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Exact propagating topological solitons are found in the easy-plane phase of ferromagnetic spin-1 Bose-
Einstein condensates, manifesting themselves as kinks in the transverse magnetization. Propagation is only
possible when the symmetry-breaking longitudinal magnetic field is applied. Such solitons have two types:
a low energy branch with positive inertial mass and a higher energy branch with negative inertial mass.
Both types become identical at the maximum speed, a new speed bound that is different from speed limits
set by the elementary excitations. The physical mass, which accounts for the number density dip, is
negative for both types. In a finite one-dimensional system subject to a linear potential, the soliton
undergoes oscillations caused by transitions between the two types occurring at the maximum speed.
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Introduction.—The inertial mass (or effective mass) of
emergent quasiparticles contains rich information on the
dynamics of quantum many body systems [1]. In quantum
fluids the inertial mass of a topological soliton is determined
by both the kinetic and interaction energies and is a key
quantity governing its dynamics. For instance, the one-
dimensional (1D) motion of a dark or gray soliton in a
superfluid (bosonic or fermionic) can be described by a
Newton equation with negative inertial mass [2], leading to
oscillations in a harmonic trap [2–4]. The sign of inertial
mass also signals the stability of the soliton in a system of
higher than one spatial dimension. Indeed, two- or three-
dimensional solitons with negative inertial mass typically
decay [5] due to the snake instability (growth of transverse
deformations) [6–8]. It is a rather general feature for solitons
in quantum fluids that the soliton energy decreases with
increasing velocity, giving rise to a negative inertial mass.
Relevant examples are dark or gray solitons in bosonic and
fermionic quantum gases [2], phase domain walls in binary
Bose-Einstein condensates (BECs) with strong coherent
coupling [9–12], magnetic solitons in both binary [15]
and antiferromagnetic spin-1 BECs [16,17]. A soliton with
positive inertial mass should be stable in higher dimensions
and exhibit anomalous dynamics.
In this Letter we report on the discovery of two types of

exact topological solitons that have positive and negative
inertial mass, respectively, occurring as kinks in the trans-
verse magnetization of a ferromagnetic spin-1 BEC. We
refer to them as ferrodark solitons (FDSs). In the zero
velocity limit the FDSs connect to the stationary magnetic
domain walls (MDWs) recently found in Ref. [18]. The
FDSs can only propagate at a finite speed in a longitudinal
magnetic field which provides a necessary condition for the

motion, i.e., breaking the transverse magnetization con-
versation. In addition, the FDSs exhibit a number of other
novel features different from conventional solitons. When
traveling, the transverse magnetization is always zero in the
core of a FDS and hence there is no magnetic current. The
motion arises from a coupling between the magnetization
and nematic degrees of freedom caused by the magnetic
field. Interestingly, the moving speed is not limited by
group velocities of elementary excitations but has a new
speed bound, at which the two types of solitons become
identical. We study dynamics of the soliton in a hard-wall
trapped quasi-1D system with a superimposed linear
potential and find transitions between the two types via
internal spin currents, leading to an oscillatory motion.
While we focus on the exactly solvable case, FDSs exist
with the characteristic features revealed by the exact
solutions in the whole easy-plane phase.
Spin-1 BECs.—The Hamiltonian density of a spin-1

condensate reads

H ¼ ℏ2j∇ψ j2
2M

þ gn
2
jψ†ψ j2 þ gs

2
jψ†Sψ j2 þ qψ†S2zψ ; ð1Þ

where the three-component wave function ψ ¼
ðψþ1;ψ0;ψ−1ÞT describes the atomic hyperfine state
jF ¼ 1; m ¼ þ1; 0;−1i, M is the atomic mass, gn > 0 is
the density interaction strength, gs is the spin-dependent
interaction strength, S ¼ ðSx; Sy; SzÞ with Sj¼x;y;z being the
spin-1 matrices [19], and q denotes the quadratic Zeeman
energy. The spin-dependent interaction term allows for
spin-mixing collisions between m ¼ 0 and m ¼ �1 atoms.
At the mean-field level, the dynamics of the field ψ is
governed by the Gross-Pitaevskii equations (GPEs)
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iℏ
∂ψ�1

∂t ¼ ½H0 þ gsðn0 þ n�1 − n∓1Þ þ q�ψ�1 þ gsψ2
0ψ

�∓1;

iℏ
∂ψ0

∂t ¼ ½H0 þ gsðnþ1 þ n−1Þ�ψ0 þ 2gsψ�
0ψþ1ψ−1; ð2Þ

where H0 ¼ −ℏ2∇2=2M þ gnn, nm ¼ jψmj2 and n ¼P
nm. Spin-1 BECs support magnetic order [20–24],

quantified by the order parameter magnetization
F≡ ψ†Sψ . This identifies ferromagnetic order jFj > 0

for gs < 0 (87Rb,7Li) and antiferromagnetic order F ¼ 0

for gs > 0 (23Na).
Quadratic Zeeman driven propagating FDSs.—We con-

sider a uniform ferromagnetic (gs < 0) spin-1 BEC with
total number density nb. In the presence of a uniform
magnetic field along the z axis (0 < q < −2gsnb) [25], the
uniform ground state with zero longitudinal magnetization
(Fz ¼ nbþ1 − nb−1 ¼ 0) is transversally magnetized (easy-
plane phase) [23,24], characterized by the transverse

magnetization F⊥ ≡ Fx þ iFy ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
8nb�1n

b
0

q
eiτ, where

nb�1 ¼ ð1 − q̃Þnb=4 and nb0 ¼ nbð1þ q̃Þ=2 are the compo-
nent densities, and q̃≡ −q=ð2gsnbÞ. The SO(3) symmetry
is broken by the magnetic field and the system processes
the remnant SO(2) symmetry, parametrized by the rota-
tional angle about the z axis τ.
In the following we focus on a 1D system. In the easy

plane phase, exact transverse magnetic kink solutions of
Eq. (2) are found for a large spin-dependent interaction
strength gs ¼ −gn=2 and 0 < q < −2gsnb. There are two
types of such traveling kinks and the transverse magne-
tizations and the total number densities read

FI;II
⊥ ðx; tÞ ¼ −eiτ

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
n2b −

q2

g2n

s
tanh

�
x − Vt
lI;II

�
; ð3Þ

nI;IIðx; tÞ ¼ nb −
gnnb −MV2 ∓ Q

2gn
sech2

�
x − Vt
lI;II

�
; ð4Þ

where V is the moving velocity,

lI;II ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

2ℏ2

Mðgnnb −MV2 ∓ QÞ

s
; ð5Þ

and

Q ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
M2V4 þ q2 − 2gnMnbV2

q
: ð6Þ

The above kink solutions are of Ising-type and connect
regions transversely magnetized in opposite directions [26].
Hereafter we refer to them as ferrodark solitons and the
minus (plus) sign in front of Q specifies type-I (II) FDS.
Unless specified, we choose τ ¼ 0 for convenience.
Note that at the core x ¼ Vt, FI;II

⊥ ¼ 0 while nI;II ≠ 0.

The corresponding wave functions at the exactly solvable
region are shown in Table I. Recently a 7Li spin-1 BEC has
been prepared in the strong spin interacting regime close to
the exactly solvable point [27].
The inequality Q2 ≥ 0 gives rise to the upper bound of

the traveling speed [30]

V ≤
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
gnnb
M

r ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1 −

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1 −

�
q

gnnb

�
2

svuut ≡ cFDS: ð7Þ

The speed bound Eq. (7) is markedly different from the
group velocities of low-lying elementary excitations which
normally set the speed limits [31]. In the easy-plane phase,
the gap-less branches of the elementary excitations involve
spin waves of magnetization F (dominantly) and mixed
waves of F⊥ and n, with group velocities at long wave-
lengths cm ¼ ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

q=ð2MÞp
and cmp ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
nbðgn þ gsÞ=M

p
,

respectively [32]. Strikingly, for 1 > q=gnnb >
ffiffiffi
3

p
=2,

cFDS > cmp > cm, implying that the FDSs can travel with
speed greater than cm and cmp. This can happen because a
propagating FDS does not involve magnetic currents (see
below). Another conspicuous feature is that the soliton
profile does not vanish at V ¼ cFDS (see Fig. 1). The
velocity of gray solitons in scalar BECs is bounded by the
speed of sound, and at this velocity the soliton disappears
[31]. At the transition point q ¼ gnnb, the easy-plane phase
becomes unstable, signaled by the divergence of lI.
Similar to scalar gray solitons, the density dip of the

type-II FDS becomes shallower for greater velocities
[Fig. 1(d)]. In contrast, for the type-I FDS the density

FIG. 1. (a)–(d) Transverse magnetizations and densities of
FDSs at gs ¼ −gn=2 and q̃ ¼ 0.5 for different velocities:
V=cFDS ¼ 1 (solid line:); V=cFDS ¼ 0.1 (dashed line). (e) Exci-
tation energies of FDSs as functions of V2 evaluated from
Eqs. (10) and (12) at q̃ ¼ 0.5. Here ζ ¼ x − Vt. The inset shows
widths of FDSs, where the x axis is the same as in (e).
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dip behaves anomalously and deepens with increasing
velocity [Fig. 1(b)]. Crucially, at the maximum velocity
V ¼ cFDS, Q ¼ 0 and the two types of FDSs become
identical upon a U(1) gauge transformation, namely,
ψ Iðx; tÞ ¼ iψ IIðx; tÞ (see Table I).
When q → 0, cFDS → 0, implying that the propagation is

prohibited in the absence of a magnetic field, where the
conservation law of magnetization is restored. In this limit,
the two types become degenerate and are related via a
SO(3) spin rotation [18]. Clearly, a magnetic field does not
automatically induce motion. At V ¼ 0 the FDSs recover
stationary MDWs at finite q [18,33].
Currents.—Moving FDSs involve nematic degrees

of freedom and internal spin currents. Since the magneti-
zation is zero at the core of a moving FDS, there is no
magnetic current, i.e., JFi ≡ℏ=ð2MiÞðψ†Si∇ψ −H:c:Þ¼0.
According to the continuity equation

∂Fi

∂t þ∇ · JFi ¼ Kiz; ð8Þ

the time evolution of magnetic domains enclosed by the
FDSs is governed by the source term Kiz ¼ ð2q=ℏÞK̂iz

[35,36], where K̂iz ¼
P

k ϵizkNzk, Nij ¼ ψ†N̂ijψ is the
nematic tensor, N̂ij¼ðSiSjþSjSiÞ=2 and i; j ∈ fx; y; zg.
For propagating FDSs K̂iz ≠ 0 and K̂iz → 0 as V → 0. At
q ¼ 0, Kiz ¼ 0, and FDSs must stay still.
The continuity equations for particle number in

each spin state read ∂n�1=∂tþ∇ · J�1 þ J�1→0 ¼ 0,
and ∂n0=∂tþ∇ · J0 þ

P
m¼−1;þ1 J0→m ¼ 0, where

J�1;0 ¼ ℏ=ð2MiÞðψ�
�1;0∇ψ�1;0 − H:c:Þ are the component

number current densities [37], and

J�1→0 ¼ −J0→�1 ¼
gs
ℏi

½ðψ�
0Þ2ψ−1ψþ1 − H:c:� ð9Þ

are the internal spin currents, reflecting the internal coherent
spin exchange dynamics: j00i ↔ j þ 1ij − 1i [20–22].
Rewriting Eq. (9) in terms of wave function phases
(θ�1;0) and densities, we obtain J�1→0 ¼ ð2n0n�1gs=ℏÞ×
sin½2ðθ�1 − θ0Þ� which suggests an analogy to Josephson
currents [38,39]. It is important to note that these built-in
currents are invariant under SO(2) rotations (e−iτSz). Table I
shows the expressions of currents at the exactly solv-
able point.
Excitation energy and inertial mass.—The excitation

energy of FDSs can be obtained by evaluating the differ-
ence of grand canonical energies δK ¼ KFDS − Kg, where
KFDS ¼

R
dxðH½ψ � − μnÞ, Kg ¼

R
dxðH½ψg� − μnbÞ, ψg is

the ground state wave function, and μ ¼ ðgn þ gsÞnb þ q=2
is the chemical potential. For type-I FDSs, we obtain

δKIðq; V2Þ ¼
ffiffiffi
2

p
ℏðgnnb −MV2 −QÞ3=2

3gn
ffiffiffiffiffi
M

p : ð10Þ

Expanding Eq. (10) around V ¼ 0, we have δKIðq; V2Þ ¼
δKIðq; 0Þ þMI

inV
2=2þ oðV2Þ, where δKIðq; 0Þ ¼ffiffiffi

2
p

ℏðgnnb − qÞ3=2=ð3gn
ffiffiffiffiffi
M

p Þ and the inertial mass is

TABLE I. Wave functions and currents of propagating FDSs in the exactly solvable regime (gs ¼ −gn=2, 0 < q < −2gsnb). The
coefficients satisfy the following relations: κI;IIαI;II ¼ δI;IIβI;II and ðαI;IIÞ2 þ ðδI;IIÞ2 ¼ ðβI;IIÞ2 þ ðκI;IIÞ2 ¼ 1. It is straightforward to check
that stationary solutions are obtained when V → 0 [18,28]. Here ζ ¼ x − Vt and K2 ≡P

i K
2
iz is SOð2Þ rotationally invariant [29]. The

counter-propagating solution is ψ�ðx;−tÞ. Interestingly, Jx�1 and Jx0 have opposite signs and
R
dxJ�1→0 ¼ 0, forming a Josephson

vortexlike structure near the core of a FDS.

Type-I Type-II

ψ ψ I
�1ðx; tÞ ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
n�1
b

p
½αI tanh ðζ=lIÞ þ iδI� ψ II

�1 ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
n�1
b

p
½βII þ iκII tanh ðζ=lIIÞ�

ψ I
0ðx; tÞ ¼

ffiffiffiffiffi
n0b

q
½βI þ iκI tanh ðζ=lIÞ� ψ II

0 ¼
ffiffiffiffiffi
n0b

q
½αII tanh ðζ=lIIÞ þ iδII�

αI ¼ −
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
MV2ðgnnb þ qÞ=qðqþMV2 −QÞ

p
αII ¼ −

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
MV2 þ q −Q

p
ðq −MV2 þQÞ=2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
qMV2ðgnnb −MV2 þQÞ

p

δI ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ðq −MV2 −QÞ=2q

p
δII ¼ −

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ðqþMV2 −QÞ=2q

p

βI ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ðqþMV2 þQÞ=2q

p
βII ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ðq −MV2 þQÞ=2q

p

κI ¼ −
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
½qðq −QÞ − gnMnbV2�=qðqþMV2 −QÞ

p
κII ¼ ðqþMV2 −QÞ

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
q −MV2 þQ

p
=2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
qMV2ðgnnb −MV2 þQ

p
Þ

K
�
2

ffiffiffi
2

p
q

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
n�1
b n0b

q
δIβI=ℏ

�
sech2ðζ=lIÞ

�
2

ffiffiffi
2

p
q

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
n0bn

�1
b

q
δIIβII=ℏ

�
sech2ðζ=lIIÞ

Jx�1 −ðn�1
b αIδIℏ=lIMÞsech2ðζ=lIÞ ðn�1

b κIIβIIℏ=lIIMÞsech2ðζ=lIIÞ
Jx0 ðn0bκIβIℏ=lIMÞsech2ðζ=lIÞ −ðn0bαIIδIIℏ=lIIMÞsech2ðζ=lIIÞ
J�1→0 −½4gsðδIκI þ βIαIÞδIβIn�1

b n0b=ℏ�
× tanh ðζ=lIÞsech2ðζ=lIÞ

½4gsðκIIδII þ βIIαIIÞδIIβIIn�1
b n0b=ℏ�

× tanh ðζ=lIIÞsech2ðζ=lIIÞ
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MI
in ≡ 2

∂δKI

∂V2

����
V¼0

¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2M

p
ℏðgnnb − qÞ3=2

gnq
> 0: ð11Þ

As q → 0, MI
in → þ∞ and the FDS becomes infinitely

heavy, consistent with the absence of propagation at zero
magnetic field due to the conservation of magnetization [18].
In contrast to the normal behavior of gray solitons, the
excitation energy (δKI) of the type-I FDS increases mono-
tonically with increasing V2 [Fig. 1(e)], in accordance with
the anomalous behavior of the density [Fig. 1(b)]. It is worth
noting that here every component density has a dip (see
Table I) and the inertial mass of type-I FDSs being positive is
a highly nontrivial nonlinear effect. Following conventional
arguments [5] the positive inertial mass explains the stability
of MDWs against transverse snake perturbations in two
dimensions [18].
The physical mass is defined as Mphy ≡MδN, where

δN ¼ R
dx½nðxÞ − nb�. For type-I FDSs, we obtainMI

phy ¼
−2ℏ2=ðgnlIÞ < 0. In the presence of an external potential
U, a soliton with negative physical mass experiences an
effective force from the surrounding liquid pointing in the
opposite direction to −∇U (similar to buoyant force). For a
scalar gray soliton the inertial and the physical masses are
both negative and it exhibits normal particlelike behavior,
e.g., oscillations in a harmonic potential [2,3]. Whereas a
type-I FDS in a harmonic potential would be expelled,
i.e., moves away from the potential minimum.
The excitation energy of the type-II FDS is

δKIIðq; V2Þ ¼
ffiffiffi
2

p
ℏðgnnb −MV2 þQÞ3=2

3gn
ffiffiffiffiffi
M

p ð12Þ

with ∂δKII=∂V2 < 0 [Fig. 1(e)]. Expansion of Eq. (12)
leads to δKIIðq; V2Þ ¼ δKIIðq; 0Þ þMII

inV
2=2þ oðV2Þ,

where δKIIðq; 0Þ ¼ ffiffiffi
2

p
ℏðgnnb þ qÞ3=2=ð3gn

ffiffiffiffiffi
M

p Þ and the
inertial mass

MII
in ≡ 2

∂δKII

∂V2

����
V¼0

¼ −
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2M

p
ℏðgnnb þ qÞ3=2

gnq
< 0: ð13Þ

Consistently, MII
in → −MI

in → −∞ as q → 0. The physical
mass MII

phy ¼ −2ℏ2=ðgnlIIÞ < 0. Thus, the inertial and
physical mass of the type-II FDS is similar to those of
ordinary gray or dark solitons. Excitation energies of type-I
and type-II FDSs coincide smoothly at the maximum speed
[Fig. 1(e)], making transitions between the two types of
FDSs possible under certain circumstances.
Oscillations between type-I and type-II FDSs.—As

discussed earlier the FDS does not vanish as V → cFDS,
so a natural question is what will happen if it is further
accelerated? Let us consider a hard-wall trapped quasi-1D
spin-1 BEC subjected to a linear potential whose gradient is
along the positive x axis. A V ¼ 0 type-I FDS is initially
placed near the left end of the system, and the later dynamic

shows, surprisingly, a periodic motion. The FDS acceler-
ates until it reaches the maximum speed (the local value of
cFDS [40]) at which point it smoothly transforms into a
type-II FDS. Because of the sign change of the inertial mass
(or more generally ∂δKI=∂V2 > 0 → ∂δKII=∂V2 < 0), it
starts to accelerate in the opposite direction. After reaching
the turning point, the FDS starts to move to the left. It
converts back to the type-I FDS and experiences positive
acceleration again when gaining the maximum speed. Later
it returns to the initial configuration. Note that during the
motion there is no sign change of the physical mass.
Numerical simulations show that this process continues
without decay (see Fig. 2 and a movie in the Supplemental
Material [32]).
During the motion the total number density profile of

the soliton has only minor changes with respect to the
local background density (see Fig. 2, and Fig. S3 [32]).
However, internal oscillations (driven by the gradient of the
external potential) between m ¼ �1 and m ¼ 0 spin states
near the core take place though the internal currents J�1↔0

(Fig. 3, and Fig. S4 [32]), inducing transitions between
type-I and type-II FDSs. Accounting for the varying density
and the potential energy, we map the FDS energy δK
extracted from the simulation to its corresponding values

FIG. 2. Oscillations of a FDS in a hard-wall trapped spin-1 BEC
with a superimposed linear potential [41]. The system size is
200ξn, gs=gn ¼ −1=2 and q̃ ¼ q=ð−2gsn̄bÞ ¼ 0.3. Here n̄b is the
average density, t0 ¼ ℏ=gnn̄b and ξn ¼ ℏ=

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
Mgnn̄b

p
is the density

healing length. Upper and middle panels show spin and density
dynamics of a FDS, respectively. The transverse magnetization is
always zero at the core (see also Fig. S3 [32]) and the topological
characteristic, i.e., the sign change of Fx is kept. Bottom panel
shows the velocity of the FDS as a function of time, obtained by
taking the derivative of its position with respect to time. The slope
refers to the acceleration of the FDS and indicates the sign of the
inertial mass (positive: blue; negative: red). The transition between
type-I and type-II FDSs occurs when the slope changes sign at the
maximum speed. Here cFDS is the local speed limit for the
(background) density at the position where dVx=dt changes sign.
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for a uniform system [32], and find that it oscillates
between lower branch (type-I) and higher branch (type-II)
[Fig. 3(c)], as predicted [42].
It should be emphasized that away from the exact solvable

parameter region (gs ¼ −gn=2, 0 < q < −2gsnb) the char-
acteristic features of the oscillating dynamics hold in general
(Fig. S5 [32]). Such an oscillation is a nonlinear phenome-
non and is a result of a combination of internal spin currents
induced by spin-dependent interactions, the external poten-
tial and two types of solitons being smoothly connected at
the maximum speed. It occurs in a system without built-in
periodicity and is distinct from the celebrated phenomenon
of Bloch oscillations where the key ingredient is the presence
of a band structure.
Conclusion.—We discover a propagating magnetic kink

corresponding to a topological soliton with negative physi-
cal mass and positive inertial mass in the easy-plane phase
of a ferromagnetic spin-1 BEC. It can convert to its higher
energy counterpart with negative physical and inertial mass
at a novel maximum speed that can be greater than the
group velocities of elementary excitations which normally
set the speed limits. The transition between the two types
induces oscillations in a linear potential [44]. Our findings
could be relevant to out-of-equilibrium quench dynamics in
1D ferromagnetic superfluids [46,47]. Investigations of
ferrodark solitons are also within the scope of current
spin-1 BEC experiments [48–52].
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