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The recent realization of binary dipolar BEC [Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 213601 (2018)] opens new
exciting aspects for studying quantum droplets and supersolids in a binary mixture. Motivated
by this experiment, we study groundstate phases and dynamics of a Dy-Dy mixture. Dipolar
bosonic mixture exhibits qualitatively novel and rich physics. Relying on the three-dimensional
numerical simulations in the extended Gross-Pitaevskii framework, we unravel the groundstate phase
diagrams and characterize different groundstate phases. The emergent phases include both miscible
and immiscible single droplet (SD), multiple droplets (MD), supersolid (SS), and superfluid (SF)
states. More intriguing mixed groundstates may occur for an imbalanced binary mixture, including
a combination of SS-SF, SS-MD, and SS-SS phases. We observed the dynamical transition from a
miscible MD state to an immiscible MD state with multiple domains formed along the axial direction
by tuning the inter-species scattering length. Also by linear quenches of intra-species scattering
lengths across the aforementioned phases, we monitor the dynamical formation of supersolid clusters
and droplet lattices. Although we have demonstrated the results for a Dy-Dy mixture and for a
specific parameter range of intra-species and inter-species scattering lengths, our results are generally
valid for other dipolar mixtures and may become an important benchmark for future experimental
scenarios.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum droplets are dilute liquid-like clusters of
atoms produced in a quantum fluid where the dominant
attractive mean-field-driven collapse is arrested by the
quantum fluctuations [1, 2]. The supersolid state is also
an intriguing state of matter in which the crystalline or-
der of quantum droplets and a global phase coherence
[3, 4] coexist as a result of background superfluid. Both
of these states were initially predicted and searched for
in liquid helium [5–8]. The ability to tune the interac-
tion strength between the particles of an ultracold atomic
gas through the Feshbach resonance [9] offers an excellent
platform for studying a plethora of rich physical phenom-
ena. In recent years the quest for quantum droplets and
supersolid states in ultracold gases has attracted signifi-
cant attention. Most theoretical and experimental stud-
ies over the last few years reveal the formation of droplets,
mainly in two different types of ultracold bosonic systems
discussed below.
Quantum droplets in ultracold atomic gases have been

first observed in single component dipolar bosonic gases
with sufficiently large magnetic dipole moments like dys-
prosium (Dy) [10–12], and erbium (Er) [13–15]. In this
case, when the dipole-dipole interaction (DDI) domi-
nates over the contact interaction in that regime, the
anisotropic and long-range characters of DDI lead to the
formation of self-bound quantum droplets [16–22] and
supersolid states [23–34]. These droplets with highly
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anisotropic properties have filament-like narrow trans-
verse widths and are elongated along the direction of the
external magnetic field.

Quantum droplets also have been realized in non-
dipolar binary homonuclear [35–39] and heteronuclear
[40, 41] Bose mixtures. Binary mixtures with an at-
tractive inter-species interaction lead to the formation of
miscible droplets. Unlike the droplets formed in a single
component dipolar BEC (dBEC) due to the anisotropic
and partial attractive nature of DDI, these droplets in a
binary system originate solely due to the contact inter-
action and, therefore, spherical (isotropic) in nature.

These phases have been widely explored in various ul-
tracold systems and different experimental setups, rang-
ing from rotating dipolar condensate [42–45], dBEC
under the influence of a rotating magnetic field [46–
49], optical lattice trapped dipolar condensate [50], lat-
tice trapped atomic mixtures [51–53], Rydberg systems
[54, 55], spin-orbit coupled systems [56, 57], molecular
BECs [58], and a binary mixture of dipolar-nondipolar
condensates [59, 60].

Recent experimental realization of binary dipolar con-
densates for the first time [61], and the ability to control
their intra-species and inter-species interaction strength
through the Feshbach resonance [62, 63] opens new ex-
citing aspects for the study of quantum droplets in a
mixture of binary dipolar condensates. Most of the re-
cent theoretical works mainly focus on the formation of a
self-bound droplet state in a binary dipolar mixture with-
out any trapping confinement. In contrast to non-dipolar
mixtures, due to the anisotropic dipolar counterpart for-
mation of a new class of self-bound miscible, immiscible
quantum droplets are predicted [64–69].

In this article, we theoretically investigate the possi-
bility of forming different groundstate phases of a bi-
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nary dBEC (Dy-Dy mixture) confined in a quasi-two-
dimensional harmonic trap. For a balanced system,
we observe four different groundstate phases: superfluid
(SF), supersolid (SS), and single, multiple droplets (SD,
MD) that exist in both miscible and immiscible phases.
Both components form identical shapes in the miscible
regime. Whereas, in the immiscible domain, we observe
axially immiscible SD and MD states, and radially im-
miscible asymmetric SS and SF states. The energetically
favored groundstate depends on the number of atoms,
intra- and inter-component interactions, and the trap ge-
ometry. We depict the phase diagrams and demark all
these phases. For an imbalanced mixture, more intrigu-
ing states like a mixture of SS-SF, SS-MD, and SS-SS
states formed. We have also shown that in an immisci-
ble impurity regime, where one of the components con-
sists of a very small number of atoms (minor component),
the major component with a larger number of atoms can
bind the impurity component along the axial direction
and form a self-bound droplet state for a small intra-
species scattering length. Whereas, for comparatively
large intra- and inter-species scattering lengths the ma-
jor component cannot hold the minor component along
the axial position. Rather it is pushed along the radi-
ally outward direction in presence of the harmonic trap-
ping potential and forms an immiscible mixed state. Us-
ing the time-dependent coupled eGPE, we also study the
dynamics of a balanced binary system across the above-
mentioned phase boundaries.
This paper is structured as follows. Section II de-

scribes the theory and formalism, including the cou-
pled extended Gross-Pitaevskii equation (eGPE) and the
overlap integral to distinguish the miscible and immisci-
ble phases. In Sec. III, we extract the phase diagrams
of the quasi-2D dipolar binary BEC. Sec. IV charac-
terizes different possible groundstates for an imbalanced
binary mixture. In Sec. V, we explore real-time dynam-
ics and the formation of 2D miscible-immiscible droplet
and supersolid states by using the time-dependent eGPE.
A summary of our findings, together with future aspects,
is provided in Sec. VI. Appendix A describes the ingre-
dients of our numerical simulations. Appendix B is de-
voted to the variational solution within the same shape
approximation (SSA) framework. Appendix C delineates
the contrast phase diagrams to differentiate the super-
fluid, supersolid, and droplet phases. In Appendix D,
we describe the effective potential experienced by one
condensate due to the presence of the other condensate.
Finally, in Appendix E, we have shown the time evolu-
tion of density profiles and the overlap integral following
an interaction quench of a miscible SF state across the
relevant phase boundaries.

II. THEORY

We consider a mixture of two species of dipolar bosonic
atoms with a large magnetic dipole moment µm

i (i = 1, 2)

polarized along the z direction by an external magnetic
field and confined in a circular symmetric harmonic trap-
ping potential. In the ultracold regime, the atoms of
species-i are characterized by the macroscopic wave func-
tion ψi, whose temporal evolution is described by the
coupled eGPE:

i~
∂ψi(r, t)

∂t
=
[

− ~
2

2mi
∇2 + Vt(r) +

2
∑

j=1

(

gij |ψj(r, t)|2+
∫

dr′V dd
ij (r− r

′)|ψj(r
′, t)|2

)

+∆µi

]

ψi(r, t).

(1)

Here, Vt(r) = 1
2
miω

2(x2 + y2 + λ2z2) is the harmonic
trapping potential with angular frequencies ωx = ωy =
ω, ωz; mi is the atomic mass of the i’th species and
λ = ωz/ω is the trap aspect ratio. The short-range intra-
and inter-component interaction strengths are given by
gii = 4π~2aii/mi and gij = 2π~2aij/mij , respectively.
Here, aii and aij are the intra- and inter-component scat-
tering length of atoms and mij = mimj/(mi+mj) is the
reduced mass. Apart from the contact interaction, there
exists a long-range DDI between the atoms, and it takes
the form

V dd
ij (r) =

3gddij
4π

(

1− 3 cos2 θ

r3

)

, (2)

where gddij = 2π~2addij /mij is the DDI strength between
the atoms of i’th and j’th species, with the DDI length
addij = µ0µ

m
i µ

m
j mij/6π~

2, and θ is the angle between the
axis linking the two particles and the dipole polarization
direction (z-axis). The last term appearing in Eq.(1)
represents the correction to the chemical potential re-
sulting from the effect of quantum fluctuation given by
[64, 65, 68]

∆µi =
m

3/2
i

3
√
2π2~3

∑

±

∫ 1

0

du Re{Ii±}, (3)

where

I1± =

(

Ũ11±
δ1Ũ11 + 2Ũ2

12n2
√

δ21 + 4Ũ2
12n1n2

)(

n1Ũ11+

n2Ũ22 ±
√

δ21 + 4Ũ2
12n1n2

)3/2

, (4)

with δ1 = n1Ũ11 −n2Ũ22, and Ũij(u) = gij [1+ ǫddij (3u
2 −

1)], being the Fourier transform of the total interaction
potential and the dimensionless parameter ǫddij = addij /aij ,
quantifies the relative strength of DDI to the contact in-
teraction between the atoms in species-i and j. A similar
expression for ∆µ2 can be easily obtained with δ2 = −δ1.
The order parameters of each of the condensates are nor-
malized to the total number of atoms in that species
Ni =

∫

dr|ψi(r)|2.
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A. Overlap integral

A binary dBEC can exhibit a miscible or immiscible
phase. A well-known measure to characterize these two
phases is the overlap integral, defined as

Λ =

[∫

drn1(r)n2(r)
]2

[∫

drn2
1(r)

] [∫

drn2
2(r)

] , (5)

where ni(r) = |ψi(r)|2 is the densities of the species-
i. Λ = 1 implies maximal spatial overlap between the
condensates, i.e., the system is in a completely miscible
state. Whereas, a complete phase separation (immiscible
phase) corresponds to Λ = 0.

III. GROUNDSTATE PHASES OF A
BALANCED MIXTURE

To illustrate the groundstate properties and explore
different phases of a Dy-Dy mixture1, we find that the
intriguing parameters are the intra- and inter-component
scattering lengths (aii, aij), the trap aspect ratio (λ) and
the number of atoms in the condensate (Ni). Here, we
consider a balanced mixture with equal intra-species in-
teractions (a11 = a22, a

dd
11 = add22) and an equal number of

particles in each species (N1 = N2 = N). We first evalu-
ate the groundstate of the binary mixture as a function
of intra- and inter-component scattering lengths and the
number of atoms in the species i = 1, 2 keeping the trap
aspect ratio fixed at λ = 2.95. Subsequently, we also in-
vestigate the effect of trap geometry on the groundstate
phases by varying the trap aspect ratio with the intra-
species scattering length for a fixed number of particles
and inter-species scattering length.
A binary mixture can be either in a miscible or immis-

cible phase. We differentiate the miscible and immiscible
phases by numerically evaluating the overlap integral Λ
(Eq. (5)). In the large N limit, the effect of quantum
pressure is negligible compared to the non-linear inter-
actions, and the condensate can be well approximated
by the Thomas-Fermi (TF) approximation. Thus im-
miscibility is completely determined by the intra- and
inter-component scattering lengths for a balanced system
(where we can apply SSA, see the Appendix B) and the
transition occurs when a12 =

√
a11a22. However, when

both condensates consist of a small number of particles,
quantum pressure makes a significant contribution to the
condition of immiscibility transition. Quantum pressure

of individual species is Pi =
~
2

2mi
√
ni
∇2√ni, where ni is

the density of the species-i. This pressure describes the

1 We consider both the species have equal mass m. This is a good
approximation for the mixture of 162Dy, 164Dy (suitable for ex-
periments) with a relative difference between mass extremes of
less than 2%.

attractive force due to spatial variation of density, which
becomes maximum at the interface when the two con-
densates are in an immiscible phase. As a consequence,
to minimize the quantum pressure energy for a small
number of particles, the miscible to immiscible transition
boundary deviated from a12 =

√
a11a22 and the binary

system favors the miscible state more, as can be seen in
Fig. 1(a) and 1(b).
Due to the anisotropic DDI, the SF, SS, and droplet

(SD andMD) phases emerge in a dBEC. These phases are
best characterized by the density contrast C = (nmax −
nmin)/(nmax + nmin) [60], where nmax and nmin are the
neighbouring maximum and minimum densities as one
moves on the x − y plane (a plane perpendicular to the
polarization direction). This allows us to depict different
phase domains in the phase diagrams, where we take C =
0 to be a superfluid phase, and consider 0 < C < 0.96 to
be a supersolid and C > 0.96 as a droplet state [60]. For a
detailed discussion on the density contrast see Appendix
C.

A. Phsae diagrams of binary dipolar condensate

1. Intra-species scattering length (aii) vs. population (N)

Here we construct a groundstate phase diagram with
the intra-species scattering length aii (i = 1, 2) and the
number of particles N1 = N2 = N for a constant inter-
species scattering length a12 (see Fig. 1(a)). To demon-
strate the phase diagram, we fix the inter-species scatter-
ing length at a12 = 90aB and vary the intra-component
scattering length aii from 60aB to 120aB, and the num-
ber of atoms N from 103 to 105 of each species. The
balanced binary mixture remains in a miscible phase for
a large value of aii(> a12). Miscible to immiscible tran-
sition for large number of particles, N > 4 × 104, occurs
at aii = 90aB (a12 =

√
a11a22). However as mentioned

above, for N < 4× 104, this transition occurs at smaller
aii(< 90aB). This transition is indicated by the solid
white line corresponding to Λ = 0.5 in Fig. 1(a). For
sufficiently large aii, due to the dominated short-range
contact type interactions over the DDI, the binary dipo-
lar mixture remains in a miscible SF state. It corresponds
to a smooth (non-modulated) quasi 2D TF density dis-
tribution with a low peak density (see Fig. 2(d)). As
we decrease aii down to a critical value, each component
of the mixture undergoes an abrupt phase transition to
a 2D SS state (overlapping droplets) for a sufficiently
large number of particles (N > 2× 104). These droplets
are coupled via a low-density superfluid. In this regime,
we get two coexisting miscible SS states (Fig. 2(c)) due
to aii > a12. In contrast, for a small number of par-
ticles N < 2 × 104, no droplet nucleation is observed
in this regime, and both the components of the binary
mixture remain in a miscible superfluid state. When fur-
ther decreasing aii below 90aB, two components become
immiscible due to comparatively large inter-component
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FIG. 1. Groundstate phase diagrams in an oblate harmonic
trap of a balanced Dy-Dy mixture as a function of the num-
ber of particles and (a) intra- and (b) inter-component s-wave
scattering length. The colorbar corresponds to the value of
overlap integral Λ. The white solid contour has been drawn at
Λ = 0.5 and it indicates the phase transition from a miscible
to an immiscible groundstate. The other two white dashed
and dash-dotted lines are drawn at Λ = 0.9 and Λ = 0.1, re-
spectively. Whereas the black dashed lines separate the phase
diagram in superfluid (SF), supersolid (SS), and single, mul-
tiple insulating droplets (SD, MD) states. Some examples
of immiscible 3D isosurfaces of (c) SD ( ), (d) MD ( ), (e)
SS ( ), and (f) SF ( ) states are highlighted by the symbols
demarked in the groundstate phase diagrams (a) and (b). Re-
sults are for the case of N1 = N2 = N , (a) a12 = 90aB , (b)
aii = 90aB with add

ii = 131aB (µm
i = 9.93µB) where aB is the

Bohr radius, and (ωx, ωy , ωz) = 2π × (45, 45, 133)Hz.

scattering length (a12 > aii) and the density overlap be-
tween the droplets vanishes rapidly. In this sufficiently
low aii regime to minimize the DDI energy, atoms of each
species form multiple separate domains along the axial
direction and the binary mixture forms a multi-domain
droplet state. Since we have taken a balanced mixture
with equal intra- and inter-species interaction strength,
the binary mixture forms a symmetric immiscible droplet
state. For a small number of particles, we observed an
immiscible single droplet state (SD) (Fig. 1(c)). In the
case of a sufficiently large number of particles, we obtain
an immiscible multiple droplet state (MD) (Fig. 1(d)).

2. Inter-species scattering length (a12) vs. population (N)

Now, in case of a fixed intra-component scattering
length (aii = 90aB), we construct a groundstate phase di-
agram (see Fig. 1(b)) by varying the inter-species scatter-
ing length a12 and the number of atomsN in each species.
For a sufficiently large a12(> 80aB) and a small number
of particles, the stationary state solution of the dipolar
mixture is a miscible SF state. The increase in the num-
ber of particles N induces a transition to an immiscible

FIG. 2. Groundstate density profiles of a miscible (a) SD ( ),
(b) MD ( ), and (c) SS ( ), and (d) SF ( ) states, are high-
lighted by the corresponding marker demarked in the ground-
state phase diagrams (see Fig.1(a), (b)). ni is the density of
the species-i, where i = 1, 2 (both the components have iden-
tical shapes). The first and second row represents the inte-
grated density profile in the xy (ni(x, y) =

∫
dz ni(x, y, z))

and xz (ni(x, z) =
∫
dy ni(x, y, z)) planes, respectively.

Colorbar represents the density of each species in units of
103µm−2. Results are for the case of a Dy-Dy mixture with
N1 = N2 = N, a11 = a22, add

ii = 131aB (µm
i = 9.93µB), and

{ωx, ωy, ωz} = 2π×{45, 45, 133}Hz. Other parameters are (a)
aii = 90aB , a12 = 70aB , N = 3× 104, (b) aii = 90aB , a12 =
70aB , N = 6×104, (c) aii = 100aB , a12 = 90aB , N = 6×104

and (d) aii = 116aB , a12 = 90aB , N = 4× 104.

SF regime. In this case, since we have taken a balanced
mixture, there is no preference over which one particu-
lar component remains at the center. So the groundstate
of the balanced binary mixture has one domain of each
species and is separated along the x − y plane (radial
direction), producing an asymmetric immiscible SF state
(see Fig. 1(f)). As we further increase the number of par-
ticles (N > 4× 104), the smooth non-modulated density
profile of each domain undergoes a phase transition and
each species develops a periodic density modulated pat-
tern along the x−y plane. The density humps (droplets)
are connected by lower-density regions (superfluid). Both
species unveil SS properties. However as we discussed
above, in this phase regime due to large a12 (> aii), the
phase of the binary mixture is radially separated and we
obtain an asymmetric immiscible SS state (Fig. 1(e)).
At a lower a12(< aii), the density overlap between the
droplets in each species vanishes completely. Further-
more, depending on the number of particles, the binary
system displays a miscible SD (small number of particles)
and MD (large number of particles) state as portrayed in
Fig. 2(a) and 2(b).

3. Intra-species scattering length vs. trap aspect ratio (λ)

So far, we have discussed the effect of intra- and inter-
species contact interactions on the groundstate of a bi-
nary dipolar mixture for different numbers of atoms.
However, the trap aspect ratio λ = ωz/ω (trap geometry)
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FIG. 3. Shows the groundstate phase diagram of a Dy-Dy
mixture as a function of intra-component s-wave scattering
length (aii) and trap aspect ratio (λ). The shading represents
the peak density of the combined binary system. The black
dashed lines indicate phase boundaries between the superfluid
state (SF) with a low-peak density, a supersolid (SS) and a
droplet state (SD and MD) with a high peak density. The
large black dot encircled by a red border demarks the critical
point (CP) and the white solid line has been drawn at Λ =
0.5, representing the immiscibility phase boundary. Results
are for the case of N1 = N2 = 6 × 104, 164Dy atoms with
add
ii = 131aB (µm

i = 9.93µB) where aB is the Bohr radius and
µB is Bohr magneton.

is also one of the key parameters to explore different pos-
sible groundstate phases. Trap geometry influences the
condensate shape as well as the DDI energy. The aver-
age DDI energy changes from negative to positive as the
shape of the condensate changes from prolate to oblate.
To construct a phase diagram with λ and intra-species
scattering length aii(i = 1, 2), we fix the inter-species
scattering length at a12 = 90aB and number of particles
at N1 = N2 = 6×104. In Fig. 3, we plot the peak density
corresponding to the groundstate of a binary mixture as
a function of λ and aii. The peak density results em-
phasize a significant change in the density among the SF
and SS, droplet (SD and MD) phases (The SS and droplet
phases are approximately two orders of magnitude denser
than the SF phase). We demark all these phase bound-
aries by black dashed lines. All these phase transition
lines terminate at a critical point (CP). Beyond this crit-
ical point, there is no abrupt phase transition. Rather a
smooth evolution among the above-mentioned phases is
observed. A similar kind of behavior was also observed
for a single component dBEC [17]. Here, the immiscibil-
ity boundary is close to a12 =

√
a11a22 = 90aB (as we

discussed earlier for a large number of atoms) marked by
the white solid line drawn at Λ = 0.5 in Fig. 3. The
region below (aii < a12) and above (aii > a12) the white
solid line corresponds to the phase-separated (immisci-

FIG. 4. Miscible and immiscible SD state in an imbal-
anced mixture. (a1), (a2) Shows the integrated axial den-
sity of species-1 (violet) and species-2 (green) of a misci-
ble and immiscible SD state, respectively. (b1), (b2) Show
the corresponding chemical potential densities along the ax-
ial direction (z-axis). Results are for the case of a11 =
70aB , a22 = 80aB , N1 = 104, N2 = 5 × 103 and (a1), (b1)
a12 = 65aB (<

√
a11a22), (a2), (b2) a12 = 75aB (>

√
a11a22).

In both cases the binary mixture is confined in an oblate shape
harmonic trap with (ωx, ωy, ωz) = 2π × (45, 45, 133)Hz.

ble) and miscible phase domains, respectively.

IV. SUPERSOLID AND DROPLETS STATE IN
AN IMBALANCED MIXTURE

Now we consider an imbalanced binary mixture, where
the intra-species interactions and number of particles
among the components are not equal (a11 6= a22 and
N1 6= N2). In addition to all the possible groundstates
discussed so far, some mixed states like a mixture of SS-
SF, SS-MD, and SS-SS states are formed in this case.
Here, we consider a Dy-Dy mixture with intra-species
scattering lengths a11 = 70aB, a22 = 80aB, and the con-
densates contain N1 = 104 and N2 = 5 × 103 number
of atoms. With these chosen values of parameters, the
binary mixture undergoes a miscible SD to immiscible
SD phase transition beyond a12 ≈ 75aB. To look into
these miscible and immiscible SD states of the imbal-
anced mixture, we depict the integrated density profiles
n1z and n2z of both species along the axial direction in
Figs. 4(a1) and 4(a2), respectively. In the first scenario
with a12 = 65aB (<

√
a11a22), the density profiles of

both the species completely overlap with each other and
form a miscible SD state (see Fig. 4(a1)). However,
as we increase a12 beyond the miscible to immiscible
transition value, species-1 (major component) remains at
the center, due to its larger population (atom number)
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FIG. 5. Shows the 3D isosurface density profiles of (species-1
(red), species-2 (violet)) immiscible groundstates in an imbal-
anced binary mixture, drawn at 10% of the respective peak
densities. (a1) Immiscible SD state along the z direction, pa-
rameters remain same as of Fig. 4(a2). (a2)−(a4) show vari-
ous mixed ground states like (a2) SS-SF, (a3) SS-MD, and (a4)
SS-SS states in x− y plane. (b1)−(b4) show different pattern
formation at the interface of two species in an imbalanced
mixture. Results are for the case of a binary dBEC confined
in a harmonic trap with {ωx, ωy , ωz} = 2π×{45, 45, 133} Hz,
(a2)−(a4) a11 = 90aB , a22 = 95aB , a12 = 95aB , and N1 =
6× 104, and for (b1)−(b4) a11 = 90aB , a22 = 100aB , a12 =
100aB . Other parameters are (a2) N2 = 5 × 103, (a3) N2 =
2× 104, (a4) N2 = 5× 104 (b1) N1 = 6× 104, N2 = 103, (b2)
N1 = 6×104 , N2 = 5×103, (b3)N1 = 8×104, N2 = 1.5×104 ,
and (b4) N1 = 105, N2 = 3× 104.

and smaller intra-species scattering length. The species-
2 (minor component) is pushed along the axial direction
and resides at each extreme end of the domain formed by
the major component (see Fig. 4(a2)). See Appendix D
for the discussion on the effective potential experienced
by each species due to the presence of the other compo-
nent.
The reason behind these kinds of density distributions

can be clearly understood from the chemical potential
densities along the axial direction (µz) of each species
as shown in Figs. 4(b1, b2). In the miscible SD state,
the chemical potential densities of each component are
negative indicating that both components are self-bound.
Despite having a different number of particles and intra-
species scattering lengths, the large negative chemical po-
tential of the major component sets the spatial width of
both species equal (see Fig. 4(b1)). The chemical poten-
tial of each species increases with a12. In the immiscible
SD and MD regimes, the chemical potential density of
the minor component becomes positive. However, due
to the negative chemical potential density of the major
component along the axial direction, the minor compo-
nent is bound at each end of the domain formed by the
major component (Fig. 4(b2)). We have shown the cor-
responding 3D isosurface density profile of the immis-
cible SD state in Fig. 5(a1). In absence of the major
component, the minor component can not bind itself in
these axial positions. The total chemical potential of
the binary mixture in this state is still negative, which

FIG. 6. (a)-(b) Shows the effective potential due to the pres-
ence of the other component of a SS-SF mixed state in the x-y
plane. Colorbar represents the effective potential in units of
~ωx. (c) Shows the corresponding chemical potential densities
of species-1 (red), and species-2 (light-green) along the x-axis.
Results are for the case of a11 = 90aB , a22 = 100aB , a12 =
100aB , N1 = 105, N2 = 3 × 104, and the imbalanced bi-
nary mixture is confined in a harmonic trap potential with
(ωx, ωy , ωz) = 2π × (45, 45, 133)Hz.

implies that together they form a self-bound immiscible
droplet state.

Mixed groundstates can be formed when both the con-
densates of the binary mixture have comparatively large
intra-species scattering lengths and form partially or
completely phase-separated (immiscible) groundstates.
Various groundstates of mixed phases like SS-SF, SS-MD
and SS-SS formed in a binary dBEC depending upon
the number of atoms, intra- and inter-species scattering
lengths. The 3D isosurface density profiles of these mixed
states are shown in Fig. 5(a2 − a4). In this regime, be-
yond a critical value of a11 and a22 (here we consider
a11 < a22), both the components have a slightly posi-
tive chemical potential. Further, the first species with
smaller intra-species interaction and larger number of
atoms occupies the central position of the trap, similar
to the previous case. However, due to the positive chem-
ical potential, it (the major component) can not hold
the second species at each end along the axial direction.
Rather in the presence of a harmonic trap, the minor
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FIG. 7. Tuning the inter-species scattering lengths (a12) for the fixed values of aii = 90aB . Panel (a) shows the linear ramp
with ramp time ton = 100ms. From an initial value of a12 = 70aB , the inter-species scattering lengths are tuned to the final
values a12 = 95aB and a12 = 100aB , respectively, through this ramp. Panel (b) shows the corresponding variation of the
overlap integral with time. (c1 − f3) Shows the snapshots of the density profile of species-1 n1(x, z, y = 0) (c1 − f1), species-2
n2(x, z, y = 0) (c2 − f2), and of the total system n(x, z, y = 0) (c3 − f3), following a quench from a miscible MD state with
a12 = 70aB to an immiscible MD state with a12 = 100aB . Both the condensate consist of N = 6×104 atoms, and the balanced
binary mixture is confined in a harmonic trap with (ωx, ωy, ωz) = 2π × (45, 45, 133)Hz. The colorbar denotes the density in
units of µm−2.

component is pushed along the radially outward direc-
tion as illustrated in Figs. 5((a2)−(a4)) for the scatter-
ing lengths a11 = 90aB, a22 = 95aB and a12 = 95aB and
the species-1 contains N1 = 6 × 104 number of atoms.
For different numbers of atoms in the second species
N2 = 103, 2×104 and 5×104 we observe different mixed
phases like SS-SF (Fig. 5(a2)), SS-MD (Fig. 5(a3)) and
SS-SS (Fig. 5(a4)), respectively. The effective poten-
tial experienced by each species due to the presence of
the other species plays a crucial role in determining the
position of the condensates in the trap. In Figs. 6(a),
6(b), we have shown the effective potential experienced
by each species in the x − y plane for a SS-SF mixed
state corresponding to the density profile as shown in
Fig. 5(b4). The corresponding chemical potential den-
sities along the x-axis (µx) are also shown in Fig. 6(c).
As we explained earlier, both the condensates have posi-
tive chemical potential densities along the x-axis (see Fig.
6(c)). Moreover, the first species experiences a minimum
effective potential at the trap center while the second
species finds the same at the periphery of the first con-
densate and forms a radially immiscible mixture.

Interestingly enough, in an SS-SF mixed state, var-
ious polygonal shape patterns form at the interface of
the two species depending upon the number of droplets
in the SS state, as shown in Figs. 5((b1)−(b4)). The

number of droplets can be varied by changing either the
number of atoms or the intra-species scattering lengths.
For the visualization of these polygonal patterns, we
choose the intra-, and inter-species scattering lengths to
be a11 = 90aB, a22 = 100aB and a12 = 100aB, and the
number of atoms (N1, N2) to be (6 × 104, 103), (6 ×
104, 5 × 103), (8 × 104, 1.5 × 104), and (105, 3 × 104)
which are corresponding to the triangular (Fig. 5(b1)),
rectangular (Fig. 5(b2)), pentagonal (Fig. 5(b3)) and
hexagonal (Fig. 5(b4)) shapes patterns, respectively, at
the interface.

V. DYNAMICS

So far we have discussed the phase diagrams of a
balanced binary mixture and different possible ground-
states in an imbalanced binary mixture. Now we ex-
plore the effect of tuning intra- and inter-species scat-
tering lengths of a balanced binary mixture in real-
time dynamics. Consider the first case where we ini-
tially prepare the dBEC in a miscible MD regime, with
aii = 90aB, a12 = 70aB and N1 = N2 = 6×104. We then
perform two different slow linear ramps for increasing the
value of a12, one from 70aB to 95aB, and the other from
70aB to 100aB over a ramp time ton = 100 ms. After
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ñ1(kx)(a1)

−10

0

10

k
x
(µ

m
−
1
)
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FIG. 8. Shows the time evolution of the momentum space
density (a1) of species-1 ñ1(kx), (a2) species-2 ñ2(kx), and
(a3) of the total system ñ(kx), following a linear quench with
ramp time ton = 100ms from a miscible SF state with aii =
120aB to a immiscible MD state with aii = 85aB . Both the
condensate consists of N = 6 × 104 atoms, a12 = 90aB , and
the balanced binary mixture is confined in a harmonic trap
with (ωx, ωy, ωz) = 2π×(45, 45, 133)Hz. The colorbar denotes
the density in the kx-space, in units of 103µm.

that, the inter-species scattering length a12 is kept con-
stant to check the stability of the evolved system (see Fig.
7(a)). We find both the evolutions produce dynamically
stable droplets, and these results are also consistent with
the formation of a self-bound droplet state in a trap-less
system [65, 68]. In Fig. 7(b) and 7(c), we have shown the
time evolution of the overlap integral (Λ) and the density
profile of each species in the x− z-plane (ni(x, z, y = 0)),
respectively.

Initially, while a12 < aii, the mixture forms a misci-
ble MD state. As soon as a12 > aii, the system un-

FIG. 9. Snapshots of the density profile of the composite
binary system in momentum space following a linear quench
with ramp time ton = 100ms from a miscible SF state with
aii = 120aB to an immiscible MD state with aii = 85aB

keeping the inter-species scattering length a12 fixed at 90aB .
(a) Initially at t = 0ms, a single peak corresponds to the
SF state at kx = 0 µm−1, (b) at t = 55.7 ms,appearance of
two symmetric roton peak at kx = ±3.05 µm−1. The insets
show the corresponding density distribution ñ(kx, ky, kz=0)
in (kx, ky)-plane. Parameters are same as of Fig. 8.

dergoes a miscible to immiscible transition. Near the
transition time, the value of the overlap integral rapidly
changes from 1 to 0. Due to this sudden change, each
component forms multiple periodic segregated domains
along the axial direction and forms a completely phase-
separated density profile. In this state, the density profile
of each component is complementary to the other, and
together they form an axially symmetric immiscible MD
state.
Subsequently, we also explore the quench dynamics of

a balanced binary mixture, starting from a SF state in a
miscible regime. In this case, dynamics are triggered by
reducing the intra-species scattering lengths into a mis-
cible and immiscible SS regime. For a fixed inter-species
scattering length at a12 = 90aB, we perform two interac-
tion quenches by linearly reducing the intra-species scat-
tering length aii, one from 120aB to 95aB, and the other
from 120aB to 85aB over a time period ton = 100 ms, af-
ter which aii is held constant (see Fig. 13(a) in Appendix
E), and we observe the time evolution of the binary sys-
tem. In both quenching processes, as aii is reduced, the
system undergoes a roton instability at aii ≈ 100aB. In
Fig. 8, we have shown the time evolution of momentum
space density ñ(kx), following the quench aii = 120aB
to 85aB. Initially, up to t = 55.7 ms, the binary mix-
ture forms a miscible SF state which corresponds to a
single density peak at (kx, ky) = (0, 0) µm−1 (see Fig.
9(a)). Later following the roton2 instability at the phase
boundary, a ring of radius 3.05 µm−1 is readily visible
in the kx−ky plane and for ky = 0, the density pro-
file n(kx, ky = 0) corresponds to the appearance of two

2 The roton modes are characterized by the quantum number m

[70–72]. In the (kx − ky) plane, the roton population is spread
over a ring which corresponds to a radial roton mode with m = 0.
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additional side peaks in the momentum space (similar
like a cigar-shaped trap geometry) (see Fig. 9(b)). The
symmetric side peaks in the momentum space essentially
indicate a periodic density modulation in the real space.
The binary dipolar mixture forms a miscible SS state
in the time interval t = 55.7 ms (aii = 100.5aB) and
t = 85.7 ms (aii = 90aB). As the aii is reduced further
the system enters into a MD phase domain and when
aii < a12, the overlap integral (Λ) changes from 1 to 0
rapidly (see Fig. 13(b)), and the system forms an im-
miscible MD state. The characteristic density snapshots,
while performing the quench of aii from 120aB to 95aB,
in the x-y plane are presented in Figs. 13((c1) − (e3) in
Appendix E).

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we have theoretically investigated the
scope of formation of two-dimensional supersolid and
droplet lattice states in a binary dBEC. We performed
an in-depth investigation and demonstrated that a bi-
nary dipolar mixture confined in a circular symmetric
trap could exhibit a large variety of groundstate phases
with rich properties inaccessible for a non-dipolar binary
mixture and in a single component dBEC. The emer-
gent phases include SF, SS, SD, and MD states both in
miscible and immiscible phase domains. The interplay
between intra-, inter-species contact interaction and the
anisotropic dipole-dipole interaction leads to the forma-
tion of all these phases. Numerically solving the coupled
eGPE, we obtain all these results. Besides the 3D numer-
ical simulation, we also employ a variational approach in
the SSA framework to validate our results. Although in
this work we have demonstrated the results for a Dy-Dy
mixture and a specific range of atom-atom interaction
strengths, our analysis can be considered as one step for-
ward in the direction of the formation of more exciting
new phases in binary dipolar BECs yet to be revealed in
ongoing and future research works.
We have examined different groundstate phases in a

balanced binary dBEC, and depicted the phase dia-
grams as a function of the number of particles, intra-,
and inter-species scattering lengths. We also monitor
the effect of trap geometry in terms of trap aspect ra-
tio on the groundstate phases. More intriguing mixed
phases appear for an imbalanced mixture. In the miscible
phase domain, both condensates possess exactly identi-
cal shapes. Whereas in the immiscible phase domain, we
observe two types of immiscible phases: (i) axially im-
miscible phase, and (ii) radially immiscible phase. The
axially immiscible phase for a self-bound droplet state
without any trapping confinement is predicted in some
of the recent theoretical works. However, the radially
immiscible phases have not been reported so far to the
best of our knowledge.
In the self-bound immiscible droplet regime, due to the

dominant anisotropic dipole-dipole interaction, the com-

ponent with a larger atom number and smaller intra-
species scattering length takes the central position of
the droplet and forms two potential minima at its two
outer edges along the axial direction. The second com-
ponent with a slightly positive chemical potential energy
is docked at the above-mentioned position by the first
component with a negative chemical potential energy
and forms an axially immiscible self-bound droplet state.
The chemical potential of each condensate increases with
the increase of intra- and inter-species scattering length.
Hence in an immiscible regime for a comparatively large
value of intra-species scattering length, the chemical po-
tential of both the component becomes positive, and no
longer the major component can hold the minor compo-
nent at the axial position. For an imbalanced mixture in
the presence of a circularly symmetric harmonic trap, the
minor component with a comparatively small number of
atoms and large intra-species scattering length is pushed
along the radially outward direction and forms a radially
immiscible state. Depending on the value of intra-species
scattering lengths, each species can form a MD, SS, or
SF state. Whereas for a balanced system, none of the
condensates have such biasness due to equal interaction
strength and hence forming a radially asymmetric phase-
separated state.

Utilizing our groundstate phase diagrams for a bal-
anced binary mixture as a reference, we explore the dy-
namics across the phase boundaries by tuning the inter-
action strengths. The dynamical transition across the
phase boundaries initially governs some instability in
the system, leading to the formation of some metastable
states in the intermediate time scale. In long-time dy-
namics, we have shown the dynamical phase transition
from a miscible droplet state to an immiscible droplet
state with multiple domains and a crossover from a SF
state to a MD droplet state via a SS state.

Our observations pave the way for several future re-
search directions. In this work, we have restricted our
study to a particular Dy-Dy (homonuclear) mixture.
However, it would be intriguing to explore the forma-
tion of different possible phases in a heteronuclear binary
dipolar mixture like Er-Dy mixture [61–63]. Further-
more, one straightforward option is to investigate the life-
time of these phases by incorporating the effect of three-
body interaction loss [15, 34]. Another intriguing direc-
tion would be to consider the impact of thermal fluctua-
tion and unravel corresponding phases as well as dynam-
ical nucleation of the supersolid and droplet lattice in the
finite temperature limit [73, 74]. Moreover, the evapora-
tion cooling mechanism is an alternative approach to the
interaction quench and provides the prospects of form-
ing a long-lived 2D supersolid state in a binary dipolar
mixture [24]. Another vital prospect would be to in-
vestigate quantum turbulence [75–77], pattern formation
[29, 78–80] and various topological excitations such as
the formation of vortex clusters and solitary waves in a
binary dipolar condensate. Finally, the observation dis-
cussed in this work would be equally fascinating beyond
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the Lee-Huang-Yang description [81, 82].

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Koushik Mukherjee and S.I.Mistakidis for
fruitful discussions. We also acknowledge the National
Supercomputing Mission (NSM) for providing computing
resources of ‘PARAM Shakti’ at IIT Kharagpur, which is
implemented by C-DAC and supported by the Ministry
of Electronics and Information Technology (MeitY) and
Department of Science and Technology (DST), Govern-
ment of India.

Appendix A: Numerical Methods

Results in this work are based on three-dimensional
numerical simulations in the coupled eGPE (Eq. (1))
framework. For the sake of the convenience of numer-
ical simulations and better computational precision, we
cast the coupled eGPE into a dimensionless form. This
is achieved by rescaling the length scale and time scale in
terms of oscillator length losc =

√

~/mωx and ωx trap-
ping frequency along the x direction. Under this trans-
formation, the wave function of species-i obeys ψi(r

′) =
√

l3osc/Niψi(r), where Ni is the number of particles in
species-i. After the transformation of variables into di-
mensionless quantities the coupled eGPE is solved by
split-step-Crank-Nicolson scheme [83]. Since the dipo-
lar potential has a singularity at r = 0 (see Eq. (2)), it
is numerically evaluated in Fourier space and we obtain
the real space contribution through the application of the
convolution theorem. The groundstates of binary dipo-
lar condensate are obtained by propagating the relevant
equations in imaginary time until the relative deviations
of the wave functions (calculated at every grid point) and
energy of each condensate between successive time steps
are less than 10−6 and 10−7, respectively. Furthermore,
we fix the normalization of each species at every time
instant of the imaginary time propagation. Using this
groundstate solution as an initial state, at t = 0, and by
changing the interaction strengths we monitor their evo-
lution in real-time. Our simulations are performed within
a 3D box grid containing (256 × 256 × 256) grid points,
with the spatial grid spacing ∆x = ∆y = ∆z = 0.1losc
while the time step ∆t = 10−4/ωx.

Appendix B: Variational solution within same shape
approximation (SSA) framework

In addition to numerical 3D simulations of Eq. (1), we
employ a simple variational approach in the regime where
both components are miscible and take the exact same
shape (i.e., ψ1 = ψ2), and this is only possible when both
the condensate have an equal number of atoms and equal
intra-species interaction. In this regime, the Hamiltonian

FIG. 10. Shows the variation of energy with the inter-species
scattering length a12 of a balanced binary mixture. The
mixture is confined in a harmonic trap with (ωx, ωy, ωz) =
2π × (45, 45, 133)Hz and the other parameters fixed at a11 =
a22 = 90aB and N1 = N2 = 104 number of atoms. The re-
sults are obtained through a variational approach within the
SSA framework (dashed line), and the coupled eGPE solu-
tions (solid line) are in agreement.

of the i’th condensate is reduced to an effective single-
species Hamiltonian given by

Ĥi
SSA = − ~

2

2mi
∇2 + Vt(r) + GSSA|ψi(r)|2 +

Gdd
SSA

∫

dr′Udd(r− r
′)|ψi(r

′)|2 + γQF
SSA(ǫ

dd
ii )|ψi(r)|3.

(B1)

Here GSSA = gii+g12, Gdd
SSA = gddii +gdd12 are the effective

strengths of contact interaction and DDI, respectively.
The last term of Eq. B1 denotes the contribution of
quantum fluctuation. We remark that within this SSA
framework, quantum fluctuations depend on the density

n
3/2
i , where ni = |ψi|2. The coefficient of quantum fluc-

tuations γQF
SSA is well approximated by the known form

of a single-species dBEC [84]:

γQF
SSA(ǫ

dd
SSA) =

32

3
GSSA

√

a3SSA

π

Re

{
∫ 1

0

du[1 + ǫddSSA(3u
2 − 1)]5/2

}

,

(B2)

where aSSA = aii + a12 and the dimensionless parame-
ter ǫddSSA = Gdd

SSA/GSSA quantifies the effective relative
strength of the DDI to the contact interaction. Within
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FIG. 11. Groundstate phase diagrams in an oblate harmonic
trap of a Dy-Dy mixture as a function of number of particles
in each condensate and (a) intra-, (b) inter-species scattering
length. The color domains on the phase plots correspond to
the different contrast regimes as demarked above in the phase
diagrams. Other parameters remain same as of Fig. 1.

this SSA framework, the total energy of the i’th species

Ei =

∫
[

~
2

2mi
|∇ψi|2 + vt(r)|ψi(r)|2 +

GSSA

2
|ψi(r)|4

+
Gdd
SSA

2

∫

dr′Udd(r− r
′)|ψi(r

′)|4 + 2

5
γQF
SSA|ψi(r)|5

]

dr.

(B3)

A qualitative and to some extent quantitative insight
into the droplet and supersolid physics in the miscible
SSA regime may be gained from a simplified Gaussian
ansatz

ψi(r) =

√

8Ni

π3/2σ2
ρσz

∏

η=ρ,z

exp

(

−2η2

σ2
η

)

, (B4)

where the variational parameters are the condensate
widths ση in the η = ρ, z direction. We insert the ansatz
(B4) into Eq. (B3) and obtain

Ei

Ni~ωz
=

(

2l2z
σ2
ρ

+
l2z
σ2
z

)

+

(

1

8λ2
σ2
ρ

l2z
+

σ2
z

16l2z

)

+
4Ni

(

GSSA − Gdd
SSAf(

σρ

σz
)
)

(2π)3/2σ2
ρσz~ωz

+
128N

3/2
i γQF

SSA

25
√
5π9/4σ3

ρσ
3/2
z ~ωz

, (B5)

where,

f(k) =
1 + 2k2

1− k2
− 3k2 tanh−1

√
1− k2

(1− k2)3/2
, (B6)

and lz =
√

~/miωz. We find the stationary solutions
by numerically locating the values of σρ and σz that
minimize the variational energy (B5). However, the
ansatz (B4) is inappropriate for immiscible and imbal-
anced droplets and supersolid states (see ([64]) for alter-
native ansatz).

FIG. 12. Shows the effective potential due to the presence
of the other component of an immiscible SD state in the x-z
plane. Colorbar represents the effective potential in units of
~ωx. Other parameters remain same as of Fig. 4(a2).

Appendix C: Density contrast

The groundstate phase diagrams for a balanced binary
mixture are depicted in Fig. 1. The binary mixture can
be in one of the three phases: a SF state, a SS state with
periodic density modulation, and a 2D array of isolated
droplets. These distinct phases are best characterized by
the density contrast, defined as [60]

C =
(nmax − nmin)

(nmax + nmin)
. (C1)

Here nmax and nmin are the neighboring maxima and
minima as one moves on the x-y plane. A SF state cor-
responds to a smooth density distribution with nmax =
nmin which implies C = 0. In an insulating droplet state
when there is no overlap between the droplets (nmin ≈ 0),
the Eq. C1 gives C ≈ 1. Whereas in a SS state,
the droplets are connected by a low-density superfluid
(nmin 6= 0) and the density contrast C attains an inter-
mediate value between 0 and 1. In this work, we consider
[24] C = 0 to be a superfluid phase, 0 < C < 0.96 to be a
supersolid, and C > 0.96 to be a droplet state. In Fig. 11,
we plot the different contrast (C) regimes as a function
of intra-, inter-species scattering length and the number
of particles.

Appendix D: Effective potential

Each condensate experiences an effective potential due
to the presence of the other component. The effective
potential experienced by species-i due to the presence of
species-j is given by,

V ij
eff (r) =gij |ψj(r)|2 +

∫

dr′V dd
ij (r− r

′)|ψj(r
′)|2. (D1)
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FIG. 13. Quenching intra-species scattering lengths for a fixed values of a12 = 90aB . Panel (a) shows the linear ramp with
ramp time ton = 100ms. From an initial value of aii = 120aB , the intra-species scattering lengths are quenched to a final value
aii = 85aB and aii = 95aB , respectively through this ramp. Panel (b) shows the corresponding variation of the overlap integral
with time. The snapshots of the density profile of species-1 n1(x, y, z = 0) (c1 − e1), species-2 n2(x, y, z = 0) (c2 − e2), and
of the total system n(x, y, z = 0) (c3 − e3), following a quench from a miscible SF state (aii = 120aB) to a miscible SS state
(aii = 95aB). Both the condensate consists of N = 6 × 104 number atoms, and the balanced binary mixture is confined in a
harmonic trap with (ωx, ωy , ωz) = 2π × (45, 45, 133)Hz. The colorbar denotes the density in units of µm−2.

In the main text, we have shown the density profiles of an
axially immiscible SD state in an imbalanced binary mix-
ture (see Fig. 4(a2)). Where we observe that the major3

component with smaller aii and a larger population ac-
quires the central position and the minor component with
comparatively larger aii and a smaller number of atoms
is bound at each end along the axial direction. Here in
Fig. 12, we have shown the corresponding effective po-
tentials experienced by each species due to the presence
of other species. The species-1 encountered a minimum
potential at the trap center (which is elongated along
the axial direction (z-axis)), whereas the second species
experienced a maximum effective potential there but a
minimum effective potential at each end of the minimum
effective potential domain formed by the condensate-1.

3 In an imbalanced binary mixture, the species with a larger num-
ber of atoms is referred to as the major component and the other
species as the minor component.

Appendix E: Quench dynamics

To track the emergent features of the intra-species in-
teraction quench as we discussed in the main text, here
we have shown the time evolution of the density profiles
and the phase of the binary mixture. In Figs. 13(a), we
have shown two different interaction quenches of aii, one
from 120aB to 95aB, and the other from 120aB to 85aB.
Following these interaction quenches, the corresponding
time evolution of the overlap integral Λ is shown in Fig.
13(b). Initially, at t = 0 ms the mixture forms a misci-
ble SF state with a smooth 2D TF distribution (see Fig.
13(c1 − c3)) which corresponds to a global phase coher-
ence as can be seen from Fig. 14(a). However, since the
quench is performed across the phase boundary, it ex-
cites the roton instability in the binary system leading
to ring-shaped density structures as can be seen in Fig.
13(d1 − d3). The appearance of the roton mode is read-
ily visible in the momentum space. Due to the circular
symmetry of the trap geometry (ωx = ωy = ω), the ro-
ton population is spread over a ring in the kx − ky plane
and for ky = 0 it corresponds to the appearance of two
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FIG. 14. Characteristic phase profiles (a)-(c) of the compos-
ite binary mixture in the x-y plane at a specific time instant
following a linear quench with ramp time 100ms from a mis-
cible SF state with aii = 120aB to an immiscible MD state
with aii = 85aB keeping the inter-species scattering length
(a12) fixed at 90aB . The black dashed circles delineate the
edges of the dipolar binary mixture. The phase profiles cor-
respond to (a) miscible SF state, (b) miscible SS state, and
(c) immiscible MD state. The parameters are same as in the
Fig. 8.

prominent side peaks as discussed in the main text (see
Fig. 9(b)).

As we decrease the intra-species scattering lengths
more, the ring-shaped density structure breaks into sev-
eral overlapping density humps (droplets) and the binary
mixture forms a miscible SS state (Fig. 13(e1−e3)). This
SS state corresponds to almost a perfect global phase co-
herence with a very small fluctuation in the phase ob-
served due to the interaction quench performed across
the phase boundary (see Fig. 14(b)). Instead of inter-
action quench by the evaporative cooling mechanism di-
rectly into the SS state, one could produce a SS state
with robust global phase coherence as demonstrated in
[24]. Further decreasing the aii, the phase coherence be-
tween these droplets is completely lost (see Fig. 14(c))
and the binary mixture forms a 2D array of immiscible
MD crystal (not shown here).
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