arXiv:1901.02621v1 [cond-mat.quant-gas] 9 Jan 2019

Effect of spin-orbit coupling on tunnelling escape of Bose-Einstein condensate

JieLi Qin

School of Physics and Electronic Engineering, Guangzhou University, 230 Wai Huan Xi Road, Guangzhou Higher Education Mega Center, Guangzhou 510006, China

E-mail: qinjielil@126.com, 104531@gzhu.edu.cn

December 2018

Abstract. We theoretically investigate quantum tunnelling escape of a spin-orbit (SO) coupled Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) from a trapping well. The condensate is initially prepared in a quasi-one-dimensional harmonic trap. Depending on the system parameters, the ground state can fall in different phases — single minimum, separated or stripe. Then, suddenly the trapping well is opened at one side. The subsequent dynamics of the condensate is studied by solving nonlinear Schrödinger equations. We found that the diverse phases will greatly change the tunneling escape behavior of SO coupled BECs. In single minimum and separated phases, the condensate escapes the trapping well continuously, while in stripe phase it escapes the well as an array of pulses. We also found that SO coupling has a suppressing effect on the tunnelling escape of atoms. Especially, for BECs without inter-atom interaction, the tunnelling escape can be almost completely eliminated when the system is tuned near the transition point between single minimum and stripe phase. Our work thus suggests that SO coupling may be a useful tool to control the tunnelling dynamic of BECs, and potentially be applied in realization of atom lasers and matter wave switches.

Keywords: Tunnelling, Bose-Einstein condensate, Spin-orbit coupling

Submitted to: J. Phys. B: At. Mol. Phys.

1. Introduction

Quantum tunnelling, the phenomenon where a particle penetrates and in most cases passes through a potential barrier which it classically cannot surmount, is one of the most surprising effects in quantum mechanics. In the early days, it is mainly studied in microscopic level [1, 2]. In pace with the discovery and development of various macroscopic quantum systems, macroscopic quantum tunnelling (for example, Josephson tunnelling [3]) also begins to attract great research interest [2, 4]. Specially, Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) which is macroscopic matter wave with very good coherence and manipulability is very suitable for studying quantum tunnelling (and many other macroscopic quantum phenomena). Atomic Josephson junctions have been realized a long time ago [5, 6]. Furthermore, atomic analogy of superconducting quantum interference devices (SQUID) has also been experimentally demonstrated and proposed to be a good compact rotation sensor [7]. Tunnelling escape of BECs from trapping well has also been extensively studied [8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14] and recently has been experimentally observed as well [15, 16].

Interference plays a key role in quantum physics. It can have significant influence on quantum tunnelling. These influences have been reported in various fields. Fundamentally, it can lead to breakdown of the exponential decay law [2, 17, 18, 19], and this phenomenon has already been observed in BEC systems [20]. It can also give rise to a modification of tunneling time [21]. In nanomechanical system, it can cause a suppression of the tunneling between opposite magnetizations [22]. In atomic and molecular physics, recently it is reported to have significant effect on the process of photoassociation [23] (which is also a quantum tunnelling related phenomenon).

Spin-orbital (SO) coupling will greatly enrich the quantum properties of BECs. There exist diverse ground state phases in which the matter wave properties are quite different [24, 25, 26, 27]. In zero momentum phase, the condensate stays in a state with zero momentum, while in separated phase it possess momentum of finite value either +p_0 or −p_0. And specially in stripe phase, its state is an superposition of +p_0 and −p_0 states. The simultaneous existence of these two states will cause interference between them. Subsequently, the quantum tunneling phenomena of SO coupled BECs show new features. In recent years, Josephson tunnelling of SO coupled BEC attracts much research interests [28, 29, 30, 31, 32]. A new kind of Josephson effect — momentum space Josephson effect has been predicted [33]. It is also reported that SO coupling will lead to rich dynamical phenomena of BEC Josephson vortices [34, 35].

However, tunnelling escape of a SO coupled BEC from a trapping well has not been carefully examined yet. In this work, we will study this phenomenon, and try to find out what effect will SO coupling have on the system. Tunnelling escape dynamics of SO coupled BEC in different phases will be studied by solving nonlinear Schrödinger equations, and the results will be compared. The dependence of tunnelling escaped atoms number on SO coupling strength will examined. Possible applications of the system in the field of atom optics will also be discussed.

The following contents of this article is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce the model for studying tunnelling escape of SO coupled BEC. Then in section 3, tunnelling escape dynamic of the system is studied both analytically and numerically, and the results are discussed. At last, the work is summarized in section 4.

2. Model

We consider a system of SO coupled Bose-Einstein condensate realized by Raman coupling scheme [36], as schematically shown in figure 1. The condensate is assumed to

Figure 1. Schematic diagram for the tunnelling escape of a SO coupled BEC from a trapping well. As in reference [36], Zeeman levels 1 and 2 act as two spin states (the third Zeeman level 3 is far detuned and can be adiabatically eliminated, therefore corresponding lines are plotted in a lighter color). And SO coupling is realized by interaction between counter-propagating Raman beams L1, L2 and the atomic condensate. Initially, the condensate is prepared in the ground state of a harmonic trap described by equation (3) (green dashed line). At time t = 0 the trap is suddenly opened at the right side, i.e., changed to the form of equation (6) (violet solid line) with parameters V_0 = 1.57ℏω_0, x_b = 1.5x_0, x_c = 2x_0, δ = 0.87x_0. Then, atoms begin to escape the trapping well due to quantum tunnelling.

be confined in a parabolic trap with frequencies ω_x ≪ ω_⊥, so that the system can be reduced to one-dimension [37], and the dynamic can be described by the following two coupled nonlinear Schrödinger equations iℏ ∂ψ_↓ ∂t = [ (p_x + p_c)^2 2m + U (x) ] ψ_↓ + ℏΩψ_↑ + ( g_0 |ψ_↓|^2 + g_1 |ψ_↑|^2 ) ψ_↓, (1) iℏ ∂ψ_↑ ∂t = [ (p_x − p_c)^2 2m + U (x) ] ψ_↑ + ℏΩψ_↓ + ( g_1 |ψ_↓|^2 + g_0 |ψ_↑|^2 ) ψ_↑, (2)

where ψ_↓ and ψ_↑ are wave functions of the two spin components obeying normalization condition ∫ ( |ψ_↓|^2 + |ψ_↑|^2 ) dx = 1, ℏ is reduced Planck’s constant , m is the mass of atom, p_x = −iℏ^∂_{∂x} is the momentum operator in x-direction, p_c is the SO coupling strength determined by momentum transfer of Raman lasers, Ω is the Rabi coupling strength accounting for the transition between the two spin states, g_0, g_1 are effective one-dimensional contact interaction strength (their values are g_i = 2N_0a_iℏω_⊥, where a_0 and a_1 are s-wave scattering lengths for collision of two atoms with same or different spins, N_0 is number of atoms in the condensate), and U (x) is the external trap potential. Experimentally, such a system is highly controllable, SO coupling can be tuned by manipulating the two Raman lasers [38, 39], and contact interaction can be tuned using the well-known Feshbach resonance technique [40].

Initially, the condensate is confined in harmonic trap

V_0 (x) = 1 2 mω^2_0 x^2. (3)

Thus, the initial state is assumed to be ground state Ψ_0=(ψ_{↓,0}, ψ_{↑,0})^T of this trapping potential. For vanishing of both SO coupling and inter-atom interactions (p_c = g_0 = g_1 = 0), equations (1) and (2) are simplified to μφ_{↓,↑} = ( p^2_x 2m + V_0 (x) ) φ_{↓,↑} + ℏΩφ_{↑,↓}, (4) with ψ_{↓,↑} (x, t) = φ_{↓,↑} (x) e^{−iμt/ℏ}. Solving this time-independent Schrödinger equation, the ground state can be calculated precisely to be a Gaussian wave packet

Φ^G_0 = 1 √ 2 √ πx_0 (1, −1)^T exp [ − x^2 2x^2_0 ] . (5)

Otherwise, for no vanishing of SO coupling and inter-atom interaction, the initial state will be obtained by numerically evolving a trial wave function in imaginary time dimension.

The ground state properties of SO coupled BEC have been carefully studied in reference [26]. Here we give a brief review. Omitting the nonlinear and trapping terms, at the same time assuming a plane wave solution ψ_{↓,↑} (x, t) = ψ_{↓,↑} exp [i (p_xx − Et) /ℏ], the dispersion relation of SO coupled matter wave can be obtained by diagonalizing equations (1) and (2), which reads E_± (p_x) = (p^2_x + p^2_c ) / (2m)± √ ℏ^2Ω^2 + p^2_c p^2_x/m^2. This dispersion relation splits into two branches — E_+ (p_x) and E_− (p_x). The higher energy branch E_+ (p_x) is quite normal. It always has a single minimum at p_x = 0, and will have little influence on ground state property of the system. Interestingly, the lower energy branch E_− (p_x) behaves very differently for different strength of SO and Rabi coupling. When ℏΩ > p^2_c /m, it also has only one minimum at p_x = 0. Therefore, the lowest energy state will carry zero momentum, and the corresponding phase is called “zero momentum phase”. While in the case of ℏΩ < p^2_c /m, the lower energy branch dispersion curve has two equal minima at p_x = −p_0, +p_0 (with p_0 = √ p^2_c − (mℏΩ/p_c)^2). As a result, the lowest energy state may carry separated momentum −p_0 or +p_0 (separated phase), or a superposition of them (due to the interference between these two states, there exist interference stripes, thus the corresponding phase is called “stripe phase”), and these states are degenerate. This degeneracy may be lifted by the external potential or interaction between atoms. When there is only the external harmonic trap potential, the system prefers to stay in stripe phase. And when interaction is considered, as the SO coupling strength getting strong, the system can firstly approach separated phase, then reaches the stripe phase. In the following content, these conclusions will be used directly without more explanation.

At time t = 0 trapping potential (3) is suddenly opened at the right side. Mathematically speaking, the trapping potential is suddenly changed to the following form (see figure 1)

V (x) = { mω^2_0 x^2/2, x ≤ x_b, V_0 exp [ − (_{x−xc} δ )_2] , x > x_b. (6) Here parameters V_0, x_c, δ are determined by matching the potential function and its first derivative at point x = x_b. They represent height, location and width of the barrier respectively, and their values are set to V_0 = 1.57E_0, x_b = 1.5x_0, x_c = 2x_0, δ = 0.87x_0, with E_0 = ℏω_0 and x_0 = √ ℏ/ (mω_0) being the harmonic oscillator (with frequency ω_0) energy and length units. Consistently, frequency, time and momentum will be measured in units ω_0, t_0 = 1/ω_0 and ℏk_0 = √ ℏmω_0. After the trapping potential well is opened, i.e., changed to the form of equation (6), the atoms begin to escape from the trapping well due to quantum tunnelling. The dynamic is studied by solving the time dependent nonlinear Schrödinger equations (1) and (2) with a Crank-Nicolson scheme.

To characterize the tunnelling escape, we define the number of escaped spindown/up atoms as N^{out}_{↓,↑} = ∫_∞ x_f |ψ_{↓,↑} (x)|^2 dx, (7) where x_f = 3x_0 is the demarcation point between the potential area and free space. And the total escaped atoms number is a sum of the two spin components N^{out} = N^{out}_↓ +N^{out}_↑ . It should be noted, the total wave-function is normalized to 1 (as previously mentioned), therefore the escaped atoms number defined here is indeed a normalized atoms number or in other words — fraction to the total atoms number.

3. Results

Firstly, for compare purpose and most basic understanding of the system, we examine the no SO coupling case. Without any SO coupling (p_c = 0), the symmetry between spin-down and spin-up components suggests the following form of wave function

Ψ (x, t) = ψ (x, t) (1, −1)^T e^{iΩt}. (8)

Substituting it into nonlinear Schrödinger equations (1) and (2), dynamic of the system can be simplified to a single governing equation iℏ ∂ ∂t ψ (x, t) = [ p^2_x 2m + U (x) ] ψ (x, t) + g_0 + g_1 2 |ψ (x, t)|^2 ψ (x, t) , (9) which has no dependence on the Rabi frequency Ω. This is to say that without presence of SO coupling, Rabi coupling will not affect dynamic of the system solely. This fact is also confirmed by our numerical results. In the first row (a1-d1) of figure 2, we set SO coupling parameter p_c = 0, and for each spin components show the initial wave packet, evolution of atomic density, wave packet at time t = 20t_0 and escaped atoms number

Effect of spin-orbit coupling on tunnelling escape of Bose-Einstein condensate 6

Figure 2. Examples of tunnelling escape dynamic for SO coupled BEC in different phases. Figures (a1-4) are the initial wave packets. Figures (b1.1-4.1), (b1.2-4.2) are the evolution of spin-down and spin-up atomic densities. Figures (c1-4) are wave packets at time t = 20t_0. Figures (d1-4) are the escaped spin-down and spin-up atoms number (normalized) during the evolution. In Figures (a1-d1), there only exists Rabi coupling, Ω = 8ω_0, the SO coupling and contact interaction are set to zero, p_c = 0, g_0 = g_1 = 0. (a2-d2), (a3-d3), (a4-d4) are figures for initial wave packets in “single minimum”, “stripe” and “separated” phases respectively. The corresponding parameters are (a2-d2): Ω = 8ω_0, p_c = 2ℏk_0, g_0 = g_1 = 0; (a3-d3): Ω = 8ω_0, p_c = 4ℏk_0, g_0 = g_1 = 0; (a4-d4): Ω = 8ω_0, p_c = 2ℏk_0, g_0 = 10E_0x_0, g_1 = 9E_0x_0. In all these figures, a violet solid line stands for the spin-down component, while a green dashed line stands for the spin-up component.

Figure 3. Details of figure 2 (b3.1), (b3.2) and (c3), pulsive tunnelling escape feature of a stripe phase wave packet. The left two panels are enlargement of figure 2 (b3.1) and (b3.2) in the range of x ∈ (3x_0, 20x_0). The two lines in figure 2 (c3) are enlarged as the right two panels — top panel for |ψ_↓ (x, t = 20t_0)|^2, while bottom panel for |ψ_↓ (x, t = 20t_0)|^2.

Figure 4. Escaped atoms number for different SO coupling strength in the noninteracting case. The solid lines represent p_c = 0.0, 1.0, 1.5, 3.0ℏk_0 (single minimum phase), while the dashed lines represent p_c = 3.5, 4.0, 4.5, 8.0ℏk_0 (stripe phase), respectively. For all the lines, Rabi coupling and interaction strength are Ω = 8ω_0, g_0 = g_1 = 0.

during the evolution. We see that for all these quantities the spin-up and spin-down components have the same values.

As SO coupling is added to the system, symmetry between spin-down and spin-up components is broken, see figure 2 (a2-d4). For single minimum (figures a2-d2) and stripe phases (figures a3-d3), although the two spin components have the same initial wave packets, they gain an evident difference during the evolution. And for separated phase (figures a4-d4), both the initial wave packets and their subsequent evolutions for the two spin components are very different. Interaction is essential in achieving the separated phase [26], and the repulsive interaction can considerably reinforce the escape of the condensate [11, 15], resulting a much larger value of escaped atoms number and atomic density compared to the non-interacting cases.

In figure 2, we also noticed that an initial single minimum or separated phase wave packet escapes from the trapping well continuously; while because of interference between +p_0 and −p_0 momentum components, an initial stripe phase wave packet escapes from the trapping well as a series of pulses (for a better sight, see figure 3 in which (b3.1), (b3.2), (c3) of figure 2 are enlarged to shown details of the pulsive property). This indicates tunneling escape of a SO coupled BEC from trapping well may be useful in realizing an atom laser which can be operated in both continuous and pulsed modes.

From figure 2, one can also somewhat see that SO coupling will affects the escaping speed of the condensate. This fact can be more clearly demonstrated by figure 4 where we plot the escaped atoms number N^{out} as a function of time for different SO coupling strength in the case of no inter-atom interaction. From the figure, we see the line for p_c = 0 (no SO coupling) locates above all the other ones, i.e., without SO coupling there are the most escaped atoms, that is to say SO coupling has a suppressing effect on

Figure 5. Escaped atoms number for different SO coupling strength in the interacting case. The solid lines represent p_c = 0.0, 1.0, 2.0, 2.5ℏk_0 (single minimum phase), the dashed lines represent p_c = 3.0, 3.5, 4.5, 5.0ℏk_0 (separated phase). The Rabi coupling and interaction strength are Ω = 8ω_0 and g_0 = 10E_0x_0, g_1 = 9E_0x_0 for all the lines.

tunnelling escape of atoms. In the figure, we also noticed that in the single minimum phase (p_c = 0.0, 1.0, 1.5, 3.0ℏk_0), a stronger SO coupling tends to more reduce the tunnelling escaped atoms number; while in the stripe phase (p_c = 3.5, 4.0, 4.5, 8.0ℏk_0), thing is quite the opposite — as the coupling gets stronger, it tends to less reduce the tunneling escaped atoms number. Around the phase transition point p_c = 3ℏk_0, the escaped atoms number reaches a minimum with value almost zero. Using this feature, an efficient matter wave switch may be realized. In the case with inter-atom interaction, a similar suppression phenomenon can be observed as well (see figure 5). In single minimum phase (p_c = 0.0, 1.0, 2.0, 2.5ℏk_0), the escaped atoms number also decreases with the increasing of coupling strength. As the SO coupling getting stronger (p_c = 3.0, 3.5, 4.5, 5.0ℏk_0), the system goes into separated phase. In separated phase, the escaped atoms number increases with the increasing of coupling strength. However, due to the escape reinforcement caused by repulsive interaction, even near the phase transition point a sufficient large amount of atoms will escape the trapping well.

In strong SO coupling limit, according to the dynamical equations (1) and (2), spindown/up component tend to carry a large gauge momentum in the negative/positive direction. Thus, we can assume the wave function approximately having the following form Ψ (x, t) = 1 √ 2 ϕ (x, t) (1, 0)^T e^{−ipcx/ℏ} − 1 √ 2 ϕ (x, t) (0, 1)^T e^{ipcx/ℏ}, (10) for stripe phase, and Ψ (x, t) = ϕ (x, t) (1, 0)^T e^{−ipcx/ℏ}, (11) for separated phase, with ϕ (x, t) being a spatially slow varying wave function. Inserting them into nonlinear coupled Schrödinger equations (1) and (2), we found that for the

Figure 6. Comparison of escaped atoms number for separated (violet solid) and stripe (green dashed) wave packet. For both lines, the parameters are p_c = 5ℏk_0, Ω = 8ω_0, g_0 = 10E_0x_0, g_1 = 9E_0x_0. Under such parameters, the initial ground state is in separated phase with energy E = −12.03E_0. The initial stripe phase state is a nearly degenerate state with a slightly higher energy E = −11.91E_0.

stripe phase wave packet, ϕ (x, t) obeys the same equation as non-coupling equation (9); while for the separated phase wave packet, ϕ (x, t) obey a slightly different equation iℏ ∂ ∂t ϕ (x, t) = [ p^2_x 2m + U (x) ] ϕ (x, t) + g_0 |ϕ (x, t)|^2 ϕ (x, t) . (12)

When inter and intra-components interaction strength are close to each other g_0 ≈ g_1, equation (12) is approximately the same as non-coupling equation (9). So, for strong SO coupling, the tunnelling escape dynamic will go back to the non-coupling case. This conclusion is also demonstrated by the fact that in figure 4 lines for p_c = 0, 8ℏk_0 and in figure 5 lines for p_c = 0, 5ℏk_0 are nearly overlapping with each other.

For inter/intra-component interaction parameters g_0 > g_1, as repulsive interaction will reinforce the tunnelling escape, equations (9) and (12) suggest that more atoms will escape the trapping well for a wave packet in separated phase than in stripe phase. This can be seen from figure 6, where we compared the escaped atoms number during the evolution for initial separated (violet solid line) and stripe (green dashed line) phase wave packets under parameters p_c = 5ℏk_0, Ω = 8ω_0, g_0 = 10E_0x_0, g_1 = 9E_0x_0. Here, it should be pointed out that under these parameters, the ground state really fall in the separated phase with energy E = −12.03E_0. But since the system is nearly degenerate, a stripe phase wave packet can also been obtained with a slightly higher energy E = −11.91E_0.

4. Summary

In summary, we have analyzed the tunnelling escape of a SO coupled BEC wave packet from a trapping well. Our results show that the dynamics of the system are quite different in different phases: a single minimum or separated phase wave packet escape the trapping well continuously, while a stripe phase one escape in a pulsed manner. This feature may be used in realizing atom laser which can be operated both in continuous and pulsed modes. We also found that SO coupling can suppress the tunnelling escape

Effect of spin-orbit coupling on tunnelling escape of Bose-Einstein condensate 10

of atoms. Especially, in non-interacting case, by tuning SO coupling strength to the transition point between single minimum and stripe phase, the tunnelling escape can be almost totally suppressed, thus a matter wave switch may potentially be realized. In the strong SO coupling limit, the dynamics go back to the non-coupling case except for a phase factor.

Acknowledgment

The author thanks Prof. Dong Guangjiong from East China Normal University for very helpful conversations. This work is supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No. 11847059 and 11874127).

References

[1] Merzbacher E 2002 The early history of quantum tunneling Physics Today 55 44 [2] Razavy M 2003 Quantum theory of tunneling (Singapore: World Scientific) [3] Josephson B D 1974 The discovery of tunnelling supercurrents Rev. Mod. Phys. 46, 251 [4] Takagi S 2002 Macroscopic quantum tunneling (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press) [5] Cataliotti F, Burger S, Fort C, Maddaloni P, Minardi F, Trombettoni A, Smerzi A and Inguscio M 2001 Josephson junction arrays with Bose-Einstein condensates SCIENCE 293 843 [6] Albiez M, Gati R, Fölling J, Hunsmann S, Cristiani M and Oberthaler M K 2005 Direct observation of tunneling and nonlinear self-trapping in a single Bosonic Josephson junction Phys. Rev. Lett. 95 010402 [7] Ryu C, Blackburn P W, Blinova A A and Boshier M G 2013 Experimental realization of Josephson junctions for an atom SQUID Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 205301 [8] Salasnich L, Parola A and Reatto L 2001 Pulsed macroscopic quantum tunneling of falling Bose- Einstein condensates Phys. Rev. A 64 023601 [9] Carr L D, Holland M J and Malomed B A 2005 Macroscopic quantum tunnelling of Bose–Einstein condensates in a finite potential well J. Phys. B: At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 38 3217 [10] Fleurov V and Soffer A 2005 Nonlinear effects in quantum tunnelling escape Europhys. Lett. 72 287 [11] Huhtamäki J A M, Möttönen M, Ankerhold J and Virtanen S M M 2007 Effects of interactions and noise on tunneling of Bose-Einstein condensates through a potential barrier Phys. Rev. A 76 033605 [12] Dekel G, Farberovich O V, Soffer A and Fleurov V 2009 Nonlinear dynamic phenomena in macroscopic tunneling Physica D: Nonlinear Phenomena 238 1475 [13] Dekel G, Farberovich V, Fleurov V and Soffer A 2010 Dynamics of macroscopic tunneling in elongated BEC Phys. Rev. A 81 063638 [14] Alcala D A, Urban G, Weidemüller M and Carr L D 2018 Macroscopic quantum escape of Bose- Einstein condensates: Analysis of experimentally realizable quasi-one-dimensional traps Phys. Rev. A 98 023619 [15] Potnis S, Ramos R, Maeda K, Carr L D and Steinberg A M 2017 Interaction-assisted quantum tunneling of a Bose-Einstein condensate out of a single trapping well Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 060402 [16] Zhao X, Alcala D A, McLain M A, Maeda K, Potnis S, Ramos R, Steinberg A M and Carr L D 2017 Macroscopic quantum tunneling escape of Bose-Einstein condensates Phys. Rev. A 96 063601 [17] Winter R G 1961 Evolution of a quasi-stationary state Phys. Rev. 123 1503 [18] Gopych P M and Zalyubovskii I I 1988 Is the basic law of radioactie decay exponential? Sov. J.

Part. Nucl. 19 338

Effect of spin-orbit coupling on tunnelling escape of Bose-Einstein condensate 11

[19] Peres A 1980 Nonexponential decay law Annals of Physics 129 33 [20] Wilkinson S R, Bharucha C F, Fischer M C, Madison K W, Morrow P R, Niu Q, Sundaram B and Raizen M G 1997 Experimental evidence for non-exponential decay in quantum tunnelling Nature 387 575 [21] Martinez J C, Polatdemir E and Taufik M 2007 Interference and dispersion effects on tunneling time The European Physical Journal D 41 49 [22] Kovalev A A, Hayden L X, Bauer G E W and Tserkovnyak Y 2011 Macrospin tunneling and magnetopolaritons with nanomechanical interference Phys. Rev. Lett. 106 147203 [23] Blasing D B, Pérez-Ríos J, Yan Y, Dutta S, Li C H, Zhou Q and Chen Y P 2018 Observation of quantum interference and coherent control in a photochemical reaction Phys. Rev. Lett. 121 073202 [24] Ho T L and Zhang S 2011 Bose-Einstein condensates with spin-orbit interaction Phys. Rev. Lett.

107 150403 [25] Sinha S, Nath R and Santos L 2011 Trapped two-dimensional condensates with synthetic spin-orbit coupling Phys. Rev. Lett. 107 270401 [26] Li Y, Pitaevskii L P and Stringari S 2012 Quantum tricriticality and phase transitions in spin-orbit coupled Bose-Einstein condensates Phys. Rev. Lett. 108 225301 [27] Achilleos V, Frantzeskakis D J, Kevrekidis P G and Pelinovsky D E 2013 Matter-wave bright solitons in spin-orbit coupled Bose-Einstein condensates Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 264101 [28] Zhang D W, Fu L B, Wang Z D and Zhu S L 2012 Josephson dynamics of a spin-orbit-coupled Bose-Einstein condensate in a double-well potential Phys. Rev. A 85 043609 [29] Garcia-March M A, Mazzarella G, Dell’Anna L, Juliá-Díaz B, Salasnich L and Polls A 2014 Josephson physics of spin-orbit-coupled elongated Bose-Einstein condensates Phys. Rev. A 89 063607 [30] Niu Z X, Zhang A X and Xue J K 2016 Tunnelling of spin-orbit coupled Bose-Einstein condensates in driven double-well potential The European Physical Journal D 70 169 [31] Wang W Y, Dou F Q and Duan W S 2017 Coherent control of spin-orbit-coupled atom in a double-well potential The European Physical Journal D 71 294 [32] Kartashov Y V, Konotop V V and Vysloukh V A 2018 Dynamical suppression of tunneling and spin switching of a spin-orbit-coupled atom in a double-well trap, Phys. Rev. A 97 063609 [33] Hou J, Luo X W, Sun K, Bersano T, Gokhroo V, Mossman S, Engels P and Zhang C 2018 Momentum-space Josephson effects Phys. Rev. Lett. 120 120401 [34] Toikka L A 2017 Vortex force in compressible spin-orbit-coupled Bose-Einstein condensates Phys.

Rev. A 96 033611 [35] Gallemí A, Guilleumas M, Mayol R and Mateo A M 2016 Multidimensional Josephson vortices in spin-orbit-coupled Bose-Einstein condensates: Snake instability and decay through vortex dipoles Phys. Rev. A 93 033618 [36] Lin Y J, Jimenez-Garcia K and Spielman I B 2011 Spin-orbit-coupled Bose-Einstein condensates Nature 471 83 [37] Salasnich L, Parola A and Reatto L 2002 Effective wave equations for the dynamics of cigar-shaped and disk-shaped Bose condensates Phys. Rev. A 65 043614 [38] Zhang Y, Chen G and Zhang C 2013 Tunable spin-orbit coupling and quantum phase transition in a trapped Bose-Einstein Condensate Scientific Reports 3 1937 [39] Jiménez-García K, LeBlanc L J, Williams R A, Beeler M C, Qu C, Gong M, Zhang C and Spielman I B 2015 Tunable spin-orbit coupling via strong driving in ultracold-atom systems Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 125301 [40] Chin C, Grimm R, Julienne P and Tiesinga E 2010 Feshbach resonances in ultracold gases Rev.

Mod. Phys. 82 1225