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The periodic flashing potential has proven to be a powerful tool for investigating directed atomic currents. By

applying the flashing ring-shaped potential to spin-orbit (SO) coupled, noninteracting Bose-Einstein condensate

(BEC) systems, through photon-assisted tunneling (resonance) techniques, we demonstrate the generation of

tunable alternating (AC) spin and atomic mass currents that can be precisely controlled in terms of direction

and strength. The underlying mechanism behind this phenomenon is that the flashing potential supplies enough

photons to induce Rabi oscillations and provides momentum transfer for spin and atomic transport. As the

single-particle ground state of the unperturbed SO-coupled BEC depends on the Raman coupling strength,

we demonstrate how to generate and control AC spin currents in the cases where the initial state resides in a

single-well or double-well phase. In particular, we realize and explain the mechanism of generating a net AC

spin current without mass current through single-photon resonance processes. It is shown that these interesting

resonance phenomena can be analytically described only by the simple three-level model, which creates the

possibility of transparent controls of spin dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Spin-orbit coupling (SOC) is a significant phenomenon

in quantum mechanics that links the spin of an electron to

its orbital motion, and it has various concrete manifesta-

tions in practical applications, such as the fine structure in

atomic spectra, spintronics, topological insulators, topological

semimetals, and quantum computing technologies. In atomic

experiments, SOC has been successfully implemented experi-

mentally in both bosonic and fermionic atoms, by using a pair

of counter-propagating Raman laser beams that couple two

hyperfine states of atoms [1–6]. The realization of SOC in ul-

tracold atoms creates a highly tunable experimental platform,

which is particularly useful for quantum simulation and en-

hances our understanding of multi-component Bose-Einstein

condensate (BEC). Specifically, BEC with SOC exhibit a rich

variety of ground-state phases, including stripe, plane-wave,

and zero-momentum phases [7–12]. The existence of these

phases provides abundant material for both theoretical and ex-

perimental investigation. In addition, theoretical studies and

experiments have explored the nonequilibrium spin dynamics

in systems with Raman-induced SOC [13–16]. For instance,

by quenching a spin-orbit (SO) coupled BEC, the Zitterbe-

wegung oscillations for the center-of-mass motion have been

observed [13].

On the other hand, spin current, which refers to the flow

of spin, could potentially replace charge currents to address

the issue of waste energy due to Joule heating [17]. This phe-

nomenon is a key ingredient in applications such as spintron-

ics [18] and has been generated in semiconductors [19, 20]

and magnetic insulators [21, 22]. In the realm of ultracold

atomic gases, various experimental schemes have been ex-

∗Corresponding author: xiaobingluo2013@aliyun.com

ploited to realize spin transport [14–16, 23–30]. For instance,

the spin Hall effect has been observed through the use of a

meticulously designed spin- and space-dependent vector po-

tential [14]. Moreover, spin current has been generated and

observed through quench dynamics in a SO-coupled BEC [16]

and anomalous spin segregation has been detected in both

Bose and Fermi gases [23, 24]. Furthermore, by leveraging

dynamical decoupling techniques, it has been possible to gen-

erate longer spin-coherent currents in a Bose gas by periodi-

cally applying π pulses [26].

Persistent current in closed circuits for ultracold atoms en-

ables fundamental studies of superfluidity [31–33]. Annular

geometries have played a significant role in studying such per-

sistent currents, and extensive work has been conducted to in-

vestigate the flow of ultracold atoms in ring-shaped geome-

tries for both bosonic and fermionic gases [31–44]. While

there has been progress in generating atomic currents using

flashing ratchets in single-component systems [41–63], the

application of these coherent engineering schemes to achieve

spin transport, particularly in SO-coupled BEC systems, rep-

resents an area of research that has not yet been investigated.

In this paper, we are specifically interested in uncovering

the coherent spin current in a noninteracting BEC (or a SO-

coupled atom) confined within a toroidal trap, using a flash-

ing potential. By utilizing photon-assisted tunneling (PAT)—a

powerful tool for controlling quantum tunneling [64–71] and

transport processes [72]—we can achieve a net alternating

current (AC) spin current that can be precisely controlled in

both direction and amplitude. We further demonstrate that

the spin and mass currents exhibit distinct dynamical behav-

iors in response to the different phases of the single-particle

energy dispersions in SO-coupled BEC. Moreover, we derive

analytical results for the generation of spin and mass currents

using a simple three-level model, rendering the control strate-

gies more transparent and effective.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section II,
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we introduce our model, which includes two primary compo-

nents: a noninteracting BEC with SOC and an external peri-

odically flashing ring-shaped potential. We discuss the single-

particle dispersion relation of the SO-coupled BEC. In Section

III, we introduce the resonance engineering scheme within the

extended Hilbert space. Sections IV and V present our find-

ings on the generation and manipulation of spin current and

mass current in the single-well and double-well phases, re-

spectively. We conclude with a summary of our results in

Section VI. Additional technical details are provided in Ap-

pendices A-B.

II. MODEL AND DISPERSION

We consider a one-dimensional system of pseudo-spin-1/2

noninteracting BEC with Raman-induced SOC, confined in a

toroidal trap where the radius R of the trap is much greater

than its thickness r (i.e., R ≫ r). Such a SOC via Ra-

man coupling has been first experimentally realized in [1].

The model Hamiltonian is given by the dimensionless linear

Gross-Pitaveskii (GP) equation (taking ~ = m = 1),

i
∂

∂t
|ψ(t)〉 = Ĥ(t) |ψ(t)〉 , (1)

where Ĥ(t) = Ĥ0 + V(x, t). The condensate is subjected to an

external potential that varies periodically in time and has an

average value of zero, denoted as

V(x, t) = K sin (κx) sin (ωt), (2)

where x is the coordinate subject to the periodic boundary

condition 0 ≤ x < 2π, K and ω represent the amplitude and

angular frequency of the flashing potential, respectively, and

κ is the wave vector of the spatial periodic potential, which

is an integer in our study. The single-particle Hamiltonian is

defined as

Ĥ0 =















(p̂−k0)2

2
+ δ

2
Ω
2

Ω

2

(p̂+k0)2

2
− δ

2















, (3)

where p̂ = −i ∂
∂x

is the momentum operator in the longitudinal

direction, Ω and δ signify the Raman coupling strength and

detuning, respectively, and k0 represents the wave number of

the Raman laser that couples the two spin (hyperfine) states.

For simplicity, we confine our analysis to the case of zero de-

tuning, δ = 0. Owing to the periodic boundary condition of

the toroidal trap, the angular momentum p̂ is quantized, with

p̂ |n〉 = n |n〉, where n is an integer and 〈x|n〉 = 1/
√

2πeinx.

Consequently, the quantum states can be expanded in terms of

the plane wave basis,

|ψ(t)〉 =
∞
∑

n=−∞

1
√

2π
einx

(

φ↑(t)
φ↓(t)

)

. (4)

The unperturbed single-particle Hamiltonian H0 featuring

this type of Raman-induced SO coupling can be written in the

form of a momentum-dependent Zeeman field,

Ĥ0 =
p̂2

2
+ Er − k0 p̂σz +

Ω

2
σx, (5)

where Er =
k2

0

2
is the recoil energy. The single particle disper-

sion is given by

E±(n) =
n2

2
+ Er ±

√

(nk0)2 +
Ω2

4
, (6)

which features two distinct branches, see Fig. 1. The corre-

sponding eigenstates read

|n+〉 = 1
√

2π
einx

(

sin θ

cos θ

)

, |n−〉 = 1
√

2π
einx

(

cos θ

− sin θ

)

, (7)

with the variational parameter

θ(n) = arcsin

[

1

2

(

1 − nk0
√

(nk0)2 + Ω2/4

)]
1
2

. (8)

For Ω < 4Er, the ground band E−(n) displays a double-well

structure, which we term the double-well phase, with two de-

generate minima appearing near

n̄ = ±k0

√

1 −
(

Ω

4Er

)2

. (9)

As Ω increases beyond Ωc = 4Er, the double minima merge

into a single minimum at n = 0, displaying the single-well

structure.

Due to the different phases of the ground states, the system

yields rather different results for the dynamics of spin current

and mass current. As we will illustrate, when starting from

the ground state of |0−〉 in the single-well phase, we can har-

ness quantum resonance to produce a purely alternating spin

current with no associated mass current. In the double-well

phase, when starting from the superposition of two degenerate

states with minimum energy, we note that the time-averaged

spin current, induced by quantum resonance, is independent

of the difference in the superposition coefficients, whereas the

time-averaged mass current is linearly proportional to the dif-

ference in these coefficients.

III. RESONANCE CURRENT

To begin, we introduce the canonical momentum for the σ

component (either ↑ or ↓), denoted as pσ(t), for the (pseudo-)

spinor |ψ(t)〉 = [ψ↑(x, t), ψ↓(x, t)]T (where T denotes transpo-

sition),

pσ(t) =

∫ 2π

0

dxψ∗σ(x, t) p̂ψσ(x, t), (10)
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FIG. 1: Single-particle dispersion E±(n) for a Raman-induced SO-

coupled BEC with different coupling strengths Ω, (a): in the single-

well phase withΩ = 20Er and (b): in the double-well phase withΩ =

Er . Due to the periodic boundary condition, the quasi-momentum n

(expressed in units of k0) is quantized and can only assume integer

values.

as well as its long-time average,

p̄σ = lim
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

t0=0

dt′pσ(t′), (11)

where ψσ(x, t) represents the two pseudospin components of

the quantum state |ψ(t)〉. From now on, in all formulas, the

overline denotes the time average.

In the context of BEC with Raman-induced SOC, the spin

current represents the relative current density between the

two spin components and is phenomenologically defined as

Is = I↑ − I↓ [14, 16], where I↑ and I↓ are the macroscopic cur-

rent densities for spin-up and spin-down, respectively. Here,

the particle current Iσ(t) carrying an upward (downward) spin

is defined as Iσ(t) =
∫ 2π

0
dxψ∗σ(x, t)

(

p̂ ± k0

)

ψσ(x, t) within the

framework of a Raman-induced SO-coupled BEC (− for ↑ and

+ for ↓). The formal relationship between the spin current and

the canonical momentum pσ is presented, along with its cor-

responding time-averaged formula, which is detailed in Ap-

pendix A,

Is(t) = p↑(t) − p↓(t) − k0, Īs = lim
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

0

dt′Is(t
′). (12)

By contrast, the (atomic) mass current is described as Im = I↑+
I↓. Accordingly, we derive expressions for the mass current

and its long-time average from the canonical momentum,

Im(t) = p↑(t) + p↓(t) − k0∆N(t), Īm = lim
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

0

dt′Im(t′),

(13)

where ∆N(t) =
∫ 2π

0
dx

(

|ψ↑(x, t)|2 − |ψ↓(x, t)|2
)

represents the

population imbalance between the two components. The def-

inition indicates that the spin current is shifted by −k0 relative

to the difference in the canonical momentum of the two com-

ponents, p↑(t)− p↓(t). Interestingly, we observe that when the

time-averaged population imbalance is zero, the dynamics of

the mass current may be distinct from those of the sum of the

canonical momenta p↑ + p↓ over time, yet the time-averaged

mass current remains equal to the time-average of p↑ + p↓.

Subsequently, we delve into the mechanisms underlying

the generation and control of spin and mass currents through

the utilization of photon-assisted tunneling (resonance). We

are particularly fascinated by a distinctive dynamical phe-

nomenon in the Floquet SO-coupled system when the condi-

tions for quantum resonance are satisfied, specifically E±(n)−
Eg = mω, where E±(n) − Eg denotes the unperturbed en-

ergy level difference between the excited states |n±〉 and the

ground state |g〉. Particularly, the nature of the ground state

is contingent upon the dispersion, as illustrated in Fig. 1.

For instance, in cases where the ground band of the energy-

quasimomentum dispersion assumes a single-well structure

(single-well phase), the ground state |g〉 corresponds to |0,−〉.
We anticipate that the spin and mass currents will mani-

fest distinct dynamical behaviors in response to different dis-

persions. The resonance condition tells us that the ground

states absorb the energy of m photons to match the energy

gap between the excited and ground states, thereby facilitat-

ing a quantum transition. To give an excellent account of

the resonant dynamics, we follow the perturbative method

of [43, 73, 74] and generalize it to the SO-coupled system.

Our starting point for the study is the extended Hilbert space,

which is spanned by the unperturbed Floquet states |m, n±〉 =
1√
2πT

e−imωt |n±〉, where T = 2π
ω

is the period of driving. In the

extended Hilbert space, the system’s dynamics are governed

by the quasienergy operator Q̂ = Ĥ(t)− i ∂
∂t

. The matrix repre-

sentation of Q̂ in the basis of states |m, n±〉 can be expressed

as

Q =

















































. . .
...

...
... . .

.

· · · H0 + ω H−1 H−2 · · ·
· · · H1 H0 H−1 · · ·
· · · H2 H1 H0 − ω · · ·

. .
. ...

...
...

. . .

















































, (14)

where the matrix elements of the block matrix Hm are given

by 〈n±| Ĥm |n′±〉, with Ĥm representing the Fourier series ex-

pansions of the Hamiltonian, i.e. Ĥ(t) =
∑

m Ĥme−imωt. Diag-

onalizing the Q matrix allows us to determine the quasiener-

gies of the Floquet system. When the initial state is prepared

as the ground state |0, g〉 of the unperturbed Hamiltonian, we

may expect that the driving will mix the initial state with other

unperturbed Floquet states |m, n±〉 that satisfy the resonance

condition E±(n) − Eg = mω. The Q matrix can subsequently

be truncated to an effective three-level model that includes the

relevant resonant states. This process can be understood as a

periodic oscillation between the initial state and the excited

states, as illustrated in Fig. 2 (a). Specifically, the initial

state |g〉 absorbs m photons to transition to the excited states

|−n±〉 and |n±〉, and the excited states emit m photons to return

to the initial state, indicating the mixing between |0, g〉 and

states |m,−n±〉 (|m, n±〉) in the extended Hilbert space. The

momentum ±n of the excited states is provided by the wave

numbers of the periodic spatial potential. In this paper, we

focus solely on the first-order dynamics (the first photon reso-

nance) for simplicity, which corresponds to the case m = 1.
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FIG. 2: Resonance diagram: (a) The initial state |0, g〉 is mixed with

the excited states |m,±n±〉 for m-photon resonance, with the effec-

tive coupling strengths Γ±,1 between |0, g〉 and |m,−n±〉, and Γ±,2 be-

tween |0, g〉 and |m,+n±〉. |Γ±,1| = |Γ±,2|. Here, the subscript “±”

denotes the mixing of the initial state to the resonant states in the

upper (lower) dispersion branch, respectively. (b) and (c) depict the

schematic representation of the first-photon (m = 1) resonance pro-

cess in the single-well phase: (b) shows the initial state |0−〉 reso-

nantly coupling to excited states |±κ−〉 in the lower branch with a

resonance frequency ω(κ) = E−(κ) − E−(0), and (c) shows the initial

state |0−〉 resonantly coupling to excited states |±κ+〉 in the upper

branch with a resonance frequency ω(κ) = E+(κ) − E−(0), respec-

tively. Here we choose the wave vector of the spatial potential κ = 2

as an example, which provides the momentum transfer between the

initial state |0−〉 with the excited states |±2−〉 and |±2+〉.

IV. SINGLE WELL PHASE

We begin by examining the scenario where the dispersion

of the ground (lower) band exhibits a single minimum at

n = 0, as illustrated in Fig. 1 (a). We examine the first

photon resonance (m = 1), with the resonance condition

E±(κ)− E−(0) = ω, where the energy gap between the excited

states |±κ−〉 (|±κ+〉) in the lower (upper) branch of the energy

dispersion and the ground state |0−〉 is bridged by the energy

of a single photon. In this scenario, the dynamics are con-

fined to the truncated extended Hilbert space spanned by the

three resonant states {|1,−κ±〉 , |0, 0−〉 , |1, κ±〉}, as illustrated

in Figs. 2 (b) and (c). By applying the time-independent Van

Vleck degenerated perturbation theory [73, 74], in the basis of

{|1,−κ±〉 , |0, 0−〉 , |1, κ±〉} (using this ordering), the first-order

resonance dynamics of the system can be described by an ef-

fective three-level model (for more details, see Appendix B),

T±(κ) ≃



















E−(0) Γ±,1(κ) 0

Γ±,1(κ) E−(0) Γ±,2(κ)

0 Γ±,2(κ) E−(0)



















, (15)

where

Γ−,1(κ) = −K

4
cos[θ(−κ) − θ(0)], (16)

Γ−,2(κ) =
K

4
cos[θ(κ) − θ(0)],

Γ+,1(κ) = −K

4
sin[θ(−κ) − θ(0)],

Γ+,2(κ) =
K

4
sin[θ(κ) − θ(0)].

The “-” in the plus-minus sign in Eq. (15) signifies the reso-

nance between the ground state and the excited states in the

lower energy band, whereas the “+” sign denotes the reso-

nance between the ground state and the excited states in the

upper energy band, as schematically depicted in Figs. 2 (b)

and (c), respectively. The off-diagonal matrix elements Γ±,1
(Γ±,2) correspond to the effective coupling strength between

the initial state and the excited states. The index 1 in Γ±,1
represents the coupling between the ground state and the ex-

cited states |−κ±〉, whereas index 2 denotes the coupling be-

tween the ground state and the excited states |κ±〉 that are·

degenerate with |−κ±〉. From a symmetry perspective, it is ob-

served that sin[θ(−n)] = cos[θ(n)] and cos[θ(−n)] = sin[θ(n)],

resulting in |Γ±,1(κ)| = |Γ±,2(κ)|. By introducing a rotation

{|1,−κ±〉 , |0, 0−〉 , |1, κ±〉} → {|a(κ)±〉 , |0, 0−〉 , |b(κ)±〉},

|a(κ)±〉 =
1

√

Γ2
±,1 + Γ

2
±,2

(Γ±,1 |1,−κ±〉 + Γ±,2 |1, κ±〉), (17)

|b(κ)±〉 = 1
√

Γ2
±,1 + Γ

2
±,2

(Γ±,1 |1,−κ±〉 − Γ±,2 |1, κ±〉),

we find that the basis state |b(κ)±〉 is decoupled from |0, 0−〉,
and in the rotated orthonormal basis, Eq. (15) is transformed

to

T̃±(κ) ≃



















E−(0) Γ±(κ) 0

Γ±(κ) E−(0) 0

0 0 E−(0)



















, (18)

where Γ±(κ) = 〈a(κ)±|T±(κ) |0, 0−〉 =
√

Γ2
±,1 + Γ

2
±,2, yielding

Γ+(κ) =
K

4

√

sin2[θ(−κ) − θ(0)] + sin2[θ(κ) − θ(0)], (19)

Γ−(κ) =
K

4

√

cos2[θ(−κ) − θ(0)] + cos2[θ(κ) − θ(0)],

which represents the coupling strength between the initial

state |0, 0−〉 and the state |a(κ)±〉. In this case, the Rabi oscil-

lation occurs between the initial state |0−〉 and state |a(κ)±〉,
and the analytical prediction for time-averaged canonical mo-

mentum of different spin components (σ =↑ or ↓) is given by

p̄±σ(κ) =
pa±
σ (κ)

2
, (20)
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where pa±
σ (κ) =

∫ 2π

0
dx

[

ψa±
σ (x)

]∗
p̂ψa±

σ (x) represents the canon-

ical momentum of the different components of the SO-

coupled BEC carried by |a(κ)±〉 = [ψa±
↑ (x), ψa±

↓ (x)]T , which

is given by

pa−
↑ (κ) =

κ

Γ2
−(κ)

(

− Γ2
−,1(κ) cos2 θ(−κ) + Γ2

−,2(κ) cos2 θ(κ)

)

,

(21)

pa−
↓ (κ) =

κ

Γ2
−(κ)

(

− Γ2
−,1(κ) sin2 θ(−κ) + Γ2

−,2(κ) sin2 θ(κ)

)

,

pa+
↑ (κ) =

κ

Γ2
+(κ)

(

− Γ2
+,1(κ) sin2 θ(−κ) + Γ2

+,2(κ) sin2 θ(κ)

)

,

pa+
↓ (κ) =

κ

Γ2
+(κ)

(

− Γ2
+,1(κ) cos2 θ(−κ) + −Γ2

+,2(κ) cos2 θ(κ)

)

.

As before, the plus-minus sign in Eq. (20) denotes the reso-

nance between the ground state |0−〉 and the excited states in

the upper and lower energy bands, respectively.

Interestingly, regardless of whether the ± sign is positive

or negative, the signs of the canonical momenta for the up

and down components are always opposite and equal in mag-

nitude, as expressed by p̄−↑ (κ) = −p̄−↓ (κ) > 0 and p̄+↓ (κ) =

−p̄+↑ (κ) > 0, which provides a means to control the canonical

momentum of the up and down components in a SO-coupled

BEC. We can also grasp this mechanism from a different per-

spective. The Hamiltonian, as defined by Eq. (5), is sym-

metric under the combined action of the spin-flip operator σ̂x

and the time-inversion operator T̂ : i → −i, p̂ → −p̂, lead-

ing to σ̂xT̂ |−n±〉 = ± |n±〉. This implies that: when com-

pared to the eigenstates |n±〉, the eigenstates |−n±〉 carry neg-

ative canonical momentum, and the populations of the spin

components are inverted. Given the equal coupling strengths

|Γ±,1(κ)| = |Γ±,2(κ)|, the state |a(κ)±〉 as described by Eq.

(17) carries pure canonical spin currents, characterized by

pa±
↑ (κ)− pa±

↓ (κ) , 0 and pa±
↑ (κ)+ pa±

↓ (κ) = 0. From a symmetry

perspective, as the Rabi oscillation occurs between the initial

state |0−〉 and the state |a(κ)±〉, the population imbalance be-

tween the two components consistently remains at zero, that

is, ∆N(t) = 0. This implies that the system maintains a per-

fectly symmetric state where the number of particles with up-

spin and down-spin are equal. In such a scenario, only a pure

alternating spin current is generated, without any accompa-

nying mass current. According to the relationship between

the spin (mass) current and the canonical momentum, as ex-

pressed in Eqs. (12) and (13), the time-averaged spin (mass)

current is analytically determined by

Ī±s (κ) = p̄±↑ (κ) − p̄±↓ (κ) − k0, Ī±m(κ) = 0. (22)

To validate our theoretical approach for generating a purely

alternating (AC) spin current devoid of mass current through

photon-assisted tunneling (resonance), we present numerical

results for the time evolution of the canonical momentum for

each spin component, obtained by integrating Eq. (1) using

the split-step Fourier (SSF) method with an initial state |0−〉,
as shown in Fig. 3. These results are then compared with the

analytical predictions from Eq. (18), revealing an exceptional

0 100 200 300 400 500
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(t

) p

p

0 500 1000 1500 2000

t/T
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0

2

p
(t

) p

p

(b)

(a)

FIG. 3: Comparison of the exact numerical results obtained by Eq.

(1) (shown by lines) with the analytical results predicted by the ef-

fective three-level model T±(κ) in Eq. (15) (triangles) with weak

driving K = 0.1. The solid (dashed) line and up (down) triangles

mark the canonical momentum p↑ (p↓) for the spin components of ↑
(↓). (a) Time evolution of p↑ (p↓) for the resonant coupling of the

initial ground state to the excited states in the lower branch E−(κ), as

schematically shown in Fig. 2 (b). (b) Time evolution of p↑ (p↓) for

the resonant coupling of the initial ground state to the excited states

in the upper branch E+(κ), as schematically shown in Fig. 2 (c). The

other parameters are κ = 5, k0 = 1, Ω = 10, ω = E−(κ) − E−(0) for

(a) and ω = E+(κ) − E−(0) for (b).

degree of agreement. The first-photon resonance dynamics,

which involve the mixing of the initial ground state |0−〉 with

the excited states |±κ−〉 and |±κ+〉 in lower branch E−(κ) and

upper branch E+(κ), respectively, for a fixed wave number of

the spatial potential κ = 5, are illustrated in Figs. 3 (a) and

3 (b), where the time evolution of the canonical momentum

for each component exhibits Rabi oscillation with identical

amplitude and frequency but in opposite directions. By com-

paring Figs. 3 (a) and 3 (b), as expected, we note that the reso-

nance dynamics of the ground state coupling to the lower and

upper energy branches result in distinct flow patterns for the

two spin components, with the flow directions being reversed

in the two scenarios. By utilizing the symmetry properties,

we are aware that the population difference between the two

components remains zero throughout the evolution. As a re-

sult, we are able to generate solely an AC spin current without

the presence of a mass current, which has been numerically

validated in Figs. 4 (a) and 4 (b) with different wave vec-

tors κ = 2 and κ = 5. The results show that the time-averaged

spin current increases with the wave vector κ, and there is no

mass current, as depicted in Fig. 4 (c). This is reasonable,

as the frequency ω provides the energy necessary to mix the

ground state with the excited states, and similarly, the wave

vector κ provides the momentum required to link these two

states. Consequently, as the wave vector κ increases, the re-

sulting spin current also increases. The results indicate that

photon-assisted resonance provides a straightforward and ef-
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FIG. 4: (a): Pure alternating (AC) spin current with zero mass current

induced by the first-photon resonance at frequency ω = E−(κ)−E−(0)

with κ = 2. (b): Pure alternating (AC) spin current with zero

mass current induced by the first-photon resonance at frequency

ω = E−(κ) − E−(0) with κ = 5. (c): Time-averaged spin current

Ī±s predicted by Eqs. (12) and (20) versus κ. Here circles are for

Ī−s induced by resonant coupling of the initial ground state to lower

branch E−(n), and squares are for Ī+s induced by resonant coupling of

the initial ground state to upper branch E+(n). The other parameters

are K = 0.1, k0 = 1, Ω = 10. In (a) and (b), the exact numerical

results obtained by Eq. (1) are depicted by lines, while the analytical

results predicted by the effective three-level model (15) are illustrated

by dots.

fective method for generating and controlling the net spin cur-

rent, with both its magnitude and direction being easily and

precisely controlled.

V. DOUBLE WELL PHASE

In this section, we will delve into mechanisms for the gen-

eration and control of both spin and mass currents by photon-

assisted resonance in the double-well phase, where the single-

particle dispersion exhibits two degenerate minima, as de-

scribed in Eq. (9). In this instance, the initial state is prepared

as a linear superposition of the degenerate states |−1−〉 and

|1−〉,

|ψ(0)〉 = c− |−1−〉 + c+ |1−〉 , (23)

where c− and c+ are the projection coefficients of the initial

state onto the degenerate states |−1−〉 and |1−〉, respectively,

such that c± = 〈±1 − |ψ(0)〉. Here, if we choose the Raman

coupling strength Ω to be Er or less, n̄ (in units of k0), as de-

fined in Eq. (9), is close to n = 1, and the initial state (23) is

nearly aligned with the ground state. As discussed earlier, the

resonant driving frequency bridges the energy gap between

the initial state and other resonant states, and the canonical

momentum exchange between the ground state and the ex-

cited states is provided by the wave vector κ. What we can

expect is that there are two ways to exchange canonical mo-

mentum: Case I involves the state with positive momentum,

|1−〉, coupling to a state with positive momentum, |(κ + 1)+〉
(for instance, we consider only the coupling to the E+(n)

branch), in the positive direction, and the state with negative

momentum, |−1−〉, coupling to a state with negative momen-

tum, |−(κ + 1)+〉, in the negative direction. Case II describes

a scenario where the state |1−〉 with positive momentum cou-

ples to a state with negative momentum, such as |(−κ + 1)+〉,
in the negative direction, and the state |−1−〉with negative mo-

mentum couples to a state with positive momentum, such as

|(κ − 1)+〉, in the positive direction. The illustration for Case

I is presented in Fig. 5, which is the specific scenario that we

are considering in this paper. By following the same deriva-

tion process as for Eq. (15), we treat H0 as the unperturbed

term and consider the weak driving V(x, t) as a perturbation

within the extended Hilbert space. Given the initial state as

defined in Eq. (23), we can anticipate that the three res-

onant states |1,−(κ + 1)+〉 , |0, ψ(0)〉 , |1, (κ + 1)+〉 within the

extended Hilbert space will be linked by the flashing potential

at the first photon resonance frequencyω = E+(κ+1)−E−(1).

Therefore, a truncated Hilbert space spanned solely by the

Floquet states |1,−(κ + 1)+〉 , |0, ψ(0)〉 , |1, (κ + 1)+〉 may suf-

fice to describe the dynamics under weak driving, and the

corresponding dynamics for first photon resonance can be de-

scribed by an effective three-level model (for more details, see

Appendix B),

T+(κ) ≃





















E−(1) Γ′
+,1

(κ) 0

Γ′∗
+,1

(κ) E−(1) Γ′∗
+,2

(κ)

0 Γ′
+,2

(κ) E−(1)





















, (24)

where ∗ denotes the complex conjugation and the effective

coupling is given by

Γ′+,1(κ) = −Kc−

4
sin[θ(−κ − 1) − θ(−1)], (25)

Γ′+,2(κ) =
Kc+

4
sin[θ(κ + 1) − θ(1)].

Following the same procedure as mentioned in the case of

the single-well phase, we introduce the new orthonormal state

basis {|a′(κ)+〉 , |0, ψ(0)〉 , |b′(κ)+〉} for the matrix T+(κ) in Eq.

(24), with

|a′(κ)+〉 = 1

Γ′+(κ)
[Γ′+,1 |1,−(κ + 1)+〉 + Γ′+,2 |1, (κ + 1)+〉],

(26)

|b′(κ)+〉 = 1

Γ′+(κ)
[Γ′+,1 |1,−(κ + 1)+〉 − Γ′+,2 |1, (κ + 1)+〉],

and we find that 〈b′(κ)+|T+(κ) |0, ψ(0)〉 =

〈a′(κ)+|T+ |b′(κ)+〉 = 0 and Γ′+(κ) = 〈a′(κ)+|T+(κ) |0, ψ(0)〉 =
√

|Γ′
+,1
|2 + |Γ′

+,2
|2. Therefore, the three-level model T+(κ)

in Eq. (24) can be transformed to an effective two-level

problem, in which Rabi oscillation between |a′(κ)+〉 and

|0, ψ(0)〉 occurs with the oscillation period π/Γ′+(κ), and the
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system, on average, spends equal amounts of time in the

state |a′(κ)+〉 and |0, ψ(0)〉. The analytical prediction for

the time-averaged canonical momentum of different spin

components (σ =↑ or ↓) is then simply expressed as

p̄+σ(κ) =
p
ψ(0)
σ + pa′+

σ (κ)

2
, (27)

where p
ψ(0)
σ and pa′+

σ (κ) are the canonical momentum of differ-

ent components carried by the initial state |ψ(0)〉 and the state

|a′(κ)+〉 respectively, with

p
ψ(0)

↑ = −|c−|2 cos2 θ(−1) + |c+|2 cos2 θ(1), (28)

p
ψ(0)

↓ = −|c−|2 sin2 θ(−1) + |c+|2 sin2 θ(1),

pa′+
↑ (κ) =

κ + 1

Γ′2+ (κ)

(

− Γ′2+,1(κ) sin2 θ[−(κ + 1)]

+ Γ′2+,2(κ) sin2 θ(κ + 1)

)

,

pa′+
↓ (κ) =

κ + 1

Γ′2+ (κ)

(

− Γ′2+,1(κ) cos2 θ[−(κ + 1)]

+ Γ′2+,2(κ) cos2 θ(κ + 1)

)

.

Fig. 6 shows a very good agreement between the numer-
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FIG. 5: Schematic representation of the first photon resonance in the

double-well phase: the initial state |ψ(0)〉 = c− |−1−〉+c+ |1−〉 is cou-

pled to the two degenerate excited states |±(κ + 1)〉 via the resonant

driving with the resonance frequency ω(κ) = E+(κ + 1) − E−(1). The

effective coupling strengths are Γ′
+,1

(κ) and Γ′
+,2

(κ). Here, κ = 2 is

used as an example for illustration purposes.

ical results obtained by Eq. (1) and the analytical results

predicted by Eq. (24) for the time-dependent spin and mass

currents. Here, we consider two distinct initial states: one

is an unequally weighted superposition, with |c−|2 = 0 and

|c+|2 = 1, between the modes |−1−〉 and |1−〉, as illustrated

in Fig. 6 (a); the other is an equally weighted superposition,

with |c−|2 = |c+|2 = 1
2
, between the modes |−1−〉 and |1−〉,
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FIG. 6: (a) and (b): Comparison between the exact numerical results

obtained from Eq. (1) (lines) with the analytical results predicted by

the effective three-level model T+(κ) (dots) in Eq. (24) under weak

driving conditions, with K = 0.1. The solid line represents the time

evolution of the spin current, while the dashed line indicates the time

evolution of the mass current. (a) The initial state is prepared accord-

ing to Eq. (23) with c− = 0 and c+ = 1; (b) the initial state is set with

c− = c+ = 1/
√

2. (c) The time-averaged spin current (solid line) and

mass current (dashed line) are plotted against the population imbal-

ance |C2|2 − |C1|2. The parameters are κ = 2, k0 = 1,Ω = 0.5, and

ω = E+(1+ κ)− E−(0). In panel (b), an inset is provided to clearly il-

lustrate the time evolution of p↑(t) (solid line) and p↓(t) (dashed line),

and we also numerically witness that ∆N(t) equals zero (indicated by

the blue dotted line) for the initial state Eq. (23), where c− equals c+,

both set to 1/
√

2.

as illustrated in Fig. 6 (b). For the former, we observe that

both AC mass current and AC spin current are generated. For

the latter, a pure spin current is generated with a vanishing

mass current, as the mass current of the initial state and the

state |a′(κ)+〉 both have a zero value. However, in both of

these two conditions, the time evolution of the spin current ex-

hibits identical Rabi oscillations. Furthermore, we investigate

the time-averaged spin and mass currents versus the proba-

bility imbalance |c+|2 − |c−|2 in Fig. 6 (c). It is clearly seen

that the time-averaged mass current is linearly dependent on

|c+|2 − |c−|2, while the time-averaged spin current is indepen-

dent of |c+|2−|c−|2. In fact, this mechanism can be analytically

derived: according to Eqs. (27) and (28) as well as Eqs. (12)

and (13), the time-averaged spin current is found to be inde-

pendent of the probability imbalance |c+|2−|c−|2, as evidenced
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by

Īs(κ) = p̄+↑ (κ) − p̄+↓ (κ) − k0 (29)

=
−(κ + 1) cos[2θ(κ + 1)] + cos 2[θ(1)]

2
− k0,

and the time-averaged mass current is linearly dependent on

the probability imbalance |c+|2 − |c−|2, which is given by

Īm(κ) = p̄+↑ (κ) + p̄+↓ (κ) − k0∆N (30)

=

(κ + 2)

(

|c+|2 − |c−|2
)

2
.

In the derivation of Eq. (30), we have utilized the result that

the time-averaged population imbalance is zero, i.e., ∆N = 0.

VI. CONCLUSION

In summary, we present a scheme based on the photon-

assisted tunneling (resonance) to generate and control the spin

and mass current in noninteracting BEC (or a SO-coupled

atom) in a toroidal trap using a flashing potential. By modu-

lating the Raman coupling strength, the ground band exhibits

two distinct phases, leading to markedly different dynamic be-

haviors of the spin and mass currents in each phase. When

the single-particle dispersion assumes a single-well structure,

a pure alternating (AC) spin current without mass current is

realized through a single-photon resonance scheme. When

the dispersion features two degenerate minima, the spin cur-

rent dynamics remain unchanged for any choice of the super-

position of degenerate single-particle ground states, with the

time-averaged mass current linearly dependent on the imbal-

ance in the occupation probabilities between the two degen-

erate ground states. In both phases, by changing the driv-

ing frequency and the wave vector of the flashing potential,

which provide photon-assisted energy matching and momen-

tum transfer between the initial ground state and the resonant

excited state, respectively, we are able to achieve controllable

alternating (AC) spin and mass currents with tunable direc-

tion and magnitude. The use of a flashing potential provides

a means to manipulate the spin and momentum of the SO-

coupled BEC. By carefully controlling the driving frequency

and strength of the flashing potential, we can induce specific

spin dynamics and observe their consequences. We note that

BECs in toroidal traps have been successfully realized in var-

ious experiments [31–33], which lays a foundation for explor-

ing spin transport in SO-coupled BECs using a flashing ring-

shaped potential.
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Appendix A: The definition of spin current and mass current

We start with the Hamiltonian for a Raman-induced SO-

coupled noninteracting BEC driven by the flashing potential

Ĥ =
p̂2

2
− k0 p̂σ̂z +

k2
0

2
+
Ω

2
σ̂x + V̂(x̂, t). (A.1)

The spin current is defined as the difference in the average

flow of particles between the spin-up and spin-down compo-

nents. The spin-current operator along the x-direction can be

defined as Ĵ s
x = x̂σ̂z, and the Heisenberg equation of motion

for this operator is as follows:

d

dt
Ĵ s

x =
1

i

[

Ĵ s
x, Ĥ

]

= Ωx̂σ̂y + p̂σ̂z − k0. (A.2)

When calculating the spin current, the termΩx̂σ̂y in Eq. (A.2)

does not contribute to the spin current calculation, due to the

fact that the expectation value 〈σ̂y〉 is zero, stemming from the

exclusion of the Pauli operator σ̂y from the Hamiltonian given

in Eq. (A.1). Therefore, the spin current is given by

Is =
d

dt
〈Ĵ s

x〉 = 〈p̂σ̂z〉 − k0 = p↑ − p↓ − k0, (A.3)

which defines the spin current in terms of the difference of

mean canonical momentum shifted by the laser wave vector.

The mass current is defined as the expectation value of the

velocity operator. The velocity operator corresponding to the

mechanical momentum is given by

dx̂

dt
=

1

i

[

x̂, Ĥ] = p̂ − k0σ̂z. (A.4)

Therefore, the mass current is defined as the mean canonical

momentum minus k0 times the imbalance of the population

imbalance between the two components, which is explicitly

expressed as

Im =
d 〈x̂〉

dt
= 〈p̂〉 − k0 〈σ̂z〉 = p↑ + p↓ − k0∆N. (A.5)

Appendix B: Derivation of effective three-level model

Under the resonance condition E±(κ)−Eg = mω, the unper-

turbed states {|1,−κ±〉 , |0, 0−〉 , |1, κ±〉} become degenerate.

We anticipate that the weak driving will mix these three reso-

nant states. According to the degenerate perturbative method

in the extended Hilbert space, the effective dynamics up to the

first-order can be described by an effective T matrix with the

matrix elements

〈m, nα| T̂ |m′, n′α′〉 ≃ 〈m, nα|
(

H0 + V̂
)

|m′, n′α′〉 . (B.1)
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In our model, the driving reads

V̂ =
K

4
(e−iωt − eiωt)(eiκx − e−iκx)

=
K

4

∑

m

(|m〉 〈m − 1| − |m〉 〈m + 1|) ⊗ (eiκx − e−iκx). (B.2)

For example, the off-diagonal terms of matrix T+ in Eq. (15)

can be calculated as follows:

Γ+,1(κ) ≃ 〈1,−κ+| V̂ |0, 0−〉

= −
K

4
〈−κ+| e−iκx |0−〉

= −K

4

(

sin θ(−κ) cos θ(−κ)
)

·
(

cos θ(0)

− sin θ(0)

)

= −K

4
sin

[

θ(−κ) − θ(0)], (B.3)

and

Γ+,2(κ) ≃ 〈1, κ+| V̂ |0, 0−〉

=
K

4
〈κ+| e−iκx |0−〉

=
K

4

(

sin θ(κ) cos θ(κ)
)

·
(

cos θ(0)

− sin θ(0)

)

=
K

4
sin

[

θ(κ) − θ(0)]. (B.4)

The diagonal terms of matrix T+ in Eq. (15) are given by

〈1,−κ+| (H0 − ω) |1,−κ+〉 = 〈0, 0−|H0 |0, 0−〉 = 〈1, κ+| (H0 −
ω) |1, κ+〉 = E−(0). Here, we only present the calcula-

tion process for the T+ matrix involving the mixing of the

ground state |0, 0−〉 to the excited states |−κ+〉 and |κ+〉 in

the upper branch E+(n). The calculation for the matrix T−
in Eq. (15) can be obtained in a similar way. Following

the same procedure as above, under the resonance condi-

tion ω = E+(κ + 1) − E−(1), we can construct the effective

three-level model for the double-well phase, with the matrix

defined by Eq. (24) in the main text, which only involves

the first-order transition between the resonant Floquet states

|1,−(κ + 1)+〉 , |0, ψ(0)〉 , |1, (κ + 1)+〉.
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