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Stable self-trapped vortex annuli (VAs) with large valuédapological charges (giant VA3 are not only
a subject of fundamental interest, but are also sought faows applications, such as quantum information
processing and storage. However, in conventional atomgeHginstein condensates (BECs) VAs wib- 1
are unstable. Here, we demonstrate that robust self-tdafymelamental solitons (witB = 0) and bright VAs
(with the stability checked up t8=5), can be created in the free space by means of the localefifelct (the
feedback of the BEC on the propagation of electromagneti@g)dan a condensate of two-level atoms coupled
by a microwave (MW) field, as well as in a gas of MW-coupled feims with spin ¥2. The fundamental
solitons and VAs remain stable in the presence of an arliytistirong repulsive contact interaction (in that case,
the solitons are constructed analytically by means of thenTds-Fermi approximation). Under the action of the
attractive contact interaction with strengghwhich, by itself, would lead to collapse, the fundamentditens
and VAs exist and are stable, respectivelyB at Bmax(S) and < Bst(S), with Bst(S= 0) = Pmax(S= 0) and
Bst(S> 1) < Bmax(S> 1). Accurate analytical approximations are found for bpghand Bmax, With Bsi(S)
growing linearly withS. Thus, higher-order VAs armore robustthan their lower-order couterparts, on the
contrary to what is known in other systems that may suppatilstself-trapped vortices. Conditions for the
experimental realizations of the VAs are discussed.

PACS numbers: 03.75.Lm, 05.45.Yv, 42.65.Tg

I. INTRODUCTION as predicted theoretically [11] and demonstrated experime
tally [12], allowing the LFE-induced long-range interaxts
between atoms [%, 6] to produce new manifestations of non-
%Ic:cal physics. Actually, the long-range interaction mayeo

e whole gas, in contrast with fast-decaying nonlocalrinte
actions in optics [13] and in dipolar BEC [14419]. Unlike the

rious of / _ ~ ; iy r
plication in the realm of quantum data processing, as tlne lig Species dependent d|polar_ forces| [14-17], the_LFE induce
interaction can be realized in any ultracold atomic or malec

patterns can be stored in the form of intrinsic atomic states | i

BEC, and released back in the optical form [2]. Furthermore,ar gas{b]
light can generate entangled vortices in separated coattens  The LFE was not previously explored in two- and three-
[3]. dimensional (2D and 3D) settings, where it may give rise to

The BEC feedback on the light propagation, i.e., lteal ~ N€W phenomenology in comparison with the recently investi-
field effect(LFE), may lead to the creation of hybrid light- gated 1D case [4-6], as the LFE-induced interaction is deter
matter states [4-9]. The electric LFE explains asymmetridined by the underlying Green’s function, which has differ-
matter-wave diffraction[4, 10] and predicts polaritonatis ~ €nt forms in effectively 1D, 2D, and 3D geometries (note that
tons in soft optical lattices [5]. Further, the magnetic LédiE-  the above-mentioned “massive” BEC, with a large number of
ples MWs to a pseudo-spinor (two-component) BEC of two-atomsz, 108, can be readily morphed into a low-dimensional
level atoms, thus opening the way to the creation of hybrigshape [[12]). In particular, we demonstrate here that soli-
microwave-matter-wave solitons! [6]. On the other hand, infary vortices, alias vortex annuli (VAs), readily selffréen
current experiments with the pseudo-spinor BECs, atoms arée 2D setting. Vortices in BEC are essential for simulating
first transferred to an intermediate level using a MW fieldj an Various effects from condensed matler| [20], and as building
then further driven to a target level using a radiation-fresecy ~ blocks of quantum turbulence [21]. They also help to emu-
fields, which would not allow one to observe manifestatidns o late gravitational physics [22], and find applications,tsas
the magnetic LFE. This should become possible if the experPhase qubits [23] and matter-wave Sagnac interferometers f

iments can be performed with the MW field directly transfer-testing the rotational-equivalence principle/[25, 26]. rAsn-
ring the atoms between the two relevant states. tioned above, atomic-matter vortices can store and reiease

formation delivered by optical vortex beams [2].

Light and microwaves (MWSs) are important tools for
controlling dynamics of atomic Bose-Einstein condensate
(BECs). In addition to creating traps and optical latticéls [
various optical patterns, including vortices, have potaip-

The LFE plays an increasingly important role in BEC with
the increase of the number of atoms, which can exce@d 10 The stabilization of VAs with large values of the topolog-
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ical charge (vorticity)S, which is required for deterministic
creation of vortices|[28] and for applications (in partaul
the storage of higher-order optical vortices in the formheiit
atomic counterparts), is a challenging issue [27]. Undeule
sive interactions, vortices supported by a nonzero backgto
are stable solely fos= 1, while vortices withS> 2 split into
ones withS= 1 [|27]. For the above-mentioned applications,
most relevant are bright VAs in BEC with attractive nonlin-
earity. Unlike nonlinear optics, where VAs can be stabdize
by non-Kerr nonlinearities [29], in BEC with attractive émt
actions the only setting which gives rise to stable 2D [3@] an +
3D [31] semi-vorticeqwith S; = 1 andS; = 0 in their two o

components) in the free space is provided by the spin-orbit . . .
coupling. However, all higher-order states, wh=1+s,  FIG. 11 Two hyperfine atomic states coupled by the MW (mi-
S¢ =s> 1, are unstable. The family of single-component?rowav‘?) fle_ld ina pancake-shaped BEC. Th,e MW field is potariz
modes withS= 1 may be partly stabilized by a trapping poten- in the direction perpendicular to the pancake’s plane.

tial, but all the higher-order VAs witl$ > 2 remain unstable
in this case tod [32]. Partly stable VAs wisi> 2 were pre-
dicted only in “exotic” settings, with the local strengthtbk . : - -
repulsive }r/mnlinearity in thegspace of dimensibrgrgowing tion, with m_agnetlcfleld-l anpl ma_lgnenzatmm - (Y]m|¥). .
with distancer from the center faster tha® [33], or making In the rotating-wave approximation, the atomic wave fuorcti

use of a combination of a trapping potential andpatially 1Y) = |(P>__ei”m/2 = ((Pw(pT)Tv is governed by coupled Gross-
localizedattractive interactiori [34]. Plta_evsku equations (GPEs), withstanding for the complex

In this work, we introduce a 2D hybrid system consistingconjugate:
of a pseudo-spinor BEC whose two components are coupled )
by a MW field through a magnetic-dipole transition. The sys- i@, /ot (f’z/ZrTbt+ hA/2—pomy-m 4 | @y ) @
tem gives rise testablegiant VAs, i.e., ones witlarbitrarily oM H
highvalues ofS (the stability checked up t8§=5). This is as KoMy - @,
well possible in the presence of additional contact repelsi ihog; /ot = (f)z/Zmat— hA/2—pomy M4 |(p¢|2) @
interactions. On the other hand, under the action of an at-
tractive contact interaction, with strengthwhich drives the —Hom¢, -H@, @)
critical collapse in the 2D geometry [35], the VAs exist and
are stable, respectively, f@r< Bmax andp < Bst < Bmax. We
demonstrate, by means of analytical and numerical coresider
tions, thats; linearly grows withS, thus making higher-order
vorticesmore robusthan lower-order ones, opposite to what
is known in few other models capable to support stable highe
order VAs [33/ 34]. It is relevant to mention that the concept
of giant vortices is known in the usual BEC settings with the
contact repulsion [36], where they are not self-trappedcisj 2H + K2H = —k2M )

i.e., they are not VAs. ’

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. The model iswherek is the MW wavenumber. As the wavelength of the
introduced in Section Il, numerical and analytical resalts M field, A = 21/k, is always much greater than an experi-
collected in Section Ill, and the paper is concluded by $ecti mentally relevant size of the BEC, the second term in Ely. (2)
V. may be omitted in comparison with the first term (see also

Ref. [6]), reducing Eq. [{2) to the Poisson equation for the
scalar field:

the Pauli matrix, an® = po(H + M) is the magnetic induc-

with detuningA = w— 6 of the MW from the atomic transi-
tion, and matrix elements of the magnetic momemt, and
myy (my = my; = 0 due to the symmetry).

The magnetic field and magnetization, which are polarized
Iperpendicular to the pancake’s plane, are each represented
a single componentd and M, which obey the Helmholtz
equation,

II. THE MODEL
O%H = —k?M. ©)

As schematically shown in Fid.] 1, we consider a nearly-B h dium’ o hich is th f
2D (pancake-shaped) binary BEC composed of two differ ecause the medium’s magnetization, which is the source o

ent hyperfine states of the same atomic species, which is dg"_le magnetic field, is concentrated in the pancake, the ¢toiss

scribed by the two-component (pseudo-spinor) wave fungtio equation r,nay be.treated as onein the 2D pllane. Them using
T . . , the Green's function of the 2D Poisson equation, the magneti
W) = (W,,¥;) , with each component emulating “spin-up” &/
i ” . o -F L field is given by
and “spin-down” states. The corresponding Hamiltonian is

H = p?/2myt— (hd/2) a3 —m - B [6], wheremy, p, andm .
are the atomic mass, 2D momentum, and magnetic moment! = Ho— NK? [m | /(Zml)/ln (Ir=r'D e () o () dr’,
ho an energy difference between atomic statesnd|]), o3 (4)



where Hp is a background magnetic field of the MW . 0.1
is the number of atoms, amdis the set of 2D coordinates = 3 \
normalized by the transverse confinement dize Then, x TT— ]
the GPEs for the wave function, subject to normalization ,\70’75 3= 0
f(](pr]2+\(p¢\2) dr = 1, takes the form of £ 03p - B 5 e
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where rescaling is defined by | = vN/I Y|, T=t/to 012 T T T
with to = h/Ec andEc = h2/(med?), n =t0A/2, and scaled = 0.08F B=100 ------
strengths of the LFE and contact interactions (if any) are & 0.04F e 8 =200
ok = e SN S !
y= nthLkszo\mmz/hz,BENpomN-mM/(hliEC). 0 10 QTO 30 10
(7

To describe experimental conditions, three-dimensionaFIG. 2: Radial profiles of the magnetic filed and wave functiam
should also include the trapping potentiéﬂ}z/z) rchm_ It fundamental solitons (top) and vortices wk-= 1 (middle) andS=5
has been checked that, after the creation of the trappedsnoddbottom) at indicated values 6
the potential may be switched off, leading to smooth transfo
mation of the modes into their self-trapped counterparts ob ) ) )
tained directly found in the free spac® & 0). The vorticity ~ With | . = 1 um and irradiated by a MW with wavelength 1

may be imparted to the trapped condensate by a vortical opt@m. the above definition yieldg~ 10~ 'N. Thus,y ~ 10
cal beaml[2]. for the experimentally available “massive” BEC wih~ 10°

If collisions between atoms belonging to the two compo-[11:112], while a typical VA radius can be estimated-ad0
nents are considered (with the corresponding strengtheof thiM (see Figd.12 arid 5 below), and a characteristic range of the
contact interaction tunable by dint of the Feshbach reseman Magnetic-field amplitudes may reach a few gauss.

[37]), the additional cross-cubic terms can be absorbed int
rescaled coefficierfs. Collisions may also give rise to self-

interaction terms;- ](MZ andp \(m]z, in the parentheses of
Egs. [5) and[{6), respectively. On the other hand, the same i i ) ) .
equations with = 0 apply as well to a different physical set-  Stationary solutions to Eq.L](8) with chemical potential
ting, viz,, a degenerate Fermi gas with spif21in whichq, and vorticitySare looked for, in polar coordinat@s®), as
and @. represent two spin components, coupled by the MW L
mag(r?lTetic field([6, 38]. ¢=e M FPog(r), ©)
The following analysis is chiefly dealing with the zero-
detuning (symmetric) systenq; = 0. In this case, Egs.
(@) and [6) coalesce into a single equation fgr= @, =

@exp(—iHoT), subject to normalizatiofi |g(r)|?dr = 1/2:

Ill. THE RESULTS

where®sg(r) is a real radial wave function. Typical examples
of solutions fords(r), produced by the imaginary-time evolu-
tion methodl[39], are plotted in Fid.](2), for different vakiof
Sandp > 0. Numerical results demonstrate that fundamental
0 1, 5 Y , N2 solitons (which correspond 8= 0) and VAs are destroyed
e L Blol”+ ﬁ/ln (Jr=r]) [o(r")|"ar'| o by the collapse & > Bmax(S), see Tablg I. This critical value
8) can be found by considering the energy corresponding to Egs.

and the above-mentioned self-interaction coefficigntnay (@ and(6) withe; = @,
be absorbed int@. This equation and the normalization con-

dition are invariant with respect to the self-similarityans- E=2n / rdr [(@g)% + 1 2S D3 — P
formation: @(r, 1) = \/Yo@(7, T) exp{—iy(Inyo) /8M 1}, T = y 0
Yo, r =y /%, y=yo¥, B={, which allows one to replace +E[//drldrzln(|r1—r2|)¢§(r1)¢§(r2). (10)

y by y/yo with arbitrary factory,. We use this option to to fix
y = 1in the numerical analysis of the symmetric configura-The numerical findings displayed in Figkl 2 ddd 5 suggest
tion. In physical units, for alkali atoms transversely coefi ~ that, forS> 2 andp large enough, the vortex takes the shape



8
S| Bra| B st || Bmas | Binae [Bst 05 :
0/11.8|n/a |=PBmax|3|1325|1306|41 = 0 4
1/483|435|11 4(1755(1741|57 Py 2
2|89.7(87.0 |28 5|2185|217.7|70 0
8 F 1.8
TABLE I: Bmax andBﬁﬁQi: numerically obtained and analytically pre- = TE ] L7
dicted values of the contact-interaction stren@thup to which the S ? 17 3
fundamental solitons and vortex annuli exifs:: the numerically =) Z . J1.6
identified stability boundary of the vortex annuli. = N (b)

0TS TR 04RS00 2L
T A2
of a narrow annulus, which may be approximated by the USU%G 3
guasi-1D soliton shape in the radial direction, with regard S
the adopted normalization, cf. Ref. [49]:

(a) Oscillations of the peak densityp(0,0) =
| (x=y=0) ]2 +|or (x=y=0) |2, of the perturbed fundamental
soliton at = 11.6 (for different perturbation amplitudes). (b) The

oscillation frequency vs. the squared oscillation amp{A2. The
Ds(r) = /B/ (8MR) sechB (r — R) / (8TR)], (11)  top row displays profiles of the oscillating soliton.

whereR is the VA's radius. The substitution of this approxi-
mation in Eq. [(ID) yields

§—B—2]2—;2+llnR. (12)

ER= 3(8m)2 8m

Next, the annulus’ radiuR is to be selected as a point cor-
responding to the energy minimurdg/dR= 0, i.e.,R,Znin =
(8m/y) {SZ— (1/3) ([3/811)2] (comparison with numerical re-
sults demonstrates thag,i, provides a reasonable approxima-
tion for the radius of narrow VAs). TheBmaxis predicted as

the value at whictRZ,,, vanishes, i.e., the annulus collapses to
the center,

FIG. 4. Stable perturbed evolution of the fundamental splitvith
(an S=0andp = 11. Note that this value @ is close to the existence
Broax = 8V/31S. (13)  boundarymax(S= 0) = 118, see Table 1.

As seen in Tablg |, this analytical prediction is virtualdien-

tical to its numerically found counterparts&t- 2. __with random perturbations added to the stationary solstion
_ Further, it is found thaBmax is the same as in the “simpli- (ingependent perturbations were takengpanda;, to verify
fied” 2D GPE that contains solely the local-attraction term, e stability against breaking the symmetry between them).
The fundamental solitons are stable in their entire excsten
i0¢/0T = — [(1/2)DZ+ l3|(P|2} . (14)  region, < Bmax~ 11.8. At B very close tdBmax the pertur-
bations lead to persistent oscillations, as shown in Elg) 3(
for which the existence limit was found in Refs._[41], for for B = 11.6, due to excitation of a soliton’s internal mode
S=0, and in Ref.|[40] for I S< 5, i.e.,Bmaxdoes not de- [43+45]. It is seen in Fig13(b) that the oscillation freqagn
pend of the LFE strengtly, To explain this fact, we note that, is a nearly linear function of the squared amplitude of the os
at the limit stage of the collapse, when the shrinking 2D annucillations, which is a typical feature of a nonlinear ositiry
lus becomes extremely narrow, the equation for the wave funanode.
tion becomes asymptotically tantamount to Eq] (14), troeeef Systematic simulations of the evolution of the VA families
the condition for the onset of the collapse is identical ithbo reveal an internal stability boundaf(S) < Bmax(S) (see Ta-
equations. However, the solitons of E.J(14) exist solely able 1), the vortices being stablefat Bs(S). In the interval of
B = Bmax being completely unstable, while the LFE-induceds(S) < B < Bmax(0), they are broken by azimuthal perturba-
long-range interaction in Eqd.1(5) arid (6) creattblesoli-  tions into rotating necklace-shaped sets of fragmentsghwhi
tons and vortices for alb, as shown below. It is worthy to resembles the initial stage of the instability developnant
stress too that the analytical result given by Eq] (13) mtesi localized vortices in usual models [29, 32| 46|, 47]; howgver
an explanation for the numerical findings that were first re-unlike those models, the necklace does not expand, rengainin
ported in Ref. [[40] and later considered in many works, butconfined under the action of the effective nonlocal intécect
never reproduced in an analytical form. Typical examples of the stable and unstable evolution of fun
The stability of the self-trapped modes has been systendamental solitons and VAs are displayed, respectivelyiga.F
atically tested by real-time simulations of Eg$.] (5) ahd (6)4 and®.
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10 15 by Eq. [I8), for the fundamental soliton (the dashed lina) s
=0 0 > numerically found counterpart (the solid line), fd= —200.
_10 —15
—-100 10 =10 0 10 -150 15 -150 15 nevertheless, they exist as metastable ones, cf. the spita-o

coupled system, considered in Ref. |[31], where self-trdppe
FIG. 5: Top and bottom panels display, severally, examdlgsesta-  three-dimensional modes of the semi-vortex type exist #0 a
ble and unstable perturbed evolution of the VAs with indicatalues ~ metastable states, although the system does not have agroun
of Sandf. The necklace-shaped set, observed in the latter case, rgtate, due to the presence of the supercritical collapse.
mains confined (keeping the same overall radius) in the eoofs For the strongepulsivecontact interaction (largp < 0),
subsequent evolution. fundamental solitons (witts = 0) can be constructed by
means of the Thomas-Fermi approximation (TFA), as shown

o : . by straightforward consideration of the stationary versib
To address the stability of the VAs against azimuthal perturEq_ (8), with the substitution of the stationary wave form as

bations in an analytical form, we approximate the wave func-

tion of a perturbed VA byA(8)®s(r) and derive an evolution ber tEq. ?)' Ir] t?'s c?se, ;t IS m?r(_atlconveg[ent,trl]nst(taaq ofus
equation for the modulation amplitudg, by averaging Egs. Ing the Green's function, to explicitly combine the staton

@)-(@) in the radial direction: equation with Poisson equatidd (3). The result is

(G%)TFA(r)—{ : G (&) atr <r/é, (16)

.0A 1 A |yInR 2p?
= ey Df)rea (1) =0 atr>ry /g,

ot T 2R | AR 3EmR?

A straightforward analysis of the modulational stabilifitiee ~ Whereg = /y/[B], r1 ~ 2.4 is the first zero of Bessel function
solution withA = 1 against perturbations exp(ip8) within-  Jo(r), andgy is a normalization constant. Figure 6 shows that
teger winding numberg [5C] shows that the stability is main- the TFA agrees very well with the numerical solution.
tained under the threshold conditiop? > (8/3) ([3/8T[)2, if Lastly, itis re_levant to proceed from the symmetric system
the term~ B2 dominates in Eq.L{15). Further, the numerical [N = 0. @ = @, in Egs. [5) and(6)] to a strongly asymmetric
results demonstrate that, as in other models [51], thecariti ON€ With large. The relevant solution hgs= —n + dpwith
instability corresponds tp? = ? (for instance, the appear- |9H/ <<n and small componer, ~ (Ho/2n) ®;, while the
ance of five fragments in the part of Fi§] 5 corresponding@r9e one satisfies equation
to S= 5, = 85 demonstrates that, f&= 5, the dominant H2
splitting mode hagp = 5). Thus, it is expected that the VAs <AL1+ 2—3) ®, n? 8m?2
remain stable gt < Bé?”)(S) = 2\/6mS~ 15.4S. On the other PN P
hand, the numerically found stability limits collected ia-T Jin(r —r |)¢T(r dr’. (17)
ble 1 obey an empirical formul""™ (S) ~ 1565— 4. Thus, Up to obvious rescaling, Eq.[{L7) is identical to the equa-
the analytical approximation is quite accurate &r 2. To  tion for the stationary wave function in the symmetric case,
put this result in a physical context, we note that, in terfns oi.e., Eq. [8) with substitution of the wave function as per Eq
experimentally relevant parameters, the scaling adoftedsn  (9), with any value ofS. Thus, the strongly asymmetric solu-
implies|B| ~ (|as| /I L) N, whereas < 0 is the scattering length tions can obtained by means of the rescaling of their symmet-
which accounts for the contact attraction. Thus, valueB of ric counterparts.
(actually, of either sign) may be relevant up|/fo ~ 1000.

It follows from these results that the giant VAs, with higher
values ofS, aremuch more robughan their counterparts with IV.. CONCLUSION
smallerS. This feature is opposite to what was previously
found in those (few) models which are able to produce sta- In this work we have developed the analysis for the 2D fun-
ble VAs with S> 1 [29,/33,[34]. It is relevant to mention damental solitons and VAs (vortex annuli) produced by the
that, atp < Bst(S= 0), the fundamental soliton is the sys- LFE (local field effect) in the BEC composed of two-level
tem’s ground state, while, > Bsi(S= 0), the ground state atoms, or, alternatively, a gas of fermions, in which two eom
does not exist, due to the possibility of the collapse. The vo ponents are coupled by the MW (microwave) field. The ef-
tices withBs¢(S) > B cannot represent the ground state, but,fective long-range interaction mediated by the field stabd

1 |APA. (15)

BHE yH3
=100, — chg— 0,y



the solitons and VAs, even in the presence of the attractive The VAs obtained here can be further used to construct vor-
contact interaction between the two components, which, byex lattices|[48]. Challenging possibilities are to coesith-
itself, leads to the critical collapse. The solitons exists  teraction between the self-trapped modes, and, eventtmlly
and are stable in the presence of the arbitrarily strongambnt extend the model to the fully 3D setting. Another direction
repulsion. Nearly exact critical values of the local-attian  for the extension of the work is to explore the electric LFE in
strength,Bmax, Up to which the solitons and vortices exist, a molecular condensate.

have been found analytically. This result also provides an

analytical explanation to the well-known existence linofs

VAs in the 2D nonlinear Schrddinger/Gross-Pitaevskii@&qu
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