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We investigate the quench dynamics of quasi-one and two dimensional dipolar Bose-Einstein con-
densates (dBEC) of 164Dy atoms under the influence of a fast rotating magnetic field. The magnetic
field thus controls both the magnitude and sign of the dipolar potential. We account for quantum
fluctuations, critical to formation of exotic quantum droplet and supersolid phases in the extended
Gross-Pitaevskii formalism, which includes the so-called Lee-Huang-Yang (LHY) correction. An
analytical variational ansatz allows us to obtain the phase diagrams of the superfluid and droplet
phases. The crossover from the superfluid to the supersolid phase and to single and droplet arrays is
probed with particle number and dipolar interaction. The dipolar strength is tuned by rotating the
magnetic field with subsequent effects on phase boundaries. Following interaction quenches across
the aforementioned phases, we monitor the dynamical formation of supersolid clusters or droplet
lattices. We include losses due to three-body recombination over the crossover regime, where the
three-body recombination rate coefficient scales with the fourth power of the scattering length (as)
or the dipole length (add). For fixed values of the dimensionless parameter, εdd = add/as, tuning
the dipolar anisotropy leads to an enhancement of the droplet lifetimes.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum gases [1, 2] of atomic species of high spin
quantum numbers, such as dysprosium [3, 4] or erbium [5]
atoms are ideal candidates for probing quantum fluc-
tuations [6]. Particularly, the interplay between long-
range anisotropic dipole-dipole (DDI) and contact inter-
actions gives rise to a variety of novel phenomena, in-
cluding anisotropic superfluidity [7–9], appearance of ro-
ton excitations [10–15], formation of self-bound quantum
droplets [16–23] and supersolid states [24, 25]. The latter
exhibit both global phase coherence and periodic density
modulations [26–29], due to the breaking of translation
invariance, and are associated with the two low-frequency
compressive modes [30] of the dipolar Bose-Einstein con-
densate. Supersolidity has been widely explored in a se-
ries of experiments [11, 12, 14, 31–37], and theoretically
in a number of cold atom settings, ranging from Rydberg
systems [38, 39], lattice trapped atomic mixtures [40–43],
and with condensates with spin-orbit coupling [44, 45] or
coupled to a light field [46]. Vorticity patterns of rotating
supersolid dipolar gases have been also identified [47–50].

The existence of distinct phases in dBECs [51] is inher-
ently related to the presence of roton excitations [52–55].
Specifically, a roton minimum appears in the spectrum
due to attractive DDI. This minimum softens for strong
DDI such that the excitation energy tends to zero and
the dipolar gas may suffer collapse. Quantum fluctua-
tions stabilize the dipolar gas [6, 56] balancing against the
attractive DDI [57]. To first order, they are commonly

described by the LHY interaction energy [58, 59]. The
inclusion of the LHY corrections [60, 61] leads to an ex-
tended Gross-Pitaevskii equation (eGPE) [18, 20, 22, 62].
This treatment can accommodate supersolids as well as
single or multiple droplet patterns [17, 18, 20], whose
arrangement depends crucially on the transverse direc-
tion [61, 63].

In the majority of theoretical investigations to date,
the magnetic field which modifies the contact interaction
remains fixed, [11, 22, 33]. In dipolar gases, the possi-
bility exists (and has remained largely unexplored to the
best of our knowledge) to apply rotating magnetic field
with frequency Ω, to control the DDI [64–66] through
the inherent anisotropy of dipolar interaction. When Ω
is smaller (greater) than the Larmor (trap) frequency, the
dipoles follow the external field, a process already real-
ized in experiment [67]. In this regime, typical dynamical
instabilities triggered by the rotation at lower or of the
order of the trap frequency [66] are suppressed [65]. As
such, it is thus possible to employ the time-averaged DDI,
depending on the angle between the dipole and the field
axis, to tune the dipole strength and sign. It then be-
comes feasible to enter different phases of the dBEC via
adjusting the DDI, to control the interval of existence
of the emergent phases, exploit the anisotropy to design
dipolar configurations (such as, e.g., specific lattice ar-
rangements), and even suppress the droplet evaporation.

An even less pursued direction is to monitor the dy-
namical generation of the self-bound states, traversing
the relevant phase boundaries, a scenario that has been
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exploited in experiments [11, 23]. It would be interest-
ing to explore differences between the quenched states
in the long-time dynamics as compared to the respective
ground-state configurations. Also, an understanding of
the metastable states at intermediate time scales due to
specific instabilities and the behavior of the global phase
coherence [31] is still far from complete. Motivated by the
intensive experimental and theoretical activity, see for
instance the reviews [68, 69], we investigate the ground-
state phase diagram and quench dynamics of a dBEC
under the influence of a rotating magnetic field in both
the quasi-1D and the quasi-2D regimes.

We extract the ground-state phase diagram of the
quasi-2D dBEC as a function of the ratio of dipolar to
contact interactions, as well as of the atom number. The
emergent phases include the superfluid (SF), the super-
solid (SS), and multiple (DLM) and single (DLS) droplet
states. It is shown that SS states are characterized by
spatially overlapping density humps while droplets form
crystalline patterns arranged as lattices with polygonal
characteristics [70]. These phases have been shown to oc-
cur in fixed magnetic fields [11, 31]. Herein, we determine
the explicit boundaries between the different phases, such
as the DLM (also known as insulating droplet region [33])
and DLS by exploiting the anisotropic nature of the
dipole-dipole interaction. Interestingly, we find that a
tilted magnetic field favors (independently of the s-wave
scattering) transitions between the different phases and
in particular for angles larger than the magic angle, solely
the SF and the DLS persist. The rotating magnetic field
alters the configuration of the dBEC, enforcing for in-
stance, broader 2D distributions across the x-y plane or,
e.g., square and honeycomb lattice structures for angles
smaller than the magic angle.

The interaction quench of a SF state across the relevant
phase boundaries, results in the dynamical nucleation of
elongated arrays in quasi-1D as also observed in [33, 57]
and lattices in quasi-2D of SS and droplets due to the
growth of the roton instability [14]. The latter manifests
as ring excitations or elliptic halos in the early times be-
fore developing into clusters that then saturate. Phase
coherence is not maintained in the course of the evolution
and it is fully lost in the droplet regime. Quenches from
the SF to the DLS phase produce DLM lattices.

We demonstrate that the number of droplets contained
in a lattice is larger for reduced post-quench contact in-
teractions or tilted fields with an angle smaller than the
magic angle. Also, the amount of dynamically nucle-
ated droplets in the long-time quench dynamics is larger
as compared to the respective ground-state post-quench
configuration. Another central feature of our findings
is the exploration of the self-evaporation of the above-
discussed structures by including three-body recombina-
tion processes into our analysis. This mechanism prevails
for bound states and raises a nontrivial obstacle in con-
nection with the realization of droplets and especially
SS phases [22, 33]. Specifically, we showcase that the
anisotropic magnetic field, lying below the magic angle, is

a tool to increase the lifetime of self-bound states. These
regions were inaccessible in previous studies [16, 17] due
to the assumption of an aligned magnetic field along the
z-direction.

This work is structured as follows. Section II de-
scribes the anisotropic dipolar potential and introduces
the eGPE framework. In section III, we extract the
ground-state phase diagram of the quasi-2D dBEC. The
dynamical generation of self-bound SS and droplet states
following interaction quenches is discussed in Sec. IV. In
Sec. V we monitor the self-evaporation of the quenched
states by accounting for three-body recombination pro-
cesses. A summary of our findings together with fu-
ture perspectives are provided in Sec. VI. Appendix A is
devoted to the construction of the variational approach
for confirming the existence of the ground-state phases,
while Appendix B delineates the ingredients of our nu-
merical simulations. In Appendix C, we briefly analyze
the collective excitation processes of the quasi-2D dBEC.

II. BEYOND MEAN-FIELD TREATMENT OF
THE DIPOLAR CONDENSATE

Below, we describe the explicit form and properties
of the considered DDI potential as well as provide the
intrinsic system parameters which closely follow recent
experimental settings [11, 22, 33]. Afterwards, we intro-
duce the eGPE framework that we shall use in order to
track the phase diagram and subsequently monitor the
quench dynamics of the dipolar condensate.

A. Modifying dipolar potential with a rotating
magnetic field

We consider a harmonically trapped dBEC in three-
dimensions (3D) whose atoms possess a magnetic dipole
moment µm. The atomic dipoles are polarized by a rotat-
ing uniform magnetic field (in the x-y plane) of strength
B, along e(t) = cosφez + sinφ(cos(Ωt)ex + sin(Ωt)ey)
with ex, ey, ez being the unit vectors in the x, y and
z spatial directions, respectively. The field rotation fre-
quency Ω is chosen to be ωi � Ω � ωL = µB/~, where
ωi, i = x, y, z are the trap frequencies, so as to ensure
that the dipoles follow the external field. Typical angu-
lar frequencies are of the order of Ω ≥ 5 × 102ω, with ω
denoting the radial ω ≡ ωx = ωy (elongated, ω ≡ ωx)
trap frequency of the quasi-2D (quasi-1D) geometry.

The tilt angle with respect to the z-axis is φ, see
Fig. 1, such that the DDI [65] is given by Udd(r, t) =
µ0µ

2
m

4π

[
1−3(e(t)·r̂)2

r3

]
, where µ0 is the permeability of the

vacuum. For Ω = 0 and ez · r̂ = 1, a head-to-tail ar-
rangement of the dipoles occurs leading to an attractive
DDI, i.e. Udd < 0. Where ez · r̂ = 0, the dipoles are
located side-by-side and interact repulsively.

The corresponding time-averaged DDI, over a full ro-
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tation cycle of the polarizing magnetic field, is

〈Udd(r)〉 =
Ω

2π

∫ 2π
Ω

0

Udd(r, t)dt

=
µ0µ

2
m

4π

[
1− 3(ez · r̂)2

r3

](
3 cos2 φ− 1

2

)
.

(1)

Notice that the last factor in Eq. (1) decreases from
1 to −1/2 when 0 < φ < π/2, and vanishes if φ

equals the magic angle [65] φm = cos−1 1/
√

3 ≈ 54.7◦.
The inverted configuration takes place for φ > φm in
which the time-averaged DDI is attractive even though
particles reside side-by-side (also known as anti-dipolar
regime [65, 66, 71]). Therefore, the dBEC subjected to
this rotating magnetic field effectively experiences the
time-averaged DDI potential whose strength and sign can
be tuned by varying the tilt angle φ. Such a rotating
long-range potential has already been implemented [4],
while it has also been theoretically employed in the works
of [50, 65]. Moreover, we have confirmed within our nu-
merical simulations that this time-averaged consideration
does not affect our findings if we compare them to the
case where the time-dependent DDI is instantaneously
followed 1. It is worthwhile to mention that the DDI can
be tuned this way independently of the tuning of the zero-
range interaction with Feshbach resonance techniques. In
this manner, it is possible to realize the different dBEC
phases by adjusting solely the strength of the DDI, see,
e.g., Fig. 2.

Finally, we remark that the presence of rotation should
facilitate the tunability of the DDI, especially in the ex-
periment. Otherwise, only a tilted magnetic field (in the
x− z plane) is characterized by two different angles2.

B. Extended Gross-Pitaevskii framework

In the ultracold regime the gas is characterized by

a single macroscopic wave function, ψ(r, t) = 〈ψ̂(r, t〉),
whose temporal evolution is described by a suitable
eGPE [18, 22, 61, 72]. The latter incorporates quantum
fluctuations in terms of the first order beyond mean-field
LHY correction contribution and in particular reads

i~∂ψ(r,t)∂t =

[
− ~2

2m∇
2 + V (r) + g|ψ(r, t)|2 +

γ(εdd)|ψ(r, t)|3 +
∫
dr′Udd(r-r

′)|ψ(r′, t)|2
]
ψ(r, t). (2)

1 The instantaneous DDI in momentum space reads

Udd(k, t) = (µ0µ2m/3)
[
3
(
kx cos(Ωt) sin(φ) + ky sin(Ωt) sin(φ) +

kz cos(φ)
)2
/k2 − 1

]
.

2 The DDI for a fixed magnetic field (Ω = 0) reads in the x-z plane

reads Udd =
µ0µ

2
m

4π
1−3[(cos(φ)ez .r̂+sin(φ)ex.r̂)]

2

r3
.

x

z

y

B
z

B

y

x

FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of the dBEC of 164Dy atoms
trapped in (a) a circularly-symmetric quasi-2D and (b) an
elongated quasi-1D. A magnetic field is applied rotating at
an angle φ around the z-axis and aligning the atomic dipoles
along its direction. (c) The table indicates presence or ab-
sence of density modulation (DM) and global phase coher-
ence (GPC) within the superfluid (SF), supersolid (SS), single
droplet (DLS) and multiple droplet (DLM) phases. Here we
do not refer to typical density modulations originating from
the external trap but to the ones stemming from the compe-
tition between short- and long-range interactions leading to
spatially periodic density undulations.

Here, the 3D harmonic trap is V (r) = m(ω2
xx

2 + ω2
yy

2 +

ω2
zz

2)/2 and m is the atom mass. Apart from the long-
range time-averaged DDI in Eq. (1), the atoms collide
via short-range contact potential, characterized by the
effective strength g = 4π~2as/m, with as being the 3D s-
wave scattering length. The penultimate term in Eq. (2)
denotes the LHY contribution which is crucial for the
realization of many-body self-bound states such as the
DLs or DLM dipolar droplets, as well as the SS phase.
We remark that in 3D, quantum fluctuations scale with
the gas density as ∼ n3/2. In a harmonic trap, the LHY
correction can be incorporated in the eGPE, with the lo-
cal density approximation, i. e. n → n(r, t) = |ψ(r, t)|2,

and with γ(εdd) = 32
3 g
√

a3
s

π

(
1 + 3

2ε
2
dd

)
[59, 72]. Impor-

tantly, the dimensionless parameter εdd = add/as with
add = µ0µ

2
mm/12π~2 being the dipolar length, quanti-

fies the relative strength of the DDI as compared to the
contact interaction.

Below, we shall reveal the emergent ground-state
phases of the dBEC stemming from the interplay be-
tween the dipolar and contact interactions, employing
the parameters of the recent experiments, but now ac-
counting for a rotating magnetic field [11, 12, 33]. Sub-
sequently, the dynamical deformation of the identified
dipolar configurations is monitored upon considering
quenches of the s-wave scattering length, and thus of
εdd, across the aforementioned phases. A particular em-
phasis is placed on the role of dimensionality ranging
from (i) an elongated quasi-1D trap with frequencies
(ωx, ωy, ωz) = 2π×(227, 37, 135)Hz [33] to (ii) a circularly
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FIG. 2. Phases identified through the chemical potential of a circular quasi-2D dBEC in terms of the relative interaction strength
parameter εdd = add/as and the atom number for different magnetic field orientations, namely (a) φ = 0◦, (b) φ = 30◦, (c)
φ = 60◦ and (d) φ = 90◦. Apparently, as the magnetic field tends towards the x-y plane (φ = 90◦) the DLM and SS phases do
not occur and solely the SF and DLS survive. The white dashed line indicates µ = 0, while the blue solid (dashed) line delimits
the SS (DLS) phase. The dBEC resides in a quasi-2D trap characterized by (ωx, ωy, ωz) = 2π × (45, 45, 133)Hz.

symmetric quasi-2D trap characterized by (ωx, ωy, ωz) =
2π × (45, 45, 133)Hz [61], see also Fig. 1(a), (b). Our
results can be replicated using a dBEC of 164Dy atoms
having magnetic moment µm = 9.93µB , where µB is the
Bohr magneton. The dipolar length is add = 131aB ,
where aB is the Bohr radius.

The characteristic timescale is set by ω−1x = 3.5 ms
(ω−1x = 0.7 ms) in the quasi-2D (quasi-1D) case. Simi-
larly the respective length scale refers to the harmonic
oscillator length being losc =

√
~/(mωx) = 1.17µm

(0.52µm) for the quasi-2D (quasi-1D) setting.

III. PHASE DIAGRAM OF DBECS IN
ROTATING MAGNETIC FIELDS

In the following, we investigate the ground-state phases
of the 2D dBEC arising for different atom numbers and
relative interactions εdd = add/as. A central aim of our
discussion is to unravel the role of the orientation of the
dipoles, as dictated by the titled time-averaged mag-
netic field [Fig. 1(b)], on the emergent structural con-
figurations. The latter are identified through the rele-
vant integrated density profiles n(x, y) =

∫
dz n(x, y, z, t)

and n(y, z) =
∫
dx n(x, y, z, t) being experimentally de-

tectable e.g. via in-situ imaging [6, 73] and herein are
normalized to the particle number.

The circularly symmetric quasi-2D trap geometry is re-
alized by applying a tight confinement in the transversal
z-direction [Fig. 1(a)]. The same structures occur also in
quasi-1D [Fig. 1(b)], but are omitted here for brevity. For
completeness, in Appendix A, we benchmark the proper-
ties of the static (SF and DLS) phases found within the
eGPE approach utilizing a variational ansatz. A simi-
lar approach has also been recently leveraged within the
dBEC context e.g. in Refs. [74, 75]. All ground states are
obtained by propagating Eq. (2) in imaginary time with
a split-step Crank-Nicolson approach (Appendix B).

A. Aligned dipolar BEC

To distinguish the various dBEC phases, we employ
as a “control” parameter the chemical potential related
to the total energy E (see Eq. (3)) via µ = ∂E[ψ]/∂n.
Naturally, a SF state has µ > 0, whereas the droplet
configurations occur for µ < 0 since they refer to self-
bound states. In addition we will show that the SS phase
appears in the vicinity of µ→ 0.

At φ = 0◦, where the external field forces the dipoles
to be oriented along the z-axis, the phase arising at small
magnitudes of εdd (e.g. εdd < 1.45 for N = 60000) has
µ > 0, see Fig. 2(a). As such, a typical SF state emerges
characterized by a smooth 2D Thomas-Fermi (TF) den-
sity distribution along the x-y plane, while being com-
pressed along the z-axis due to the tight confinement,
see n(x, y) and n(y, z) in Fig. 3(a1) and Fig. 3(a4). This
SF phase boundary (εdd < 1.4) has been reported for
harmonically trapped 3D dBECs subjected to a static
magnetic field [48].

However, for εdd above a certain critical value, indi-
cated by the dashed white line in Fig. 2(a), the system
transitions to a negative µ region. The latter regime ac-
commodates distinct phases of matter that occur due to
the existence of quantum fluctuations [31]. Indeed, with
increasing εdd for large atom number (N > 2×104) and in
the vicinity of µ→ 0 (see the bounded by solid blue line
area in Fig. 2(a)), a periodic density modulated pattern
develops along the weakly confined x-y plane. Particu-
larly, a hexagonal lattice appears having its seven density
humps inter-linked by lower density regions [see n(x, y)
in Fig. 3(a2)]. This relatively small spatial overlap es-
tablishes a global phase coherence [24, 33, 35] across the
dBEC [Fig. 1(c)]. The aforementioned individual density
humps are also imprinted in the transversal z-direction
with n(y, z) featuring fringes at their location [Fig. 3(a5)].
Such a SS phase [33, 37, 73] has been recently identified
theoretically [63, 70] and realized experimentally [76].

A further increase of εdd (smaller as) results in a dra-
matic suppression of the density overlap among the in-
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FIG. 3. Ground-state density profiles (a1)-(a3) n(x, y) and
(a4)-(a6) n(y, z) representing (a1), (a4) a SF, (a2), (a5) a SS
and (a3), (a6) a droplet (hexagonal) lattice. A SS state is
characterized by overlapping density humps, while a droplet
cluster has a crystal arrangement. The harmonically trapped
quasi-2D dBEC with (ωx, ωy, ωz) = 2π × (45, 45, 133)Hz has
N = 105 particles and it is subjected to a magnetic field
along the z-direction, i.e. φ = 0◦. The colorbar alternates
for each panel and corresponds to the density changing from
zero (black) to a maximum value (yellow) in units of 1/l2osc =
0.73µm−2

.

dividual density humps [Fig. 3(a3)]. This behavior oc-
curs for large atom numbers and large negative µ with
the system entering the DLM phase [Fig. 2(a)]. A typi-
cal example is provided in Fig. 3(a3) where a hexagonal
crystal structure builds-upon the x-y plane with isolated
stripe patterns being evident in n(y, z) [Fig. 3(a6)]. With
smaller atom numbers, the dBEC transits to the DLS

phase. It is also evident that for N < 4 × 104 where fi-
nite size effects are expected to play a crucial role [77], the
system deforms from a SF to a DLS state and vice versa
with tuning εdd. Notice that the DLS and SF phases, are
characterized by a zero global phase coherence [see also
Fig. 1(c)] but differ substantially in their spatial localiza-
tion and importantly the former is self-bound (µ < 0).

B. Anisotropic dipolar BEC

Next, we investigate the impact of a rotating magnetic
field on the emergent phase diagram with varying con-
tact interaction and atom number in Fig. 2(b)-(d). At
the magic angle φm, where 〈Udd〉 = 0, only SF states
form, independently of the value of the εdd (not shown).
In fact, as φ→ φm, the overall dipole interaction strength
decreases and the contact interaction dominates favoring
SF formation. Notice the extended SF phase for µ > 0
and φ = 30◦ illustrated in Fig. 2(b). Accordingly, the in-
teraction (or εdd) intervals within which modulated den-
sity structures form (i.e. either SS or DLM states) shrink

0◦ 15◦ 30◦ 45◦ 60◦ 75◦ 90◦

φ

−300

−150

0

150

300

E
σ
(h̄
ω
x
)

εdd = 1.87

σ = CI σ = DDI σ = LHY

−2

−1

0

1

E
D

D
I/
E

C
I

FIG. 4. Variation of the different energy components Eσ
(see the legend) as a function of the tilt angle φ at a fixed
εdd = 1.87 for the quasi-2D dBEC with (ωx, ωy, ωz) = 2π ×
(45, 45, 133)Hz. At a fixed εdd = 1.87, droplets are generated
within the φ < 22◦ and φ > φm regions where EDDI < 0. The
green line refers to EDDI/ECI (right axis) with CI denoting
the contact interaction.

and are shifted towards larger εdd. This shift (marked by
dashed white lines) occurs consistently as long as φ < φm
and all four different phases can be realized. Here, tun-
ing φ to larger values within the DLM phase produces
larger droplet lattices eventually transitioning to a SS
(see also Fig. 6(b1)-(b3) and the discussion below), while
leaving a SF state almost unaltered only affecting its
spatial width. Note in passing that the aforementioned
shrinkage of the DLM phase as φ → φm appears also in
quasi-1D (not shown). However, it is more prominent in
the quasi-2D setting revealing that here for φ→ φm the
isolated droplets are more prone to coalesce into a single
droplet configuration. The difference between quasi-1D
and quasi-2D is traced back to the fact that in the latter
setup, and for our parameter set, the magnitude of the
attractive DDI is enhanced.

When φ > φm, the dipoles become progressively more
attractive to each other in the x-y plane, see Fig. 2(c)
and (d), and the self-bound DLS region extends towards
smaller εdd. We note that while µ is negative below a crit-
ical εdd (see the dashed white line in Fig. 2(c)-(d)), unlike
in the φ < φm scenario, there are no states characterized
by a density modulation along the x-y plane. This again
is a consequence of the strongly attractive DDI prevent-
ing the emergence of density undulated patterns. In this
way, both the DLM and SS phases disappear and only
the DLS (µ < 0) and SF (µ > 0) states occur.

The total energy stored in a dBEC can be organized
as follows

E = EK + EV + ECI + EDDI + ELHY. (3)

In this expression, the energy contributions ECI, EDDI,
ELHY refer to the contact, the dipolar, and the be-
yond mean-field LHY interaction energies respectively.
These energy terms dictate the generation of the differ-
ent phases. Also, EK denotes the kinetic energy and EV

is the external potential energy.
The dependence of ECI, EDDI and ELHY with φ for
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FIG. 5. Impact of the field orientation φ on the spatial dis-
tribution of the DLS state. Densities (a1)-(a3) n(x, y) and
(a4)-(a6) n(y, z) of a dBEC with N = 6 × 104 in a quasi-
2D trap of (ωx, ωy, ωz) = 2π × (45, 45, 133)Hz. The single
droplet becomes narrower (wider) for larger φ in the interval
φ < φm (φ > φm) and becomes elongated along the z- (y-)
direction due to the combined effect of the polarization of the
magnetic field and εdd. The characteristic length scale set by
the trap is losc = 1.17µm. The colorbar expressed in units
of 1/l2osc = 0.73µm−2 is different for each panel denotes the
density with intensity from zero (black) to a maximum value
(yellow).

εdd = 1.87 and N = 105 is shown in Fig. 4. Evi-
dently, ECI, EDDI, ELHY are positive in the interval
22◦ < φ < φm, and thus a SF is formed. Particularly, ECI

is dominant and all other contributions are considerably
weaker. However, in the case of φ = 22◦, EDDI is nega-
tive and gradually drops as φ lowers. A similar behavior
of the energy constituents is observed for φ > φm where
the DLS state appears. Therefore in these two regions,
namely φ < 22◦ and φ > φm the rapid increase of |EDDI|
towards negative values, driving the dBEC to collapse, is
actually compensated by the enhanced combined repul-
sive contribution of ELHY and ECI occurring for smaller
(larger) φ in the first (second) region. This competition
leads to the formation of stable droplet states in the cor-
responding φ intervals. Such a stabilization mechanism
occurs also for the case of an aligned field (φ = 0) in
terms of εdd [6].

The spatial distribution of DLS is shown in Fig. 5 at
several values of φ and εdd; εdd is varied so that we re-
main in the same phase. Recall that the DLS is shifted
to larger εdd as φ→ φm [Fig. 2] due to the accompanied
weakening of the effective dipole interaction [Eq. (1)]. As
such, we choose to present the DLS state in Fig. 5(a2) at
εdd = 4.36 for φ = 30◦. The larger εdd (smaller as)
is responsible for the decreasing width of n(x, y) when
φ → φm [Fig. 5(a1), (a2)]. However, as the anisotropy
is changed through φ with φ < φm and fixed εdd the
dipoles become less repulsive along the x-y plane enforc-

ing a spreading of n(x, y) (not shown). A further increase
of φ beyond φm leads to a narrowing of the n(x, y) since
the dipoles attract each other in the x-y plane assembling
in a side-by-side configuration. Notice that the width of
n(x, y) at φ > φm, e.g. φ = 90◦ in Fig. 5(a3), is still larger
than the one for φ = 0 [Fig. 5(a1)]. This occurs because
the increase of the width of the n(x, y) until φ = φm is
larger than its shrinking for φ > φm. This is in accord
with the energy minimization in Eq. (1). Moreover, we
observe that n(y, z) changes from being highly elongated
along z [Fig. 5(a4), (a5)] if φ < φm, to being so across
y [Fig. 5(a6)] for φ > φm due to the sign change of the
DDI along the z-axis.

C. Shaping the droplet lattice

In a similar vein, the anisotropy of the dipole-dipole
interaction substantially impacts also the DLM and SS
phases, which emerge only when the dipoles are repulsive
(in the x-y plane), i. e. φ < φm. Below, we focus on the
deformations of the DLM phase from variation of either
φ or εdd through as. In Fig. 6 (a1)-(a3), εdd = 1.75 and
N = 2.5× 105. The number of individual droplets in the
lattice increases as φ is increased and the dipoles become
less repulsive and weaker in magnitude across the x-y
plane, a process favoring further fragmentation of the
droplets. Around φ = 20◦, a phase transition occurs
with the emergence of a hexagonal SS phase. The SS
state forms due to the effective weakening of the DDI for
larger φ < φm as compared to the contact interaction,
see also the respective alterations in the phase diagram
of Fig. 2](a), (b). The location of this phase boundary
with respect to φ depends on the strength of the contact
interaction.

Such a distribution has been independently confirmed
by tuning of as with a fixed magnetic field [70]. It is
worthwhile to mention that the structural deformation
of the droplet lattice can be achieved independent of as
by changing the trap aspect ratio in the crossover from
2D to 1D, as demonstrated in Ref. [78]. Along these lines,
by adjusting εdd (and in particular as) it is possible to
create a variety of intriguing droplet patterns for fixed
φ such as squares at εdd = 2.11 [Fig. 6(b1)], pentagons
at εdd = 1.82 [Fig. 6(b2)] or hexagonal-type lattices at
εdd = 1.55 [Fig. 6(b3)]. Recall that a decreasing εdd
(with εdd > 1.4) favors the breaking of each individual
droplet into multiple segments, see also Fig. 2(a), since
the DDI dominates with respect to the contact contri-
bution. Exploring the energetics of such configurations,
in analogy to what has been done, e.g., for multi-vortex
configurations (see, e.g., [79] for an example) would be a
particularly intriguing direction for future study.

For completeness, we remark that the background den-
sity of a SS becomes gradually denser for larger φ, de-
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FIG. 6. Integrated density profiles n(x, y) of the dBEC con-
taining N = 2.5× 105 atoms with εdd = 1.75 for (a1) φ = 0◦,
(a2) φ = 15◦, and (a3) φ = 20◦. n(x, y) for (b1) εdd = 2.11,
(b2) εdd = 1.82 and (b3) εdd = 1.55 with a fixed φ = 10◦.
Various bound state configurations can be created by either
tuning the tilt angle, e.g. hexagonal lattices, or adjusting
εdd such as different polygons. The external quasi-2D geom-
etry is characterized by (ωx, ωy, ωz) = 2π × (45, 45, 133)Hz
defining a length scale losc = 1.17µm. The colorbar (units of
1/l2osc = 0.73µm−2) refers to the density which is distinct for
each panel and has a gradient from zero (black) to a maximum
value (yellow).

stroying its SS nature3 and finally establishing a SF
state4. Notice that the transition boundary from a SF
to a SS phase can also be determined from the so-called
contrast, C = (nmax − nmin)/(nmax + nmin). Here, nmax

and nmin are the neighbouring density maxima and min-
ima, respectively [80]. A SF state occurs for C = 0, while
C 6= 0 corresponds to a density modulated state.

IV. QUENCH DYNAMICS

We next investigate the non-equilibrium dynamics by
initializing the dBEC in a SF state (with εdd = 1.1) and
following an interaction quench to larger εdd values such
that the SS or the droplet phase is dynamically entered.
The spontaneous nucleation and properties of these be-
yond mean-field structures are studied in quasi-2D and
quasi-1D geometries [16, 32] for φ = 0◦. Note that even
for φ 6= 0 the dynamics is not substantially altered.

3 The transition from the SS to the SF state can be equally seen in
both the density and the momentum distribution of the dBEC.
Indeed, periodic density undulations vanish as the SF is entered.
Also, the momentum distribution of a SF is characterized by a
single peak structure while for a SS multiple additional peaks
appear.

4 A corresponding SF state is essentially insensitive to variations
of φ and only its width increases (decreases) for larger (smaller)
φ as long as φ < φm (φ > φm).

A. Dynamical nucleation of 2D SS and DL lattices

Representative instantaneous density profiles n(x, y; t)
of the quasi-2D dBEC are presented in Fig. 7(a2)-(a6) af-
ter a quench from a SF state with εdd = 1.1 to a SS having
εdd = 1.45 according to the phase diagram of Fig. 2(a).
The initially smooth 2D TF distribution n(x, y; t = 0)
[Fig. 7(a1)] is dynamically modified due to the quench.
Indeed, the roton [14, 81] induced softening in the post-
quench phase seeds the subsequent pattern formation. As
a result, ring-shaped density structures develop becom-
ing more pronounced as time-evolves [Figs. 7 (a2)-(a5)].
For an analysis of the roton-induced dynamics and its
shape in a 3D harmonically trapped dBEC see Ref. [15].
It is, in fact, the progressive growth of the roton mode,
characterized by a non-zero angular momentum, which
is responsible in the early time dynamics (t ∼ ω−1x ) for
the development of these ring structures accompanied by
density depleted regions. Later on, for t > 20ms > ω−1x ,
following the interference of the ring densities (stemming
from the radial roton) and the growth of azimuthal undu-
lations (originating from the angular roton5) the dBEC
distribution splits into four overlapping density peaks ar-
ranged in a square configuration and surrounding the
central density hump which appears to be isolated from
the others, see Fig. 7(a6). At these timescales (t� ω−1x ),
quantum fluctuations take over and the roton-induced
growth saturates [33, 37].

The phase profile Φ = tan−1
[
Im(ψ(r))/Re(ψ(r))

]
,

where Re(ψ(r)) [Im(ψ(r))] is the real [imaginary] part
of the wave function, can be seen in Φ(x, y, z = 0)
[Fig 8 (a2)] at t = 150ms � ω−1x , see in particular the
spatial region marked by the pink circle within which
the SS resides. The enhanced distortions at the con-
densate edges (|x| ≤ 8µm, |y| ≤ 8µm) stem from the
highly non-smooth low density in conjunction with the
high frequency breathing of the entire cloud. Actually,
there are two breathing modes, see also Appendix C and
Fig. 12(a3), (a4). In particular, one of the breathing
modes hardens in the SS state, similarly to the radial
roton mode [14], for increasing εdd. This breathing mode
is related to the spatially modulated SS density. The fre-
quency of the second mode is linked to the background
SF and diminishes gradually with increasing εdd. The
above behavior of Φ is to be contrasted with the nor-
mal SF exhibiting a uniform phase as demonstrated in
Fig. 8(a1).

Next, we tune to a post-quench εdd = 1.87, where a
DLS phase forms. The dBEC is again dynamically dis-
torted, already for t < ω−1x , showing a two-ring struc-
ture and a central density hump due to the presence of

5 The roton modes in our quasi-2D harmonically trapped setup are
characterized by the quantum number m. In this sense, m = 0
refers to the radial roton manifesting as a ring structure and
m 6= 0 are the angular rotons having a corresponding number of
azimuthal nodes [15].
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FIG. 7. Snapshots of the dBEC density n(x, y) following an
interaction quench from a SF state with εdd = 1.1 to (a1)-(a6)
εdd = 1.45 and (b1)-(b6) εdd = 1.87. The initially 2D smooth
density profile deforms in the course of the evolution towards
a SS and a droplet lattice respectively. The dBEC consists of
N = 6× 104 atoms and it is confined in a quasi-2D harmonic
trap characterized by (ωx, ωy, ωz) = 2π×(45, 45, 133)Hz. The
colorbar denotes the density in units of 1/l2osc = 0.73µm−2

and differs for each panel while featuring a gradient from zero
(black) to a maximum value (yellow). The system’s char-
acteristic timescale set by the trap is ω−1

x = 3.5ms and the
length scale defined through the harmonic oscillator length
losc = 1.17µm.

the roton mode. The latter grows at a faster rate com-
pared to the εdd = 1.45 quench, see Fig. 7(a2) and (b2),
as expected by the underlying excitation spectrum [14].
This leads to the disintegration of the inner ring and
the central density peak into multiple droplets around
t ∼ ω−1x [Fig. 7(b3)]. At the outer rim of the dBEC,
a low density circular structure appears at large radii,
emerging from the edges of the cloud [Fig. 7(b3)]. This
metastable configuration subsequently (t > ω−1x ) breaks
into a droplet lattice6 [Fig. 7(b4)-(b6)]. It should be em-
phasized that while the post-quench ground-state repre-

6 The position of the roton minimum krot should satisfy krotlz ≥ 1,
where lz =

√
~/mωz is the harmonic oscillator length scale along

the tightly confined direction. In our case, krot = 3.39µm−1 with

sents a DLS, we encounter here the spontaneous nucle-
ation of a DLM. This droplet cluster features, at the
early times (t ≥ ω−1x ), a global breathing motion and
thus the distance between individual droplets changes
[Fig. 7(b5)-(b6)]. Let us note that due to the lack of
background SF density, only one breathing mode con-
nected to localized density arrays exists here. However,
in the long-time dynamics (roughly t > 70ms � ω−1x ),
the breathing amplitude reduces and the cluster remains
practically stationary, see also Appendix C, at least up to
500 ms, indicating that the system is in a prethermalized
state.

The number of isolated droplets contained in the clus-
ter in the long-time dynamics (t � ω−1x ) increases for
larger post-quench εdd

7, namely deeper in the droplet
regime, see in particular Table I for φ = 0◦. In contrast
to this response their number realized for a fixed post-
quench εdd is smaller upon increasing the tilt angle. This
trend is visualized in the case examples of Table II and it
is attributed to the reduced magnitude of the associated
DDI.

We also note in passing that independently of the post-
quench εdd regular polygonal lattices do not form, in
agreement with [18], but only crystalline structures as the
one depicted in Fig. 7(b6). The existence of the droplet
clusters can also be distinguished by inspecting their
phase profiles which are highly non-uniform [Fig. 8(a3)
at t = 200ms � ω−1x ] even when compared with the SS
phase [Fig. 8(a2)].

B. Control of the global phase coherence during
the evolution

An observable that provides further verification for the
dynamical creation of the above-discussed beyond mean-
field states is the so-called global phase coherence [31, 33,
35], see also Fig. 1(c), which is defined as follows

βc(t) =

∫
dr
[
n(r, t)

∣∣(Φ(r, t)− Φ̄(t))
∣∣]. (4)

Here, Φ̄(t) is the spatially averaged phase. Accordingly,
following adiabatic pulses a SF or a SS state has per-
fect global phase coherence (βc(t) = 0), while self-bound
quantum droplets feature βc(t) 6= 0.

This is expected since as we previously argued the
phase of the gas becomes highly distorted for droplet
states in contrast of being almost uniform for SS and SF

lz = 0.68µm. Similar findings have been reported e.g. in the
experiment of Ref. [11] where krot = 2.5µm−1 and lz = 0.625µm.

7 It is worth mentioning that the number of dynamically nucleated
droplets in the long-time evolution is, in general, larger from the
one of the respective ground-state configuration. For instance,
in the case of εdd = 1.75 the droplet lattice contains twenty four
individual droplets in contrast to four formed in the ground-state
for N = 105.
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FIG. 8. Characteristic phase profiles (a1)-(a3) Φ(x, y, z = 0)
at a specific time instant (see the legends) in the long-time dy-
namics after the quench. The pink circles designate the edges
of the dBEC cloud. In all cases a quench of a quasi-2D dBEC
from its SF state at εdd = 1.1 is considered towards the (a1)
SF with εdd = 1.2, (a2) the SS having εdd = 1.45 and (a3) the
DLS with εdd = 1.87 phase. The phase undulations designate
the SS and the droplet states in contrast to the smooth phase
of a SF. (b) The time-evolution of the global phase coherence
βc(t) is presented for different post-quench εdd values in the
quasi-2D geometry with (ωx, ωy, ωz) = 2π × (45, 45, 133)Hz.
The dashed lines in (b) represent the time-evolution of βc(t)
when εdd(t) increases in a linear manner with ramp time
τ = 120ms � ω−1

x . Coherence is completely lost in the
droplet regime, while it is almost perfectly maintained fol-
lowing an adiabatic ramp towards the SF and the SS phases.
The colors of the dashed lines refer to the same post-quench
εdd values with the ones indicated by the solid lines. Other
system parameters are the same as in Fig. 7.

phases. The dynamics of βc(t) is provided in Fig. 8(b)
for various post-quench values of εdd. The pre-quench
(initial) SF state is perfectly coherent, i.e. βc(t = 0) = 0.
In all cases, the increase of βc(t) at short timescales
(t ∼ ω−1x ) is inherently related to the quench protocol
and becomes more enhanced for larger quench amplitudes
where the respective import of energy into the system is
naturally larger.

For quenches within the SF phase, e.g., εdd = 1.2, βc(t)
fluctuates, within 0.13 < βc(t) < 0.2 after t > 0.7ms, due
to the breathing motion of the gas originating from the
quench, see also Appendix C and Fig. 12. For the same
reason, βc(t > 0) is finite also for quenches towards the
SS regime (εdd = 1.45) while the relatively intensified
oscillations compared to the SF stem from the arguably
larger amplitude of the underlying breathing mode. The
coherence loss in the SS phase can be mitigated by adi-

abatically increasing εdd
8. In support of this argument,

we utilize a linear ramp εdd(t) = (εFdd − εIdd)t/τ , with εFdd
(εIdd) being the final (initial) relative strength, while τ is
the ramp time. An almost adiabatic increase of εdd(t) is
achieved for τ = 120ms� ω−1x with βc(t)→ 0 for the SF
and SS as shown in Fig. 8(b). Turning to quenches in the
droplet regime, for instance in the case of εdd = 1.87, we
observe that βc(t) features an increase at short timescales
and then fluctuates around π/2. This saturation ten-
dency of βc(t) deep in the evolution holds equally when
performing a linear increase of εdd(t), see Fig. 8 (b). Note
that βc(t) can be at most π/2 as has also been demon-
strated in Ref. [31]. This response implies that the initial
phase coherence of the SF phase is rapidly lost and the
individual droplets become highly incoherent.

C. Generation of droplet and SS arrays in the
quasi-1D regime

Subsequently, we study the quench-induced dynam-
ics of the axially elongated dBEC. Characteristic den-
sity snapshots across the x-y plane when performing a
quench within the SS phase, e.g. εdd = 1.45, are pre-
sented in Fig. 9(a1)-(a6). The quasi-1D TF distribution
[Fig. 9(a1)] of the initial SF state (with εdd = 1.1) ex-
periences prominent spatial deformations due to the en-
suing roton dynamics [14] being activated when crossing
the SF to SS phase boundary. Specifically, the increased
post-quench εdd enforces a contraction [Fig. 9(a2), (a3)]
and expansion [Fig. 9(a4)-(a6)] of the entire cloud along
both x and y directions. This collective motion prevails
at short timescales [Fig. 9(a2)] but afterwards spatial
modulations in the density profile arise along the y-axis
[Fig. 9(a3)-(a6)]. For instance, six density peaks are de-
tected at t = 13.5ms > ω−1x [Fig. 9(a4)] which break into
several ones at t = 32ms � ω−1x [Fig. 9(a5)]. These ar-
rays of overlapping density humps developing in n(x, y)
reveal the dynamical formation of the SS state. It is also
worth mentioning that the periodic spatial compression
and expansion of the dBEC is characterized similarly to
the quasi-2D case by two distinct frequencies. We re-
mark that the participation of the two distinct breathing
frequencies is a characteristic of the emergence of the SS
phase, a result which has been evinced independently in
Ref. [31].

Utilizing a quench to εdd = 1.87 leads to a dramatically
different response of the dBEC as shown in Fig. 9(b1)-
(b6). Already at the early stages of the evolution ∼ ω−1x
we observe that the original smooth density configura-
tion [Fig. 9(b1)] transforms into an elliptic halo profile
[Fig. 9(b2)]. The width of the latter progressively shrinks
across the transverse x-direction [Fig. 9(b3)] until the
entire cloud becomes highly elongated breaking into an

8 Note that a non-adiabatic ramp of εdd(t), e.g., in our case realized
for τ < 150 ms, always results in a finite global phase coherence.
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Trap geometry εdd = 2.18 2.01 1.87 1.75
quasi-2D 27 25 24 17
quasi-1D 16 15 13 11

TABLE I. Number of isolated droplets in the quasi-2D and
the quasi-1D regimes for different post-quench εdd values and
fixed φ = 0◦. The number of droplets contained in a cluster
becomes larger for increasing εdd, i.e., deeper in the droplet
phase. Initially, the dBEC resides in a SF state characterized
by εdd = 1.1.
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FIG. 9. The same as in Fig. 7 but for the quasi-1D setting.
The generation of (a1)-(a6) SS for εdd = 1.45 and (b1)-(b6)
droplet arrays when εdd = 1.87 is illustrated. The dBEC con-
sists of N = 6 × 104 atoms and it resides in a quasi-1D trap
with (ωx, ωy, ωz) = 2π × (227, 37, 135)Hz. The colorbar in
units of 1/l2osc = 1.33µm−2 refers to the density while it is
different for each panel and changes from zero (black) to a
maximum value (yellow). The characteristic length scale is
the harmonic oscillator length losc = 0.85µm and the corre-
sponding timescale is ω−1

x = 0.7ms.

array of droplets [Fig. 9(b4)]. The reason behind the
formation of the elliptic halo states is the arising mod-
ulational instability due to admixture of different roton
modes discussed, for instance, in Refs. [14, 15, 82] and
triggered herein by the quench within the SS phase. As
a by-product, the dBEC fragments into multiple highly
localized peaks organized in a crystal pattern.

Notice that in contrast to the SS case of post-quench
εdd = 1.45, these density humps are entirely isolated
and comprise the self-bound droplets. The droplet ar-
ray becomes stationary in the long time dynamics e.g.
t > 100ms � ω−1x , while at earlier times (t > ω−1x )
the inter-droplet distance changes, see e.g. Fig. 9(b4)-
(b6). This phenomenon can be traced back to the col-

lective breathing motion of the cloud due to the interac-
tion quench. Interestingly, unlike the SS phase, here a
single breathing frequency occurs, a property that is at-
tributed to the crystal nature of the droplet phase. These
properties of the breathing mode of a SS and a droplet
have also been experimentally observed for an elongated
dBEC in Ref. [30]. It is also worth mentioning that βc(t)
(not shown) features a response similar to the one of the
quasi-2D setup. Namely, in the droplet regime it is even-
tually (t � ω−1x ) maximally lost, while for the SF and
SS phases it acquires relatively smaller finite values (due
to the quench) while being minimized following an adia-
batic ramp of εdd. We finally note that as in the quasi-
2D scenario, the stationary array has a lesser number of
droplets upon reducing post-quench εdd or increasing φ
as shown in Table I and Table II.

Trap φ = 0◦ 5◦ 10◦ 15◦ 20◦

Quasi-2D 27 26 25 24 17
Quasi-1D 16 15 14 10 8

TABLE II. Number of isolated droplets in the quasi-2D and
the quasi-1D regimes for a specific post-quench εdd = 2.18
and considering different field orientations φ◦. In both cases
the amount of individual droplets in the respective lattice
decreases as φ increases due to the effective weakening of the
DDI. Initially, the dBEC resides in a SF state characterized
by εdd = 1.1.

V. THREE-BODY LOSS AND
SELF-EVAPORATION OF SS AND DROPLET

PHASES

A central obstacle for the detection of self-bound struc-
tures, characterized by highly localized densities, is that
experimentally [22, 32] they suffer from three-body losses.
In the following, we explain the impact of the under-
lying three-body loss rate in the formation of SS and
droplet quasi-2D configurations. Contrary to previous
studies, the employed rotating magnetic field [Eq. (1)]
allows us to expose the effect of the underlying losses
in different interaction regimes compared to the dipo-
lar interaction length. The corresponding eGPE [6] has
the form of Eq. (2) with the additional imaginary contri-

bution −(i~K3/2)|ψ(r, t)|4ψ(r, t), where K3 denotes the
three-body recombination rate [6]. A detailed discus-
sion regarding the competition between the three-body
recombination and beyond mean-field processes is pro-
vided in Ref. [6].

The important point here is that the scaling of the
three-body recombination rate is obtained in terms of
D = 3add(3 cos2 φ − 1)/4, where add = 131 aB herein.
It was shown [83] that K3 ∼ D4 for εdd � add/D
(as � D) and K3 ∼ Ca2s(a2s + βD2) for εdd � add/D
(as � D). In the above expressions, the constants

C = 3!32
√

3π2~/m and β ≈ 0.44. It should be empha-
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sized that for φ = 0◦, both the SS and the droplet phases
occur within εdd � add/D. This is exactly the situa-
tion that has been considered thus far in the literature
for interpreting experimental data [11, 16]. Here, this
is realized by K3 = 7.1 × 10−43m6/s. However, since
our dBEC is subjected to a tilted magnetic field, it is
also possible to enter the regime εdd < add/D, where K3

explicitly depends on as.
Accordingly, below, we will discern among these two

important scenarios. Utilizing a post-quench εdd lying
in the droplet regime for φ = 0◦, we adjust φ towards
φm and a SF state forms, since the dipolar interaction is
not strong enough to create droplets. Then, K3 becomes
as-dependent. On the other hand, when φ � φm, and
εdd > add/D, the loss-rate scales explicitly with D and
hence φ. This tunability provides an additional knob for
controlling the lifetime of the dynamically accessed self-
bound states.

The atom losses are depicted in Fig. 10 for various field
orientations determined by φ and post-quench εdd lead-
ing to SS and droplet generation when K3 = 0, see also
Fig. 7(a1)-(a6) and Fig. 7(b1)-(b6). Throughout these
cases, the dBEC is initiated in a SF state with εdd = 1.1.
The case of φ = 0◦ corresponds to εdd > add/D for both
the SS and droplet regimes and therefore K3 is indepen-
dent of as. We observe the nucleation of SS structures
and droplet lattices for εdd = 1.45 [inset of Fig. 10(a)
upper panel] and εdd = 1.87 [inset of Fig. 10(a) lower
panel] respectively at intermediate timescales, t ≥ ω−1x .
These are, however, only transient configurations due to
K3 6= 0 associated with non-negligible atom losses. As
such they subsequently coalesce to narrow density peaks
around the trap center (not shown) and afterwards de-
cay for longer evolution times (t � ω−1x ) since three-
body losses compete with the LHY contribution9. The
enhanced atom losses occurring in the droplet phase as
compared to the SS one manifest due to the relatively
higher localized densities of the former; compare, in par-
ticular, the solid red and green lines in Fig. 10(a). No-
tice that similar timescales of atom losses, exploiting a
fixed magnetic field, have been observed in the experi-
ment [33, 37].

Importantly, tuning the dipolar anisotropy allows us
to enter the εdd < add/D region where the loss rate is
interaction dependent. As a paradigmatic case, herein,
we consider φ ≈ 50◦ where the loss coefficients are K3 =
2.47× 10−40m6/s and K3 = 6.67× 10−40m6/s for εdd =
1.87 and εdd = 1.45, respectively. Notice that for φ ≈ 50◦

the dipolar interaction is not strong enough, thus leading
to a SF state for εdd = 1.87 and εdd = 1.45. However,
since K3 is interaction dependent it possesses a greater
value for smaller εdd (larger as) resulting in an amplified
lossy process, as can be seen by comparing the dashed
lines to the solid ones in Fig. 10(a). Moreover, atom

9 We note that a similar phenomenology occurs also when consid-
ering the value of K3 = 1.2× 10−41m6/s used in Ref. [18]
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FIG. 10. (a) Dynamics of the particle loss for different post-
quench values of εdd and tilt angles φ (see legend). Droplets
feature the largest losses at φ = 0, while a finite field ori-
entation leads to a SF state exhibiting more dramatic decay
processes. Insets: Corresponding density snapshots n(x, y) af-
ter the quench from εdd = 1.1 visualizing the formation of SS
(upper panel) and droplets (lower panel) at short timescales.
(b) Same as in (a) but for several φ (see legend) and a fixed
post-quench εdd = 2.18 residing in the droplet phase. The
emergent patterns persist for longer timescales by means of a
tilted magnetic field. The droplet lifetime is enhanced for
fixed εdd < add/D and increasing φ as long as φ < φm.
The dBEC with N = 6 × 104 experiences a quasi-2D trap
of (ωx, ωy, ωz) = 2π × (45, 45, 133)Hz setting a characteristic
timescale ω−1

x = 3.5ms.

losses are accelerated in the εdd < add/D region due to
the prevalent K3 ∼ a4s, contrast the dashed with the solid
lines in Fig. 10(a).

Remarkably, we find that the droplet lifetime can be
prolonged as long as φ < φm and εdd > add/D by in-
creasing φ [Fig 10](b)] while always residing in the droplet
regime. As a characteristic example we consider a quench
towards εdd = 2.18, where K3 = 7.1 × 10−43m6/s,
K3 = 4.66 × 10−43m6/s and K3 = 3.28 × 10−43m6/s
for φ = 0◦, φ = 15◦ and φ = 20◦ respectively. We de-
duce that the lifetime of the droplet structures realized
at εdd = 2.18 is prolonged by increasing φ lying in the
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interval φ < φm.

VI. CONCLUSIONS & FUTURE
PERSPECTIVES

In the present work we examined the ground-state
phase diagram and the non-equilibrium dynamics of a
harmonically trapped dBEC. We exploited the inher-
ent anisotropy of the dipolar interaction by applying a
fastly rotating magnetic field. Out considerations were
based on an extended GP equation (3D eGPE), including
quantum fluctuations to leading order, and allowed us to
study the emergent phases from the delicate interplay of
isotropic short-range and anisotropic long-range forces in
the quasi-1D and quasi-2D trapped geometries.

We found that for φ < φm, four different phases emerge
as a function of the strength of the contact interaction
and atom number. These include the SF typically occur-
ring for ε < 1.4 and µ > 0, the SS residing in the vicinity
of µ = 0, as well as the DLS and the DLM characterized
by µ < 0. A SF state exhibits a smooth density distribu-
tion in sharp contrast to SS and droplets where substan-
tially modulated patterns emerge. These structures have
spatial overlap in the SS phase and exhibit crystalline be-
havior deep in the droplet regime. The crystal arrange-
ments correspond to droplet clusters in quasi-2D form-
ing canonical polygons, an outcome that holds equally
for φ > φm. The number of separated droplets in a clus-
ter increases by either increasing the contact interaction
strength or for large atom numbers, and for decreasing
φ. Transitions among the above-described phases are
achieved by appropriately tuning the s-wave scattering
length or the atom number. For φ > φm, where the
dipoles attract, the DLS and SF phases solely form. Ad-
ditionally, the DLS phase features a broad 2D circular
distribution in the x-y plane when φ > φm.

The SS and droplet phases can also form dynami-
cally upon a quench of the s-wave scattering length from
an initial SF state. SS clusters and droplet lattices
are identified in quasi-2D, whilst elongated arrays of SS
and droplets form in quasi-1D. These states are nucle-
ated due to the roton-induced dynamics manifesting as
ring-shaped excitations (in quasi-2D) or elliptic halos (in
quasi-1D) at early evolution times and are accompanied
by a collective breathing motion of the dBEC background
caused by the quench. Soon after their formation, these
structures deform into arrays or clusters.

The number of droplets in a lattice is larger for smaller
post quench contact interactions or a finite angle such
that φ < φm. The SF is maximally coherent through-
out evolution, while the droplet phase displays total loss
of coherence. For the SS phase, the existence of a finite
background SF leads to a partial loss of coherence. Inter-
estingly, we observe that following quenches to the DLS

phase the system relaxes to a lattice, i.e., the DLM phase.
Moreover, the number of individual droplets participat-
ing in a lattice arrangement is larger as compared to the

ground-state configuration.
We also considered the loss of these dynamical phases

due to three-body recombination. While the usual loss
rate coefficient scales with K3 ∝ D4, because we tune
the dipole anisotropy, we are able to probe the phase dy-
namics also in a regime where K3 ∝ a4s. We find that
the loss rates are enhanced towards the droplet regime
for fully repulsively aligned dipoles at φ = 0 due to den-
sity effects, leading eventually to their self-evaporation.
Our results show that employing a tilted magnetic field
where the loss coefficient depends on the dipolar length,
it is possible to prolong the lifetime of droplets as long
as φ < φm. Otherwise, the droplet region suffers faster
lossy mechanisms than the other states irrespectively of
whether the loss coefficient depends or not on the inter-
action.

Motivated by observations [4], we have restricted our
study to a particular driving regime, i.e. ω � Ω � ωL.
However, it would be intriguing to explore the impact
of a weak Ω � ω rotating field, thus extending present
findings to the case where the dipoles cannot instanta-
neously follow the external magnetic field. Importantly,
a quantitative understanding of the pairwise interaction
of the droplets in this system and of the pattern forma-
tion on the basis of their effective interacting particle sys-
tem [84], would be particularly interesting and relevant
in this context. Furthermore, comparison of the results
herein with effective lower-dimensional equations describ-
ing quasi-1D or quasi-2D dBECs could be of interest as
well; see, e.g., [85] for a 1D example.

It should also be possible to investigate topological pat-
tern formation in the ground-state phases utilizing a ro-
tating frame of reference. Likewise, understanding the
phase diagram of the dBEC in the presence of nonlin-
ear excitations such as vortex complexes in quasi-2D or
solitary waves in quasi-1D will be helpful. Furthermore,
studying the impact of finite temperatures [86, 87] in the
dynamical nucleation of SS and droplet lattices is cer-
tainly an intriguing perspective. Here, the dependence
of the LHY term on the temperature should be carefully
considered. The quench dynamics of a mixture of dipo-
lar condensates across the distinct phases, e.g., discussed
in Refs. [88, 89] is a more computationally demanding
effort, yet one worthy of consideration.
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FIG. 11. Energy of the quasi-2D dBEC as predicted within
the variational approach [Eq. (A7)] in terms of the widths σz
and σx. Different panels refer to field orientations (a1) φ = 0◦,
(a2) φ = 30◦, (a3) φ = 60◦ and (a4) φ = 90◦. The white
crosses denote the location of the respective energy minimum
associated with the equilibrium set (σx, σz). The sign of the
energy subsequently characterizes the equilibrium state as SF
or self-bound. The equilibrium state energy between the vari-
ational method and the eGPE results are in good agreement
exhibiting an average error not more than 10%. (b) The re-
sponse of (left-axis) ση with η ≡ {x, y, z} and (right-axis) the
ratio σy/σz for varying φ in the quasi-2D regime with fixed
εdd = 1.75 and N = 6 × 104. The results obtained through
the variational principle (dashed lines) and the eGPE method
(solid lines) are in agreement.
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Appendix A: Variational treatment

Let us showcase that the SF and DLS ground-state
characteristics of the dBEC phase diagram can be ob-
tained within a variational approach instead of numer-
ically solving the time-independent 3D eGPE. Particu-
larly, our model is based on the assumption that the

dBEC wave function acquires the Gaussian ansatz [74,
75]

ψ(x, y, z) =

√
N

π3/2σxσyσz

∏
η=x,y,z

exp

(
−(

η2

2σ2
η

) + iη2βη(t)

)
,

(A1)
where the variational parameters are the widths ση in the
η = x, y, z direction and βη which determines the phase
curvature. It is apparent from the functional form of the
ansatz that it can not capture a droplet lattice or a SS
structure. The Lagrangian L(r) =

∫
d3rL(r), with L(r)

being the Lagrangian density

L =
i~
2

(
ψ
∂ψ∗

∂t
− ψ∗ ∂ψ

∂t

)
+

~2

2m
|∇ψ(r, t)|2 + V (r)|ψ(r, t)|2

+
g

2
|ψ(r, t)|4 +

1

2

∫
d3r′Udd(r− r′)|ψ(r′, t)|2|ψ(r, t)|2

+
2

5
γQF |ψ(r, t)|5.

(A2)

Inserting the ansatz of Eq. (A1) into Eq. (A2) and inte-
grating over the spatial coordinates we obtain

L =
∑

η=x,y,z

[
N~
2
β̇ησ

2
η +

N~2

2m

(
1

2σ2
η

+ 2β2
ησ

2
η

)
+
Nm

4
ω2
ησ

2
η

]

+
gN2

4
√

2π3/2

1∏
η ση

+
N2~2√

2πm

add∏
η ση

(
3 cos2 φ− 1

2

)
×

f(kx, ky) +
4
√

2γQFN
5/2

25
√

5π9/4

1∏
η σ

3/2
η

,

(A3)

where the parameter ki = σz/σi (i = x, y) and the func-
tion

f(kx, ky) =
1

4π

∫ π

0

dθ sin θ

∫ 2π

0

dφ[
3 cos2 θ

(k2x cos2 φ+ k2y sin2 φ) sin2 θ + cos2 θ
− 1

]
.

(A4)

Next, by utilizing the Euler-Lagrange equations of mo-
tion for ση and βη we arrive at the coupled set of equa-
tions

βη =
m

2~ση
dση
dt

Nm
d2ση
dτ2

= − ∂

∂ση
U(ση).

(A5)

These six Euler-Lagrange equations (A5) constitute ex-
act solutions of the time-independent eGPE. Moreover,
in Eq. (A5), the effective potential energy U(ση) is given
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by

U(ση) =
∑
η

[
N~2

m

1

2σ2
η

+
Nm

2
ω2
ησ

2
η

]
+

gN2

2
√

2π3/2

1∏
η ση

+

√
2

π

N2~2

m

add∏
η ση

(
3 cos2 φ− 1

2

)
f(kx, ky)

+
8
√

2γQFN
5/2

25
√

5π9/4

1∏
η σ

3/2
η

.

(A6)

Apparently, the second set of Eq. (A5) is reminiscent
of the classical equations of motion of a particle with
coordinates ση subjected to the external potential U . As
such the total energy of the dBEC reads

E =
N

2
m

(
1

2

∑
η

[σ̇η]
2

)
+ U(ση). (A7)

Therefore, the ground-state energy of the dBEC is simply
E(0) = U(σ∗η), where σ∗η denote the equilibrium widths.
These are determined through minimization of the energy
or equivalently the effective potential U(ση).

The resulting energy E as obtained from Eq. (A7) with
respect to σx = σy, σz and for various angles φ of the
magnetic field is provided in Fig. 11(a1)-(a4). To illus-
trate the equivalence of the eGPE results discussed in
the main text to the variational treatment we employ
the quasi-2D dBEC with εdd = 1.87 and add = 131aB
containing N = 6 × 104 atoms in a harmonic trap with
(ωx, ωy, ωz) = 2π × (45, 45, 133)Hz. The equilibrium
widths (σx, σy, σz) of the dBEC are then easily identified
by determining the minimum E0 of the energy E, see the
white crosses in Figs. 11 (a1)-(a4). Interestingly, the en-
ergy minima [Figs. 11(a1)-(a4)] enable us to appreciate
the phase of the dBEC that each angle φ favors. Indeed,
we find that for φ = 0◦ the minimum energy is nega-
tive which is a property associated with the development
of a self-bound macro droplet. In contrast, in the case
of either φ = 30◦ [Fig. 11(a2)] or φ = 60◦ [Fig. 11(a3)]
E0 is positive, thus being representative of the SF phase.
Recall that the same behavior has been concluded within
the eGPE in the quasi-2D geometry [Fig. 2(a2)]. Turning
to φ = 90◦, again the equilibrium state has negative en-
ergy [Fig. 11(a4)], a behavior that is related to the single
droplet state discussed in Fig. 5(a4)–(a8).

As a further proof-of-principle of our benchmark we
present in Figs. 11 (b) the equilibrium widths σx =
σy ≡ σr and σz as predicted in both the variational and
the eGPE methods for the quasi-2D geometry in terms
of φ. It becomes evident that the equilibrium widths
show almost the same behavior in both methods. A
discernible difference is that the variational calculation
overestimates (underestimates) the value of σz (σy) until
φ ≈ 20◦ but underestimates (overestimates) σz (σy) for
20◦ < φ < 80◦. Otherwise, they agree. Similar conclu-
sions can be drawn for the quasi-1D dBEC (not shown).

Appendix B: Further details on the numerical
implementation

For the convenience of our numerical simulations we
cast the eGPE of Eq. (2) into a dimensionless form. This
is achieved by rescaling the length, and time in terms
of the harmonic oscillator length losc =

√
~/mωx, and

the trap frequency ωx respectively, while the transformed
wave function obeys Ψ(r′, t′) =

√
l3osc/Nψ(r, t). The

resulting equation is solved using the split-time Crank-
Nicholson discretization scheme [90, 91]. The stationary
(lowest energy) states of the dBEC are obtained through
imaginary time propagation, effectively a gradient de-
scent algorithm. At each time-step of this procedure we
apply the transformation ψ(r′, t) → N1/2/‖ψ(r′, t)‖ (for
the desired N). This preserves the normalization of the
wave function, while convergence is reached as long as rel-
ative deviations of the wave function (at every grid point)
and energy between consecutive time-steps are smaller
than 10−6 and 10−8 respectively. This solution is then
used as an initial state for the quench dynamics where
the eGPE is propagated in real time. Since the dipo-
lar potential (Eq. (1)) is divergent at short distances it
is calculated in momentum space, see also Ref. [74] for
the analytical expression of the Fourier transformation
of the dipolar potential. Afterwards, we perform the in-
verse Fourier transform for obtaining the real space con-
tributions using the convolution theorem. Our simula-
tions are carried out in a 3D box characterized by a grid
(nx × ny × nz) corresponding to (256 × 256 × 128) and
(300×600×300) for the quasi-2D and the quasi-1D trap
respectively. The employed spatial discretization (grid
spacing) refers to ∆x = ∆y = ∆z = 0.1 losc, while the
time-step of the numerical integration is δt = 10−5/ωx.

Last but not least, our numerical approach to solve the
eGPE for describing the properties of dBECs has been
carefully benchmarked. As such, we have confirmed that
it is possible to reproduce a plethora of phases appear-
ing in the presence of a static magnetic field, e.g., from
Refs. [25, 33, 92], as well as results where a time-averaged
dipolar potential with a tilted magnetic field has been
used, for instance, according to Refs. [64, 66]. Moreover,
we have meticulously checked that in our setting (where
the LHY contribution is present) the time-averaged ap-
proach leads to the same results as explicitly following
the time-dependent DDI.

Appendix C: Collective excitations of the quenched
dBEC

As already mentioned in the main text, the dBEC un-
dergoes a collective breathing motion [30, 71] originating
from the interaction quench. A common experimentally
relevant measure for estimating the amplitude and fre-
quency of the underlying breathing is the center-of-mass
variance along the different spatial directions [71, 77]. It
offers a measure of the instantaneous width of the dBEC
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FIG. 12. Time-evolution of the dBEC widths [(a1), (a3), (a5)]
σx and [(a2), (a4), (a6)] σz quantifying the breathing motion
of the background caused by the quench. A quench from a SF
state with εdd = 1.1 towards (a1)-(a2) the SF, (a3)-(a4) the SS
and (a5)-(a6) the DLM phases characterized by specific post-
quench values of εdd (see legend). Apparently, a saturation
trend of the dynamically formed droplet lattice occurs [panels
(a5), (a6)]. The dBEC consists of N = 6×104 atoms confined
in quasi-2D trap with (ωx, ωy, ωz) = 2π × (45, 45, 133)Hz.

and it is defined by

ση =

√∫
dxdydz|ψ|2η2, (C1)

where η = {x, y, z}. Below, we shall analyze the dynam-
ics in the quasi-2D regime and therefore σx = σy 6= σz
because ωx = ωy 6= ωz. However, we should note that
such a breathing dynamics takes place equally also in the
quasi-1D case (not shown).

The temporal evolution of the condensate widths in
the λ-th direction utilizing a quench from a SF state with
εdd = 1.1 to the SF, SS and DLS phases is illustrated in
Fig. 12(a1)-(a6). For a final SF state, realized here in the

cases of εdd = 1.19 and εdd = 1.31, σx(t) exhibits an al-
most constant amplitude oscillatory behavior describing
the in-plane compression and expansion dynamics of the
cloud [Fig. 12(a1)]. As expected, the oscillation (breath-
ing) amplitude is reduced for smaller quench amplitudes.
For the respective frequency we find that σx(t) oscillates

in-phase with ω
x(y)
SF ≈ 67Hz at the early stages of the

evolution for both εdd = 1.19 and εdd = 1.31. Later

on, σx(t) possesses a smaller frequency ω
x(y)
SF ≈ 64Hz for

εdd = 1.31. Unlike σx(t), in the transversal direction
σz(t) exhibits multifrequency oscillations of time varying
amplitude [Fig. 12(a2)]. Generally, the breathing motion
does not decay in the SF regime.

Turning to a SS post-quench state we observe that
σx(t) experiences a peculiar beating pattern character-
ized by two dominant frequencies [Fig. 12(a3)]. They

correspond to ω
x(y)
SS,1 ≈ 73.147Hz and ω

x(y)
SS,2 ≈ 60.8Hz for

εdd = 1.45, while ω
x(y)
SS,1 = 75.96Hz and ω

x(y)
SS,2 ≈ 17.5Hz for

εdd = 1.53. The mode of higher frequency is related with
the deformation of the SS lattice, and the lower one to the
collective motion of the background superfluid, see also
Fig. 7(a1)-(a6). Evidently, upon reducing as, the higher
(lower) frequency mode increases (decreases). The in-
volvement of these low frequency compressional (breath-
ing) modes is inherently related to the manifestation of
the supersolid state, see also Ref. [31]. This response is
anticipated since for a smaller as the background den-
sity is more dilute, and the crystal structure becomes
more prominent. As such, the compressional mode as-
sociated with the crystal hardens whilst the lower one
vanishes [30]. Concluding, σz(t) initially features an in-
crease while fluctuating and after the formation of the SS
lattice it shows a saturation tendency [Fig. 12(a4)].

For the droplet region, a completely different response
takes place [Fig. 12(a5)-(a6)]. Particularly, σx(t) initially
increases and after the formation of the droplet cluster
around t = 4ms [see also Fig. 7(b4)], it shows an oscilla-
tory trend of decaying amplitude [Fig. 12(a5)], signaling
the collective expansion and contraction of the lattice.
Afterwards, in the long-time dynamics, σx(t) saturates
capturing the stationary configuration of the cluster. A
similar response can be seen in σz(t) [Fig. 12(a6)]; how-
ever, unlike σx(t), the growth of σz(t) is larger for increas-
ing post-quench as implying a larger amount of transver-
sal excitations.
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[57] F. Böttcher, J.-N. Schmidt, J. Hertkorn, K. S. H. Ng,
S. D. Graham, M. Guo, T. Langen, and T. Pfau, Rep.
Progr. Phys. 84, 012403 (2021).

[58] T. D. Lee, K. Huang, and C. N. Yang, Phys. Rev. 106,
1135 (1957).

[59] A. R. P. Lima and A. Pelster, Phys. Rev. A 86, 063609
(2012).

[60] H. Saito, J. Phys. Soc. Japan 85, 053001 (2016),
https://doi.org/10.7566/JPSJ.85.053001.

[61] R. N. Bisset, R. M. Wilson, D. Baillie, and P. B. Blakie,
Phys. Rev. A 94, 033619 (2016).

[62] D. Baillie, R. M. Wilson, R. N. Bisset, and P. B. Blakie,

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.155302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.155302
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.030401
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.030401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.021604
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.021604
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s41567-018-0054-7
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.050402
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.050402
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.183401
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.183401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.155301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.155301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.193002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.193002
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.215301
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/nature20126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.93.061603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.93.061603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.255302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.255302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.94.043618
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.94.043618
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.205301
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevX.6.041039
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevX.6.041039
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.160402
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.160402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.041601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.041601
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.043318
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.106.161
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(58)90037-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.84.759
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.84.759
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10909-012-0571-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1568-6
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.130405
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.1.033088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.1.033088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.9.021012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1569-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41567-020-01100-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41567-020-01100-3
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s41586-021-03725-7
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s41586-021-03725-7
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevX.9.011051
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevX.9.011051
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.265301
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.135301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.78.184505
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.78.132512
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.78.132512
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.102.013320
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.015301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.015301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature21431
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature21431
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.102.043304
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/nature21067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.045702
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.102.023322
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.103.013313
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.103.013313
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.100.023625
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.90.250403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.90.250403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.60.356
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.75.884
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.94.262
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00692035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/abc9ab
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/abc9ab
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.106.1135
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.106.1135
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.063609
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.063609
http://dx.doi.org/10.7566/JPSJ.85.053001
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.7566/JPSJ.85.053001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.94.033619


17

Phys. Rev. A 94, 021602 (2016).
[63] E. Poli, T. Bland, C. Politi, L. Klaus, M. A. Norcia,

F. Ferlaino, R. N. Bisset, and L. Santos, Phys. Rev. A
104, 063307 (2021).

[64] S. Giovanazzi, A. Görlitz, and T. Pfau, Phys. Rev. Lett.
89, 130401 (2002).

[65] D. Baillie and P. B. Blakie, Phys. Rev. A 101, 043606
(2020).

[66] S. B. Prasad, T. Bland, B. C. Mulkerin, N. G. Parker,
and A. M. Martin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 050401 (2019).

[67] Y. Tang, W. Kao, K.-Y. Li, and B. L. Lev, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 120, 230401 (2018).

[68] M. Guo and T. Pfau, Frontiers of Physics 16, 32202
(2020).

[69] Z.-H. Luo, W. Pang, B. Liu, Y.-Y. Li, and B. A. Mal-
omed, Frontiers of Physics 16, 32201 (2021).

[70] L. E. Young-S and S. K. Adhikari, Phys. Rev. A 105,
033311 (2022).

[71] S. Giovanni, A. Görlitz, and T. Pfau, Phys. Rev. Lett.
89, 130401 (2002).

[72] A. R. P. Lima and A. Pelster, Phys. Rev. A 84, 041604
(2011).

[73] M. Sohmen, C. Politi, L. Klaus, L. Chomaz, M. J. Mark,
M. A. Norcia, and F. Ferlaino, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126,
233401 (2021).
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