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Fractonic superfluids (II): condensing subdimensional particles
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As a series of work about “fractonic superfluids”, in this paper, we develop an exotic fractonic superfluid
phase in d-dimensional space where subdimensional particles—their mobility is partially restricted—are con-
densed. The off-diagonal long range order (ODLRO) is investigated. To demonstrate, we consider “lineons”—a
subdimensional particle whose mobility is free only in certain one-dimensional directions. We start with a d-
component microscopic Hamiltonian model. The model respects a higher-rank symmetry such that both particle
numbers of each component and angular charge moments are conserved quantities. By performing the Hartree-
Fock-Bogoliubov approximation, we derive a set of Gross-Pitaevskii equations and a Bogoliubov-de Gennes
(BdG) Hamiltonian, which leads to a description of both condensed components and unification of gapless
phonons and gapped rotons. With the coherent-path-integral representation, we also derive the long-wavelength
effective field theory of gapless Goldstone modes and analyze quantum fluctuations around classical ground
states. The Euler-Lagrange equations and Noether charges/currents are also studied. In two spatial dimensions
and higher, such an ODLRO stays stable against quantum fluctuations. Finally, we study vortex configurations.
The higher-rank symmetry enforces a hierarchy of thermal vortex excitations whose structures are dominated
by two guiding statements. Specially, we construct two types of vortex excitations, the conventional and dipole
vortices. The latter carries a charge with dimension as a momentum. The two statements can be more generally

applicable. Further perspectives are discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

As exotic states of matter, fracton topological order can
be characterized by noise-immune ground state degeneracy
that unconventionally depends on the system size on a non-
trivial compact manifold [1-4]. Recently, fracton topologi-
cal order or fracton physics in a more general sense has been
intensively investigated, see, e.g., Refs. [1-62]. A recent re-
view can be found in Refs. [63, 64]. Topological excitations
of fracton topological order include fractons, subdimensional
particles [1-4, 26] and more complicated spatially extended
excitations [27]. One of remarkable features of these excita-
tions is topological restriction on mobility: Their geometri-
cal locations cannot be freely changed by any local operators.
More concretely, mobility of fractons is completely frozen
while subdimensional particles are still allowed to move but
within a certain cluster of lower-dimensional subspace. As
two examples of subdimensional particles in the X -cube lat-
tice model [1-4], lineons and planeons can move along cer-
tain one-dimensional directions and two-dimensional parallel
planes, respectively. Instead of the interpretation as “topologi-
cal excitations”, one can also regard all these strange particles,
i.e., fractons, lineons, and planeons as original bosons, which
leads to unconventional many-body physics. In this context,
the restriction on mobility is ascribed to the implementation
of so-called “higher-rank symmetry”. The latter guarantees a
set of higher moments are conserved [25, 33, 65].

In a previous work [47] of many-body physics of fractons,
the authors of the present work proposed a fractonic super-
fluid phase formed by non-relativistic bosonic fractons in d
spatial dimensions (dD). The phase can be regarded as a re-
sult of spontaneous breakdown of higher-rank symmetry. Due
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to a higher-rank symmetry, both total dipole moments and
the total particle number (charge) are conserved. The micro-
scopic Hamiltonian that respects such a symmetry must be
non-Gaussian, which naturally forbids a single fracton from
freely propagating. Starting with the first-order time deriva-
tive just like a conventional superfluid phase, we add a usual
Mexican-hat potential for fractons. When the chemical po-
tential is turned from a negative to positive value, the system
undergoes a quantum phase transition from the normal state to
the superfluid phase. The latter is manifested by occupation
of a macroscopic number of fractons on the same quantum
state, which leads to the formation of an off-diagonal long
range order (ODLRO) [66]. As a direct consequence of non-
Gaussianality, the corresponding Euler-Lagrange equation is
highly non-linear, from which one can extract time-dependent
Gross-Pitaevskii equation that governs hydrodynamical be-
haviors. Furthermore, by taking quantum phase fluctuations
into consideration, we find that ODLRO keeps stable in spa-
tial dimensions d > 2. In 1D, the correlation function of the
superfluid order parameter exponentially decays at long dis-
tances. In 2D, it decays in a power-law pattern at zero temper-
ature.

As mentioned above, fractons are just one of many strange
particles proposed in fracton topological order. We expect that
subdimensional particles can form even more exotic phases
of matter as their mobility is partially rather than completely
restricted. Along this line, in this work, we consider more
general variants of fractonic superfluids where, instead of
completely immobile fractons, subdimensional particles meet
Mexican hats and thus form a superfluid. For convenience,
we introduce a notation dSF" (“SF” stands for “superfluid”)
which represents a superfluid phase in d spatial dimensions
via condensing subdimensional particles of dimension-n (0 <
n < d). For example, dS F? denotes a conventional superfluid
where the bosons are free to move in the whole space and
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TABLE I. Comparison between a conventional superfluid phase (denoted as dS F%), fractonic superfluid phase (denoted as dS FO; see Ref. [471])
via condensing fractons, and a fractonic superfluid phase (denoted as dSF') via condensing lineons. In these three types of superfluids, the
condensed particles are, respectively, usual bosons of full mobility, fractons without any mobility, and lineons with partial mobility. Vortex
excitations in 2D form a hierarchy where ¢, ¢, > denote winding numbers and p, p1, p2 are quantized as momenta with ¢(x) being the relative

angle of site x to the vortex core.

dSF? dSF° dSF!
Conserved quantities Total charge Total charge, total dipole moment Total charges, angular charge moments
Order parameter ﬁpoeieo poei(90+2a Baw®) ,—poei(ﬁa+zb Babr®) (Bab = —Boa)
Plane-wave dispersion Dispersive Dispersionless Partially dispersive
Ground state ef d%e ””ewoét(x)m) ef atavioe! (ot za ﬁaza)&(x)m) I, ¢ aay/poet et ﬁ“bza)ﬁ(x)|0>
Specific capacity heat ¢y o T? Cy OC T ¢y o T
Number of Goldstone modes 1 1 d
Dispersion of Goldstone modes w o K] w o |k w o K|
Stable dimension at 7" = 0 d>1 d>2 d>1
2
Vortex structure in d = 2 Lo (x) Lo (X)), (p1z + p2y) ¢ (%) b (x), pr ¢ (x)

Ly (%), pz' o (x)

the fractonic superfluid phase in a many-fracton model [47] is
symbolized as dSF°.

More specifically, in this work, we take lineons as an ex-
ample, which leads to a fractonic superfluid phase denoted
by dSF'. The corresponding microscopic second-quantized
Hamiltonian model H contains d components of bosonic li-
neons. The Hamiltonian has strongly anistropic quadratic
Gaussian terms such that mobility restriction of lineons is cor-
rectly encoded. Meanwhile, both angular charge moments and
particle numbers of each component are conserved due to the
presence of quartic terms that respect a higher-rank symmetry.
The candidate Hamiltonian is referred to in Ref. [25] with the
second time-derivative terms. Distinguishably, we set about
the first-time derivative and apply a Mexican-hat potential to
each component. In the coherent-path-integral representation,
the Hamiltonian density H is sent to the Lagrangian density
L= Zzzl 19,0, — H after a Wick rotation. Due to the
first-order time-derivative, we are legitimate to interpret ¢ ¢,
as the particle density of the a™ component, which is common
in condensed matter and cold-atom systems.

When the chemical potential is turned to a positive value
from a negative one, a quantum phase transition occurs from
the normal state to the fractonic superfluid phase dSF*. The
normal state has a unique ground state with vanishing mo-
mentum. Instead, in dSFl, ODLRO the ground states are
macroscopically degenerate in the classical level and their
configurations appear to be a plane-wave with a finite mo-
mentum and a finite density distribution which establishes a
ODLRO. Upon the Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov mean-field ap-
proximation is applied, the boson fields are further split into
two components—the normal and the condensed components,
towards which we derive a set of non-linear Bogoliubov-de
Gennes equations and Gross-Pitaevskii Hamiltonian respec-
tively. To deal with gapless Goldstone modes and quantum
phase fluctuations (i.e., ODLRO stability at infrared limit), we
turn to the framework of an effective field theory. In con-
trast to the non-Gaussian system in Ref. [47], existence of
spatially anisotropic Gaussianality ensures that a superfluid
phase or ODLRO can survive against quantum fluctuations in

spatial dimensions d > 1 at zero temperature and thus this
model appears more tractable experimentally. For vortex con-
figurations in 2SF!, we point out and apply two statements
for the purpose of constructing vortex configurations. The
first statement dominates the multi-valued part to meet the
single-valueness of vortex fields and the second controls the
smooth part to satisfy a relation between representations of a
higher-rank group and a particle number conservation symme-
try group. The two statements lead to two types of vortices:
the conventional vortex and dipole vortex. The latter carries
a dipole charge that is quantized like a momentum. It can be
detected by a vorticity from recombination between Noether
currents. In fact, the two statements can be applied to point
vortex excitations with a general higher-rank symmetry. In
Table. I, we compare different properties of a conventional su-
perfluid phase 2SF?, fractonic superfluid via condensing frac-
tons 2SF” in Ref. [47] and fractonic superfluid by condensing
lineons 2SF* in this work.

The remaining part of this paper is organized as follows.
Sec. II provides a microscopic multi-component model and
Hartree-Fork-Bogoliubov treatment. An effective field the-
oretical analysis is performed in Sec. III. In Sec. IV, exotic
superfluid vortices are studied. This work is concluded in
Sec. V.

II. MICROSCOPIC SYSTEM AND MEAN-FIELD THEORY

In this section, we start with a microscopic model of li-
neons, which is formulated in the second quantization lan-
guage with conserved angular charge moments. This con-
servation is vital to the mobility restriction of lineons. Un-
der the circumstance of condensing lineons, we apply the
Hartree—-Fock—Bogoliubov (HFB) mean-field theory to de-
rive the Gross—Pitaevskii (GP) equations and Bogoliubov—de
Gennes (BdG) Hamiltonian [67]. The former govern the order
parameter of the superfluid phase and the latter unifies both
gapless phonon and gapped roton modes.



A. A model Hamiltonian

In condensed matter systems, strong anisotropy can con-
strain particle’s propagation. For example, divergence of ef-
fective mass localizes particle spatially and a strong electric
field allows charged particles to move exclusively along the
direction of electric field. We have investigated one micro-
scopic realization of fractons with fully restricted motion in
Ref. [47]. As a series of works, here we focus on d-component
fields = (®y, - - - , By) in d spatial dimensions in the Hamil-
tonian H = [ d¥x#H where Hamiltonian density H reads
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The complex fields & (x) and ®; (x) create and annihilate
an ath-component particle respectively and satisfy the bosonic
communication relations

[®a (%), @] (y)] = dapd” (x —y) , )
where x = (x!,---,z%) is the spatial coordinate. At the
quadratic level, each component can only propagate in one
certain spatial directions and we set the mass before the
quadratic terms to be a unit. For convenience, one can set
diagonal terms K,, = 0 for a = 1,---,d since diago-
nal terms K,, is absent in Eq. (1). For simplicity, we can
take the term V (@, ®) to be the Mexican-hat potential with
component-independent chemical potential x4+ and interaction
coupling constant g > 0,

d
Y bl +
a=1

which describes a short-range repulsive interaction via the s-
wave scattering. In the following, no Einstein summation rule
is assumed. The Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) conserves both parti-
cle numbers of each components Qa =/ d?zp, and angular
charge moments Qqp, = [ dad(paxb —ppz®) with p, = CI)TCI)
being number operator of ath particles. Accordingly, the sym-
metry group is composed of transformations b, — e,
for each component and
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for each pair of indices with A4, A\sp € R. The parameters
Agp are anti-symmetric Aqp = —Apg, thus inducing @
independent conserved angular charge moments (Q,;. The
transformations in Eq. (4) involve local coordinates x =
(x',22,--- ,x%), and they do not form an internal symme-
try. We denote the symmetry group as G which character-
izes a higher-rank symmetry [65] . In a periodic boundary

-

d

FIG. 1. Illustration of the interacting system in two dimensions. The
red and blue balls respectively represent two components a = 1, 2,
which move along distinct orthogonal directions. The spring be-
tween two balls represents the interaction due to the K-term in

Eq. (1).

condition, the parameters )\, have the dimension of [x]~!

and quantization of the related charges is expected to coin-
cide with a momentum. This symmetry intertwines global
and internal symmetries such that strong constraints are im-
posed on particles’ propagations. In 2D, conservation of
Q12 = [ d?z (p12? — pox!) requires the velocity shall be
parallel to a vector (p1,2) as a lineon. In three spatial di-
mensions, we have 3 angular charge moments @12, Q23, @13,
such that a particle only propagates in the direction parallel
o (p1, p2, p3). Generally, fundamental particles in dD move
with velocity parallel to (g1, - - - , pq). Fig. 1 pictorially shows
the interacting system when d = 2.

B. Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov mean-field theory: condensate
and rotons

It is well-known that a Bose-Einstein condensate consists
of a two-component structure: the condensate and the normal
components. The HFB mean-field theory allows factorization

of fields @, in terms of an appropriate orthonormal single-
particle basis,

®a0 (X) éaO""([Ja (X)

. )]
with 9, (x) = >, £0 ¢ai (X) Eq; Where the operator é,; sat-
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isfies the bosonic commutation relations [éq;, élj] = Oapdij.
The wavefunctions ¢, (x) signify the condensate compo-
nent. The non-condensate fields ¢,; (i > 1) constitute a
branch of gapped quasiparticle excitations and are orthogonal



with the condensate component ¢, (X) ,

/ d¥x¢a0(x)d5;(x) = 0fori > 1. (6)

Here the subscript index ‘2’ can be taken as a spectral index of
the BAG Hamiltonian [see Eq. (16) ], and thus ¢,; can denote
wave functions of low-energy excitations. We take the normal
component as a perturbation to the condensate. Substituting
Eq. (5) into Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) leads to a partition into
terms with different numbers of field operators 1, (x). The
zeroth-order term is given by

d
= h1aNao + D h2.ab(NaoNoo = 0apNao) ,  (7)

a=1 a,b
where Ny = éloéao is the number operator for the conden-

sate and hq (hg) is the expectation value of the single-particle
(two-particle) part of the Hamiltonian

hia = / A5 |9uduol? — 11| da0]? ®)

1
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Under the particle-number representation | { Nyo}) with defi-
nite condensate particle number Nyo| {Nuo}) = Nyo| {Nao})
forb=1,--- ,d, the ground state energy Eq ({N,}) of Hp in
Eq. (7) only depends on the condensate,

Eo ({Na}) = ({Nao} [Ho| {Nao})
= Z hl,aNaO + Z h2,ab(Na0Nb0 - 5abNa0) .
a a,b

(10)

The next order H; has linear dependence on t), (x)
d o o
i = [ d'x 3" clogiohlda + 9 Hudutun . (D
a=1

where
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Under a basis | { Na0}), taking the limit of Ny > 1, one can
recognize Naoca0| {N.}) = caONa0| {N . If ¢ao (x) are
chosen to be eigenstates of the operator H, in Eq. (12),

7:[(1 (X) ¢a0 (X) = €a0 ({NaO}) ¢a0 (X) a = 17 ) 5 (13)

then H; vanishes identically due to orthogonality in Eq. (6)
and N, > 1, where ground state energy €, ({Ngo0}) merely
depends on the condensate component. This fact establishes
the validity of the expansion in Eq. (5). The Eq. (13) marks a
set of the GP equations describing the condensate components
where 7, in Eq. (12) behaves as a single-particle Hamilto-
nian. It simply directs us to approximate the original Hamil-
tonian in Eq. (1) by Eq. (7). With the translational symmetry,
the GP equations have a set of very simple solutions. If the
chemical potential y is negative, the ground state energy FEj
reaches its minimum when the condensate has vanishing den-
sity, Noo = 0 fora = 1,---d. We obtain a normal state.
If the chemical potential is switched to a positive value, the
ground state energy E reaches maximum with a finite num-
ber of the condensate component. In this case, the configura-
tions of ground states can be parametrized by real parameters

oa and /Bab (Bab = _511(1’ a, b= 17 T d)’
bao () = ﬁei(mmlﬁ ), (14)

with V' as the spatial volume. Remarkably, Eq. (14) depends
on the parameter (3, carrying the dimension of ‘momentum’.
In other words, the condensate component can carry finite mo-
mentum. Of course, one can include the trap potential that can
break a translational symmetry, under which the GP equations
may be short of analytical solutions. Casting the solution in
Eq. (14) back to Hy in Eq. (7), we have the ground state en-

ergy Eo ({Nao})

d 2
NaO NaO
. 1
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The minimal condition of Eq ({N4o}) with a positive chemi-
cal potential p requires p,9 = % = %, which indicates the
ground states for a fractonic superfluid has a macroscopically
finite particle density. Hence, we obtain a superfluid phase
by condensing lineons, which we dub dSF*. Therefore, select
one ground state in Eq. (14) and we can fix the condensate
particle number N, by simply replacing both ¢,y and élo
operators by c-number /N, which indicates occurrence of
ODLRO with the condensate density p,0.

The next order Hs goes beyond the GP equation to include
the quadratic terms of v,

d
Hy = [ d'xbl(-02 + gpun)
a=1
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where we have replaced ¢,o and égo with \/N,9. New
quadratic terms emerge from K ,;-term which relaxes the re-
strictions on dynamics. It means that the quasiparticle modes
1), can propagate along all spatial directions. The mass term
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FIG. 2. Spectrum dispersions of quasiparticles from HFB approxi-
mation in Eq. (17) in 2D with parameters in (a),(c) K = 1,p0 = 1
and (b),(d) K = 1.5,p0 = 1. In (a) the two bands are degenerate
at two lines k1 = 0 and k2 = 0 which are guided by green dashed
lines. The gap between the two bands in (b) keeps finite except at
the point k = 0. (c) and (d) show the dispersion relations at the line
k2 = 0. Both in (a) and (b), the dispersions are linear at small k and
quadratic at large k.

gpaoﬂlz/;a originates from the condensate component. Hs in
Eq. (16) is designated as a BAG Hamiltonian to characterize
the non-condensate quasiparticle modes. One can diagonalize
H, to obtain the canonical quaisparticle modes. For example,
in 2D, the spectrum has two branches,

o ¢ [ Kolef , A :

— 2. 17
5 5 + gpo (gpo)?. (1)

For small momentum, up to the first order, we have linear gap-
less dispersion relations,

ex(k) = /gpo/ (1 + Kpo)k? +£ A(k) smallk, (18)

and they describe two gapless phonon excitations, while at the
large momentum, spectrum dispersions depend on momentum
quadratically,

14 Kpo)lk|?
= Kk

and instead they correspond to gapped roton modes. Here

AK) = /(2 — k3)* (Kpo — 1) + AK203k3K3, py = &
and K = Kj,. The smooth change from linear to quartic
dispersion is the key feature of the HFB approximation. Al-
though two modes, phonons and rotons, are emphasized, in-
deed they represent different behavors at small and high mo-
mentum respectively. The splitting between the two disper-

sion relations in Egs. (18) and (19) is controlled by A(k). If

A(k)

large k , (19)

Kpp = 1 such that A(k) = 0, the two bands are degenerate at
two lines k1 = 0 or k2 = 0 and along the two lines, the bands
have ill-defined curvatures, which is expected to be detected
by thermal Hall effect. Figure 2 depicts the two dispersion
relations in Eq. (17) in which the two cases of Kpy = 1 or
not.

Higher-order terms couple the normal with the conden-
sate part and describe the interaction between phonon modes,
which is beyond the scope of this work and we leave it to fu-
ture work.

III. EFFECTIVE FIELD THEORY

The HFB mean-field method unifies gapless phonon modes
and gapped roton modes via a BdG Hamiltonian in Eq. (16)
in a fractonic superfluid phase dSF'. Nevertheless, gapless
mode excitations can destroy BEC or ODLRO. In this section,
we deal with gapless modes of dSF! in the framework of a
continuous field theory and discuss stability of dSF' against
quantum fluctuations.

A. Euler-Lagrange equation and Noether charge/current

For the coherence and completeness of the present section,
we re-derive some quantities from the field-theoretical per-
spective.

We perform a coherent-state path integral quantization [68]
to get the Lagrangian density £,

d
L= idi0ba —H(9) | (20)

a=1

where ¢, (x, ) is an eigenvalue of ,(x) on a coherent state
Do (X)|da(x,1)) = da(X,t)|¢a(x,t)). The first order deriva-
tive in Eq. (20) in nature is determined by the commutation re-
lation in Eq. (2) which can be confirmed through the canonical
quantization. For convenience, we apply the Wick’s rotation
to an imaginary time at zero temperature 7" = 0.

Next, we can derive the Euler-Lagrange equations as well
as the Noether currents associated with two types of conserved
quantities. The Euler-Lagrange equations can be derived from

the formula 25 = 0, explicity, 0,6, = Tota (a =

1,--+,d), where H,, has the same form as H, in Eq. (12),
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Here H,;, comes from the K ,;-term,

Hab =KapO0a Py Oatpr + KapOupt 9606 — KapOp P Oa b
— Ko 00600 — Kap$y 0aOpPp — KapOpdp dp0s
— K9 06005 — Kapdy $00; - (22)
The Euler-Lagrange equations just recover the GP equations.

Here ¢, plays the same role of representing the condensate
component as ¢, in Eq. (13).



The Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) stays invariant under transfor-
mation in Eq. (4) as well as the particle number conservation
symmetry. For the infinitesimal change d¢, = i, we
have the related Noether charge ), with charge density p,
and currents J{* that read,

Q' = [axsio. = [ d'x, 23)
Jia :iKaipa (¢16a¢:( - (b;kaaqﬁl)

+ iKqipi (0a0iy, — $10iba)

+1i(0i0id; — ¢; 0ibi) bai 24)

which satisfies the continuity equations d;p® + . 0;J* = 0.
Here in Eq. (23), coincidence between ¢ ¢, and particle den-
sity p, arises from the first-order time derivative in Hamil-
tonian in Eq. (1). For the transformation §¢, = ixp¢, and
0y = —ixgep corresponding to Eq. (4), we have conserved
angular moments (), (with density p,;) and currents ng,

Qab = /ddx (P — ppa®) = /ddxpab (25)
Db = gbge — g J? (26)

with p, and J? as U(1) charge and current in Egs. (23) and
(24). The continuity equation 9;p®® + Z?Zl 0;D® = 0 is
automatically satisfied as long as the currents J;* obey the re-

lations J¢ = JL.

B. Goldstone modes and quantum fluctuations

The HFB mean-field theory in Sec. IIB starts
with one of the classical field configurations ¢ =

/poe(atiXioi Bave®) which can be formulated in the
second quantization language as

|GS)y B‘*b Hexpfe(a ot Bave”) G

a=1
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where 1 (x) (a = 1,- - -, d) creates an ath-component lineon
with restricted motion. The salience of Eq. (27) features a
finite expectation value of operator @, (x)

(G8|®a(x)|GS)ye = \/po expl(ife + iy Bapz®) , (28)
b

thus marking an ODLRO and we obtain a fractonic superfluid
phase dSF'. The expectation value oscillates as a plane-wave
with fixed momentum k, = (841, Ba2, - , Bad) for the a-

component particle. In this sense, we can rewrite |GS>§Z” =

d A A
[T exp |/poe’ @};(ka)] |0) with ®f (k,) being the Fourier
a=1

transformation of & (x). These features arise from restricted
mobility of condensed particles. As a side note, the ground
state in Eq. (27), which carries finite momentum, looks like
a Fulde—Ferrell-Larkin—Ovchinnikov (FFLO) state [69, 70].

However, the general FFLO states are formed by Cooper pairs
of fermions condensing at finite momentum. In contrast, the
superfluid phase in Eq. (27) are directly formed by conden-
sation of multi-component bosonic lineons. The degener-
ate ground state subspace is generated by group elements of
higher-rank symmetry group G (see Sec. Il A).

After condensation, the Noether currents in Egs. (24) and
(26) reduce to simpler forms by expanding the field ¢, =
#%'e?% where ¢¢! denotes classical configurations and 6, are
the quantum phase fluctuations,

Pa = po,J¢ = 2K p2 (0i04 + 040;) + 2p00:0a04i  (29)
and
Pab = PO (x —x ) ,be = bef — ;L’aJib. (30)

To derive the effective theory for quantum fluctua-
tions or the gapless Goldstone modes, we expand the
fields around a selected classical configuration ¢, (x,t) =
vV Po + pa (X, t)e'“ga(x’t) where p, and 6, denote density and
phase fluctuations respectively. Up to the second order, we
have

d
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1
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1 2
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The density fluctuation fields p, (a = 1,--- ,d) work as aux-
iliary fields that are subject to the constraint equations

8156(1 = —9Pa — (82 ZKabab> Pa
1
— 52 KarOulopy (32)
b

Since we are only interested in the low-energy physics, the
momentum k has an upper bound |k| < 27&. 1 where the
coherent length &, can be estimated as

1
g = 47%¢;? <2p0 +) Kab> (33)
b

as such the last two terms in Eq. (32) can be neglected. In
the low-energy limit, we obtain the solutions p, = —é@,ﬁa.
Cast it back to Eq. (31) and we arrive at an effective theory of
quantum fluctuations by excluding the higher derivative terms
of 6,,

Po (80,9(1)2

c:ZQi(ate )?

1
-3 5Kabpg (820 + 040,)° . (34)

a,b



The effective theory in Eq. (34) stays invariant under the trans-
formation 0, — 0, + Ag + >y Aapz? With Agp = —Apg. It
describes d gapless Goldstone modes 0, (a = 1,--- ,d) [71]
that have entangled motions arising from K term.

To get a deeper insight, we concentrate ourselves on the 2D
case. Introduce the canonical modes © 4 (k) and ©_ (k)

0, (k) = cos %91 (k) + sin%ﬁg (k) (35)
O_ (k) = —sin %91 (k) + cos %92 k), (36)
where tan & = % with denoting K1, = K

and their dispersion relations take the form as ey (k) =
Va0 (1 + K po) K2 £ A (K)], which is identical to Eq. (18).

Stability of a superfluid phase is determined by the long-
distance behavor of the correlator of the order parameter under
the influence of by quantum fluctuations,

(GS|®] (x) @} (0) |GS)je
=po expli Z(ﬁbc — Bac)xf] <e_i®“(x)ei@b(0)> . (37

C

We need to calculate equal-time correlators of the canonical
modes <eii@i (x) ei@i (0)> = e~ % (O£ (x)—O1% (0)]2> . Explic_
itly, in two spatial dimensions, we have

(01 (%) ©+(0))

_/dwd2k etkx
(2r)? w? —wy (k)

—/ dkdo 6ik\x|cos0
= 3 —
(2m) \/gpo [(1+ Kpo) £ A (6)]
/ dkde eik\x|cos€ B 1 1
(2m)2 /gpoc=  2m|x| \/gpoct

where A(f) = /(1 —2Kpg)cos220 + K2pZ and co de-
notes the minimum value of (1 + Kpg) £+ A(6). At the long
distance |x| — oo, the correlator (04 (x) ©(0)) vanishes.
Thus, (@] (x) @, (0)) = poexp[i Y. .(Boc — Bac)z¢] has a
finite value modulated by a plane wave. It confirms a true
long-range order that survives against quantum fluctuations
when both the two lineons condensate simultaneously in zero
temperature. Since quantum fluctuations are weaker in higher
dimensions, a fractonic superfluid phase dSF' stays stable in
two spatial dimensions d = 2 and higher d > 2. In Ap-
pendix A, the component-dependent Mexican-hat potential in
2D is considered, which leads to condensation of only one
component of lineons. The uncondensed component gets re-
leased from mobility restriction and the Goldstone mode be-
haves still as a subdimensional particle. Thus, the superfluid
there obeys an algebraic order.

(38)

IV. SUPERFLUID VORTICES OF 2SF*

Besides the gapless Goldstone modes and gapped roton
modes, thermal vortices are fundamental to a superfluid phase

as an effect of compactness of phase fields 6,. The exis-
tence of symmetry in Eq. (4) admits a complicated structure
in 25F*. We present two guiding statements on construction
of point thermal vortices in 2D and then give the two types of
vortices in 2SF".

A. Two statements on construction

A superfluid vortex is an excitation as a consequence of
compactness of a phase field and mathematically one can rep-
resent compactness by a multi-valued function. Given a phase
field 6, with component a, we can always decompose it as
0.(x) = 02(x)+05 (x) where 02 (x) denotes the smooth com-
ponent. In general, the multi-valued component 67 (x) can be
formulated as

0,(%) = fa(x)p(x), (39)

where (x) defined mod 27 is the angle of site x relative to
vortex core and f,(x) is a single-valued function. Eq. (39)
sets an equivalent relation 6 (x) ~ Y (x) + 27 f, (x). Sub-
tly, fo(x) should be understood under a lattice regularization
to protect single-valuedness of field ¢,, where spatial coordi-
nates x are regarded as x = (z',22) = na withn = (nq,ns)
being a pair of integers and a being the lattice constant. The
equivalence relation in Eq. (39) resembles a gauge freedom.
Whether we start with % (x) or 0¥ (x) + 2x f, (x) should
cause no physical effects. Therefore, we arrive at Statement 1
below:

Statement 1. The physical Hamiltonian density should be
single-valued even in the presence of multi-valued vortex con-
figurations.

Statement 1 clarifies that the Hamiltonian density [0, (x)]
is invariant when 6, (x) is shifted by 27 f,(x), H[0,(x) +
2rfo(x)] = H[0a(x)], which determines the most singu-
lar part of a vortex. Take a conventional superfluid 2SF? as
an example with Hamiltonian density H = 3[(0:0(x))* +
(020(x))?]. With the assumption 6 (x) = f(x)p(x), the con-
straint imposed by Statement 1 on shifting 0(x) by 27 f(x)
gives the equations 0, f(x) = 0,02 f(x) = 0 towards which
we have the solution f(x) = ¢ with ¢ € Z. Thus we recover
vortex configurations in a conventional superfluid.

The second statement to be introduced below controls the
smooth component after we obtain the multi-valued compo-
nent from Statement 1. A higher-rank symmetry group con-
tains not only conventional U (1) charges that induce a global
U (1) phase shift, but also charges that generate a phase shift
depending on local coordinates. For convenience, we call con-
ventional U (1) charges as rank-0 while the others are higher-
rank charges. Statement 2 below establishes the relations be-
tween higher-rank and rank-0 charges:

Statement 2. The action of a higher-rank symmetry group
on some bound states of operators charged in the higher-rank
symmetry group is equivalent to an action of a global U(1)
symmetry with appropriate rank-0 charges.



Statement 2 allows us to construct a set of bound states
such that the higher-rank group only induces a global phase
shift. Explicitly, given vortices carrying higher-rank charges,
Statement 2 claims that some bound state of these vortices
is proportional to ¢(x) as a conventional vortex, that is, the
smooth component vanishes. Thus, the essence is to find
the structures of bound states which are significantly deter-
mined by relations between higher-rank charges and rank-0
charges. For example, we consider a higher-rank symmetry
[47] which shifts §(x) by §(x) — 0(x)+A+>_, Aez®. Then
the group action on bound states like Oq = e~ 0()¢if(x~d)
with a constant vector d generates a pure global phase, Oq —
@de*" 2 g Aad® Thus, on these bound states, the higher-rank
group is equivalent to group U(1) and we shall expect that
@d takes the form of a conventional vortex whose smooth
part can be set to vanish. In the appendix B, we present a de-
tailed derivation on vortices in a higher-rank superfluid phase
in Ref. 47.

B. Vortex structure

The two statements are more generally applicable for a sys-
tem of a higher-rank symmetry. At present, we specialize our
attention to the case of 25F'. Statement 1 leads to an assump-
tion for the multi-valued component

07 (x) = [1(x)p(x) , 03(x) = fa(x)p(x),

and f1 2(x) should satisfy the following equations:

(40)

O1f1(x) =0, Dafa(x) =0, Do f1(x) + 01 f2(x) = 0. (41)

The solutions generally can be parametrized by three parame-
ters,

fi(x) = pa® 4+ 4y, fa(x) = —pa' + L. (42)
Here, p has the dimension [x]~!, which we dub a dipole
charge, while ¢; and {5 are dimensionless. Under the lattice
regularization, pa and /1, {5 are all integers.

The parameters ¢; and {5 describe conventional vortices
and they are interpreted as the winding numbers. To obtain
vortices carrying a dipole charge p, we apply Statement 2.
The essence of Statement 2 is to recognize bound states.
In 2D, the higher-rank group G is parametrized by A1, Ao
and A\12. We denote the group element with Ay = Ay =
0,A12 = 1 as G.. Given a vortex operator @1(x) = ¢lt1(%)
with the charge —gq;, , which is transformed by G. in G as
O, (x) = 01 (x) ¢i2%” | then a ‘particle-hole’ bound state
@I(x)@l(x — d) with a constant vector d = (0, d) is trans-
formed by G, as

Ol (x)0;1(x —d) = Ol (x)O1(x — d)e 2¢  (43)
If the particle-hole bound state is attributed with a U (1) charge
¢12d, we can find the action in Eq. (43) can be re-explained as
action of U(1) symmetry. Statement 2 asserts that the bound

state reduces to a conventional vortex, which imposes a con-
straint 0 (x)—6; (x — d) = dda6; (x) = ¢15de(x) for small
d. We have

(44)

pdp(x) — g12dp(x) =0,
—0. (45)

D07 (x) + f1 (x) Do (x)

Eq. (44) shows p = g;5 which indicates the dipole charge p
in f1(x) represents a higher-rank charge of group G. In fact,
the bound state with d = (d,0) is invariant under G, and
thus it requires @I (x)O; (x — d) to be single-valued, which
is satisfied since f;(x) is independent of z'. We consider
vortex operator object Oy(x) = e carrying a charge ¢,
with a transformation by G, as Oy (x) — Oy (x) e~ 12",
Then G, induces a global phase shift on the bound state
Os(x)TOs(x — d) = Oy(x)TOy(x — d)e't29 with d =
(d,0). Thus, we are allowed to re-interpret action of G on
a bound state Oy (x)TOy(x — d) as an action of U(1) group
on a charged —g;,d operator. Therefore, according to State-
ment 2, we have 05(x) — 03(x — d) = —qq2dp(x) for small
d. Equivalently, we have

(46)

—pdp(x) + qr2de(x) =0,
=0. 47

005 (x) + f2 (x) D1 (x)

Here the dipole charge denotes a higher-rank charge of group
G. Thus, we can obtain two types of vortices. The first one
is the conventional vortex characterized by winding numbers
14 1 ‘62

01(x) = l1p(x),02(x) = l2p(x) . (48)
And the second one with a configuration

01 (x) = —pa' log|x| + pz’p (x) (49)

02 (x) = —px”log x| — pz'ep (x) (50)

carries a higher-rank charge p of symmetry G. We emphasize
again that the charge p should be regularized as p = fa ™!
(¢ € Z) to ensure fi o (x) in Eq. (40) to be integer-valued.
When we circle around the vortex core, the vortex config-
uration get an extra phase d6; = 2mpr? = 27lny and
80y = —2mpr = —2mlny with x = (n1, n2)a, which keeps
in consistence with compactness of 6,. Different from a con-
ventional vortex, here 01605 and 0,60; are still multi-valued
while 0167 and 026 are single-valued.

We can define the vorticity for the dipole charge by recom-
bination of Noether currents. After condensation, in two spa-
tial dimensions the Noether currents can be formulated as

Ji=2pp0101, J3= 2pDaly, Ji= 2K p% (9105 + 0201) . (51)

As indicated by Statement 2, a ‘particle-hole’ bound state of
vortices behaves as a vortex in 25F? and it only encodes the
dipole charge. Above all, the density pgipole Of such a bound
state can be written as

2
1
paipole = D 5€ar0ady (Do — 0162) |

a,b=1

(52)



where €, iS an antisymmetric tensor €19 = —eg; = 1. Actu-
ally we have a relation

2 2
Pdipole = Z €ap 0,0y 0261 = Z —€ab0aOp0162 , (53)
a,b=1 a,b=1

since #; and 6, take the same dipole charge. Following the
lesson we learnt for vortices in superfluid phase 2SF?, we can
construct the currents Jgpol. based on condensed currents in
Eq. (51) with components

1

Taipote = —50K g "1t +apg 0Ty (54)
L _ _

Tiipore = 5@l g 200} —apy "1 T3, (55)

where the cutoff a is introduced to make up the dimension of
Jdipole- Then the vorticity will give the dipole charge,

1
mngﬁwJ@m:A (56)
!

where C'is a closed path encircling the vortex core and p =
la=1.

V. CONCLUDING REMARK

As a series of the work [47], we have further explored more
possibilities of exotic states of matter formed by particles with
restricted mobility. We have discussed a fractonic superfluid
phase dSF! in a microscopic model by condensing subdimen-
sional particles. This model is invariant under a higher-rank
symmetry such that its fundamental particles are lineons. We
use the HFB mean-field theory to derive a set of highly non-
linear GP equation and a BdG Hamiltonian which characterize
the condensed and the norm components respectively. In the
framework of a continuous field theory, we construct macro-
scopic degeneracies of ground states with finite momentum
and derive an effective theory for gapless Goldstone modes.
At zero temperature, a phase dSF! stays stable in two spatial
dimensions and higher. We emphasize two guiding statements
to construct vortex excitations in two spatial dimensions. Ex-
plicitly, there are two types of vortices in 2SF'. Besides con-
ventional vortices, the other type carries a dipole charge. The
two guiding statements are more generally applicable [See
Appendix B].

Towards a complete understanding on a fractonic superfluid
phase, we have to deal with more questions. Tightly related to
the present paper, vortex excitations form a hierarchy which
is dominated by the two statements, and then interactions be-
tween vortices and BKT transitions should also inherit such
a hierarchy. A natural question is to investigate a superfluid
phase by condensing other spatially extended excitations [27].
On the other hand, by viewing the model in Eq. (1) as cou-
pled Luttinger liquids, we can derive an effective theory by
bosonization. Then, it is straightforward to obtain universal
properties of fractonic superfluids such as conductivity and

general thermodynamic properties [72, 73]. In three spatial
dimensions, more exotic vortex line excitations can be excited
and their construction needs further investigation. If we con-
dense these defects to recover the symmetry as the scheme to
construct a symmetry protect topological phase [74—78], what
phase can be obtained? Besides, what is the universal class of
the phase transition between a high-rank superfluid phase and
a normal state? Experimentally, we expect that the Hamilto-
nian in Eq. (1) can be realized in the cold atomic gas subjected
to an optical lattice by tuning a two-particle states [79], which
opens a new horizon to search exotic phases of matter.
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Appendix A: Component-dependent potential

In the main text, a Mexican-hat potential is chosen to
be component-indepdent and the two components of lineons
are condensed simultaneously. Here, we briefly discuss a
component-dependent Mexican-hat potential in two spatial di-
mensions with only one of the two components is conden-
sated. In the framework of coherent-path integral representa-
tion, we introduce a Mexican-hat potential only for ¢,

g2
V= —palgal* + Fleol", (A1)
with go > 0. When ps < 0, ¢ is in an insulating state. When
e > 0, ¢2 picks up a finite particle density, p2g = ‘;f to
minimize the potential in Eq. Al. In the classical level, the
configurations of ¢, take the form as
¢3! = \/papeiftitiaa’ (A2)
We can expand the field ¢ around ¢§' in Eq. (A2). The ob-
tained Hamiltonian explicitly depends on the parameter 315.
This dependence can be removed by a transformation

b1(x) = dr(x)e” P2z’

Follow the procedure in Sec. III and up to second order, we
obtain an effective theory,

(A3)

Ll¢1] = idp0rpy — |0161]* — K pao|Oap1|? (A4)
1

5[92} = T(5t92)2 - P20(3292)2 (A5)
g2

where K = Kj,. The symmetry of ¢; in Eq. (A4) reduces
to a conventional particle conservation U (1) symmetry after



@2 condensation, and thus the field ¢; gets liberated from the
mobility restriction due to the last term in Eq. (A4). How-
ever, the Goldstone mode 65 still lacks full mobility and can
only propagate in one direction. The stability can be inferred
from the long-range behaviours of order parameter correlator
(ei02(x) g=102(0)) — ¢=3((62)=02(0))*) " which is determined
by

02600200)) = 3(a") [ G2

—ik2I2 g2
2 2
w? — poks

(A6)

If 2! # 0, the correlator in Eq. (A6) vanishes as a natural
consequence of mobility constraint. When ! = 0, we have

_ 27 mgs de 7 (2?)?
(02(x)62(0)) = <% e (AT)

such that (e02(*)e=2(0)) decays in a power-law pattern
where £ is the coherent length and ~ is the Euler constant.
Therefore, the superfluid phase here is algebraically ordered.

Appendix B: Application of the two statements

In the mainbody, we put forward two statements to con-
struct vortex excitations and indicate they are generally appli-
cable. Here, we apply them to a fracton model that is consid-
ered in Ref. [47]. The Hamiltonian density for the Goldstone
modes reads

H = —[(020)% + 2(0:0:0)* + (920)?] . (B1)

N =

The vortex excitations arise when 6 is multi-valued. We de-
compose vortex field as § = 6 + 0°, where the multi-valued
component can be formulated as

0" (x) = f(®)e(x) (B2)

10

with ¢(x) is the angle of site x = (2!, 22) relative to vortex
core. Statement | requires Hamiltonian density H is single-
valued for the field configuration in Eq. (B2), which induces
the restrictions on f(x),

Of(x) =0, rf(x)=0. (B3)
It is easy to find the solutions,
flx)=¢, (B4)
or
fx) =piat,  f(x) =poa® . (B5)

The first solution in Eq. (B4) marks a conventional vortex so-
lution with 6 = lp(x) where ¢ € Z represents the winding
number. The second solution in Eq. (B5) takes charges p1, p2
with dimension [#71]. The charges are expect to be quantized
as a momentum. The full solution should take into consid-
eration the smooth component #°(x), which is instructed by
Statement 2. For f(x) = pyx!, we consider a bound state of
a vortex-anti-vortex pair with distance d = (d,0), on which
the vortex bound state reduces to a conventional vortex with
winding number dqy, i.e.

Aoy [pra o(x) 4 0°(%)] = dgip(x) (B6)

So 0%(x) = q12%log |x|. Similarly, consider a bound state of
a vortex-anti-vortex pair with distance d = (0, d) and we can
obtain the smooth component for f(x) = —gozlog|x|. In
summary, vortices for the model in Eq. (B1) have the config-
urations as

0 = Llo(x), (B7)
0 = pra'o(x) + prylog x|, (B8)
0 = pra’p(x) — paxlog |x| . (B9)
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