Vardi, Vortex solitons in dipolar Bose-Einstein condensates, Phys. Rev. A 78, 043614 (2008).

[31] V. M. Lashkin, A. I. Yakimenko, and Y. A. Zaliznyak, Stable three-dimensional vortex solitons in Bose–Einstein condensates with nonlocal dipole–dipole interaction, Phys Scripta 79, 035305 (2009).

[32] M. Chen and B. Liao, Composite solitons in spatially confined spin-orbit-coupling bec with dipole-dipole repulsion, Results Phys. 18, 103304 (2020).

[33] E. Kengne, W.-M. Liu, and B. A. Malomed, Spatiotemporal engineering of matter-wave solitons in Bose- Einstein condensates, Phys Rep. 899, 1 (2021).

[34] G. A. Sekh and B. Talukdar, Effects of optical lattices on bright solitons in spin-orbit coupled Bose-Einstein condensates, Phys. Lett. A 415, 127665 (2021).

[35] G. D. McDonald, C. C. N. Kuhn, K. S. Hardman, S. Bennetts, P. J. Everitt, P. A. Altin, J. E. Debs, J. D. Close, and N. P. Robins, Bright solitonic matter-wave interferometer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 013002 (2014).

[36] I. Bloch, J. Dalibard, and W. Zwerger, Many-body physics with ultracold gases, Rev. Mod. Phys. 80, 885 (2008).

[37] Y. Deng, J. Cheng, H. Jing, C.-P. Sun, and S. Yi, Spin-orbit-coupled dipolar Bose-Einstein condensates, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 125301 (2012).

[38] Y. V. Kartashov, B. A. Malomed, and L. Torner, Solitons in nonlinear lattices, Rev. Mod. Phys. 83, 247 (2011).

[39] A. Griesmaier, Generation of a dipolar Bose–Einstein condensate, J. Phys. B 40, R91 (2007).

[40] F. Deuretzbacher, J. C. Cremon, and S. M.

Reimann, Ground-state properties of few dipolar bosons in a quasi-one-dimensional harmonic trap, Phys. Rev. A 81, 063616 (2010).

[41] X.-J. Feng, X.-D. Zhao, L. Qin, Y.-Y. Zhang, Z. Zhu, H.-J. Tian, L. Zhuang, and W.-M. Liu, Itinerant ferromagnetism of a dipolar fermi gas with raman-induced spin-orbit coupling, Phys. Rev. A 105, 053312 (2022).

[42] P. Otlaadisa, Modulation instability in helicoidal spin-orbit coupled open Bose-Einstein condensates, Phys. Rev. E 103, 052206 (2021).

[43] D.-S. Wang, X.-H. Hu, J. Hu, and W. M. Liu, Quantized quasi-two-dimensional Bose-Einstein condensates with spatially modulated nonlinearity, Phys. Rev. A 81, 025604 (2010).

[44] B. B. Baizakov and S. M. Al-Marzoug, Interaction of solitons in one-dimensional dipolar Bose- Einstein condensates and formation of soliton molecules, Phys. Rev. A 92, 033605 (2015).

[45] Y. Zhang, G. Chen, and C. Zhang, Tunable spin-orbit coupling and quantum phase transition in a trapped Bose-Einstein condensate, Sci. Rep. 3, 1937 (2013).

[46] H. Zhang, F. Chen, C. Yu, L. Sun, and D. Xu, Tunable ground-state solitons in spin–orbit coupling Bose–Einstein condensates in the presence of optical lattices, Chin. Phys. B 26, 080304 (2017).

[47] J.-Y. Zhang, S.-C. Ji, Z. Chen, L. Zhang, Z.-D. Du, B. Yan, G.-S. Pan, B. Zhao, Y.-J. Deng, H. Zhai, S. Chen, and J.-W. Pan, Collective dipole oscillations of a spin-orbit coupled Bose-Einstein condensate, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 115301 (2012).

[48] R. Ravisankar, H. Fabrelli, A. Gammal, P. Muruganandam, and P. K. Mishra, Effect of rashba spin-orbit and rabi couplings on the excitation spectrum of binary Bose- Einstein condensates, Phys. Rev. A 104, 053315 (2021).

[49] S. Inouye, M. R. Andrews, J. Stenger, H.-J. Miesner, D. M. Stamper-Kurn, and W. Ketterle, Observation of Feshbach resonances in a Bose-Einstein condensate, Nature 392, 151 (1998).

[50] S. L. Cornish, S. T. Thompson, and C. E. Wieman, Formation of Bright matter-wave solitons during the collapse of attractive Bose-Einstein condensates, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 170401 (2006).

[51] H. Zhang-Ming, W. Deng-Long, Z. Wei-Xi, W. Feng-Jiao, and D. Jian-Wen, Controlling the amplitude of soliton in a growing Bose–Einstein condensate by means of Feshbach resonance, Chin. Phys. B 17, 3640 (2008).

[52] C. Chin, R. Grimm, P. Julienne, and E. Tiesinga, Feshbach resonances in ultracold gases, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 1225 (2010).

[53] E. Lucioni, L. Tanzi, A. Fregosi, J. Catani, S. Gozzini, M. Inguscio, A. Fioretti, C. Gabbanini, and G. Modugno, Dysprosium dipolar Bose-Einstein condensate with broad Feshbach resonances, Phys. Rev. A 97, 060701 (2018).

[54] S. Adhikari and P. Muruganandam, Dipolar Bose–Einstein condensate soliton on a two-dimensional optical lattice, Phys. Lett. A 376, 2200 (2012).

[55] L. Santos, G. V. Shlyapnikov, P. Zoller, and M. Lewenstein, Bose-Einstein condensation in trapped dipolar gases, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 1791 (2000).

[56] Y. Xu, Y. Zhang, and C. Zhang, Bright solitons in a two-dimensional spin-orbit-coupled dipolar Bose- Einstein condensate, Phys. Rev. A 92, 013633 (2015).

[57] X.-D. Zhao, Z. Xie, and W. Zhang, Modulational instability of nonlinear spin waves in an atomic chain of spinor Bose-Einstein condensates, Phys. Rev. B 76, 214408 (2007).

[58] Y. Kawaguchi and M. Ueda, Spinor Bose–Einstein condensates, Phys. Rep 520, 253 (2012).

[59] S. De Palo and E. Orignac, Formation and fragmentation of quantum droplets in a quasi-one-dimensional dipolar Bose gas, Phys. Rev. B 106, 014503 (2022).

[60] J. Qin, G. Dong, and B. A. Malomed, Hybrid matterwave–microwave solitons produced by the local-field effect, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 023901 (2015).

[61] V. Achilleos, D. J. Frantzeskakis, P. G. Kevrekidis, and D. E. Pelinovsky, Matter-wave Bright solitons in spin-orbit coupled Bose-Einstein condensates, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 264101 (2013).

[62] X. Zhu, H. Li, Z. Shi, Y. Xiang, and Y. He, Gap solitons in spin–orbit-coupled Bose-Einstein condensates in mixed linear–nonlinear optical lattices, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 50, 155004 (2017).

[63] B. Eiermann, T. Anker, M. Albiez, M. Taglieber, P. Treutlein, K.-P. Marzlin, and M. K. Oberthaler, Bright Bose-Einstein gap solitons of atoms with repulsive interaction, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 230401 (2004).

[64] Y. V. Kartashov, V. V. Konotop, and F. K. Abdullaev, Gap solitons in a spin-orbit-coupled Bose-Einstein condensate, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 060402 (2013).

[65] Y. Zhang, Y. Xu, and T. Busch, Gap solitons in spinorbit-coupled Bose-Einstein condensates in optical lattices, Phys. Rev. A 91, 043629 (2015).

[66] D. Anderson, Variational approach to nonlinear pulse propagation in optical fibers, Phys. Rev. A 27, 3135 (1983).

[67] S. Ming, X. Ning, K. Qian, G. Li-Juan, S. Jie-Long, and W. Qi, Gaussian solitons in nonlocal media: variational analysis, Chin. Phy. B 18, 2822 (2009).

[68] Y. Xu, Y. Zhang, and B. Wu, Bright solitons in spin-orbit-coupled Bose-Einstein condensates, Phys. Rev. A 87, 013614 (2013).

[69] L. Qin, C. Hang, and G. Huang, Controllable PT phase transition and asymmetric soliton scattering in atomic gases with linear and nonlinear potentials, Phys. Rev. A 99, 043832 (2019).

[70] G. Hegde, S. M. Jose, and R. Nath, Dynamics of a pair of overlapping polar bright solitons in spin-1 bose-Einstein condensates, Phys. Rev. A 106, 043307 (2022).

[71] S. Mardonov, M. Modugno, and E. Y. Sherman, Dynamics of spin-orbit coupled Bose-Einstein condensates in a random potential, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 180402 (2015).

[72] Z. Gang and I. Sigal, On soliton dynamics in nonlinear schrödinger equations, GAFA, Geom. funct. anal. 16, 1377 (2006).

[73] M. Merkl, A. Jacob, F. E. Zimmer, P. Öhberg, and L. Santos, Chiral confinement in quasirelativistic Bose-Einstein condensates, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 073603 (2010).