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Boyle’s 1662 observation that the volume of a gas is, at
constant temperature, inversely proportional to pressure,
offered a prototypical example of how an equation of state
(EoS) can succinctly capture key properties of a many-
particle system. Such relations are now cornerstones of
equilibrium thermodynamics [1]. Extending thermody-
namic concepts to far-from-equilibrium systems is of great
interest in various contexts including glasses [2, 3], ac-
tive matter [4–7], and turbulence [8–11], but is in general
an open problem. Here, using a homogeneous ultracold
atomic Bose gas [12], we experimentally construct an EoS
for a turbulent cascade of matter waves [13, 14]. Under
continuous forcing at a large length scale and dissipation
at a small one, the gas exhibits a non-thermal, but sta-
tionary state, which is characterised by a power-law mo-
mentum distribution [15] sustained by a scale-invariant
momentum-space energy flux [16]. We establish the am-
plitude of the momentum distribution and the underlying
energy flux as equilibrium-like state variables, related by
an EoS that does not depend on the details of the energy
injection or dissipation, or the history of the system. More-
over, we show that the equations of state for a wide range
of interaction strengths and gas densities can be empiri-
cally scaled onto each other. This results in a universal di-
mensionless EoS that sets benchmarks for the theory and
should also be relevant for other turbulent systems.

The framework of thermodynamics provides an effective
way to characterise equilibrium states of macroscopic systems
without need for a detailed microscopic description. It can
also be applied to near-equilibrium situations, such as linear
transport, where the equilibrium state variables such as tem-
perature are locally (in space and time) well defined. A major
ongoing challenge is to develop an equally effective frame-
work for far-from-equilibrium systems. Such systems do not
have all equilibrium variables defined even locally, but can
nevertheless have well-defined stationary (albeit non-thermal)
states, which in principle are amenable to thermodynamics-
like treatments, including being describable by an equation of
state (EoS) (Fig. 1a). Specifically, if quantities that describe
fundamentally non-equilibrium phenomena, such as the en-
ergy dissipation rate, have values that are constant in time,
they can take on the role of non-equilibrium state variables.

A turbulent cascade with matching energy injection (at one
length scale) and dissipation (at a different one) is a paradig-
matic stationary non-thermal state, sustained by a constant
momentum-space energy flux that flows from the injection to

the dissipation scale [17]. From ocean waves [18] to interplan-
etary plasmas [19] and financial markets [20], such cascades
generically result in power-law spectra of the various relevant
quantities, with problem-dependent exponents.

For a given exponent, a cascade spectrum is fully defined by
its amplitude. Famously, for hydrodynamic vortex turbulence
in an incompressible fluid, dimensional analysis relates this
amplitude to the magnitude of the underlying scale-invariant
flux [21–23]; this amplitude-flux relation then serves as an
equilibrium-like EoS. In general, dimensional analysis is in-
sufficient, but for wave turbulence there are solvable approx-
imate models that give more physical insight and also imply
EoS-like amplitude-flux relations [11, 13, 14].

We study wave cascades from small to large wavenumbers
k (large to small length scales) using a Bose gas held in a
cylindrical optical-box trap [24, 25] and driven on a system-

FIG. 1. Far-from-equilibrium equation of state and our experi-
ment. a, An EoS describes possible states of a macroscopic system
by giving the relation between the state variables such as pressure
or chemical potential. Here, A and B are some generic equilibrium
state variables, all equilibrium states lie in theA−B plane, and out of
each of them one can create (arrows) countless far-from-equilibrium
ones. If the latter are stationary, they might still obey an EoS with
new state variables C and D. b, Using an atomic Bose gas, we study
a paradigmatic far-from-equilibrium stationary state, a turbulent cas-
cade with matching energy injection at one length scale (k−1

F ) and
dissipation at another (k−1

D ). Left: our gas is held in a cylindrical
optical box (cartoon) and continuously driven on a large length scale
by a time-periodic force F . Right: in steady state, the gas exhibits
a highly non-thermal, but stationary, power-law momentum distribu-
tion nk ∝ k−γ , with γ = 3.2 (Methods).
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FIG. 2. Constructing an equation of state for a turbulent quantum gas. Here we explore turbulent steady states in a gas with initial density
n = 5.7 µm−3 and interaction strength a = 100 a0; the chemical potential, µ ∝ na, is kB × 4.7 nK, and the healing length is ξ = 1.2 µm.
The gas is driven by a spatially uniform force F0 sin(ωFt), with variable F0 and ωF. The trap depth UD, which sets the dissipation scale
kD ∝

√
UD, is kB × 150 nK, except for the grey data in a, where it is kB × 90 nK. a, Examples of the steady-state momentum distributions

nk and the corresponding energy fluxes ε, for ωF/(2π) = 15 Hz. Top: we plot the compensated spectra n̄k = k3(kξ)0.2nk (see text), so
the spectrum amplitudes n0 are seen in the plateaux indicated by the horizontal dashed lines; the vertical dotted lines indicate the kD values.
Bottom: we plot the dissipated energy per unit volume, ∆E/V = UD∆N/V , where ∆N is the total number of atoms that have left the trap
at kD, and V is the box volume, so ε (dissipation rates) are the slopes of the data; the solid lines show piece-wise linear fits. Both n0 and ε
increase with F0, but are independent of kD. b, n0 and ε as a function of F0 for different ωF. The curves for different ωF have different shapes
and cross due to nonlinear effects of strong driving on the excitation resonance. c, Eliminating the drive parameters F0 and ωF, and directly
relating n0 to ε, collapses all the data onto a single EoS-like curve. The dashed and dotted lines are guides to the eye. The shading and error
bars in a reflect standard errors of measurement, while the error bars in b and c reflect standard fitting errors.

size length scale by a spatially uniform time-periodic force
F (Fig. 1b, left) [15]. In steady state, the cascade is charac-
terised by an isotropic momentum distribution (Fig. 1b, right):
nk(k) ∝ k−γ , with γ = 3.2(2) in agreement with the theory
of weak wave turbulence (WWT) [13, 14, 26, 27]; here nk is
the mode occupation, k is the wavevector and k = |k|. In
theory, nk = n0 k

−3f(k), where n0 is the cascade ampli-
tude and f is a slowly varying dimensionless function, such
that asymptotically nk ∼ k−3 for k → ∞, while in a finite
(experimentally relevant) k-range nk is close to a power-law
with an effective γ slightly larger than 3 (Methods). To ex-
perimentally extract n0 from a finite k-range, we model f by
(kξ)−0.2, where ξ ≈ 1 µm is the healing length (Methods).
The cascade terminates by atoms leaving the trap at kD (the
dissipation scale) set by the trap depth, and the rate at which
they leave gives the steady-state energy-density flux ε [16].
We explore the relationship between n0 and ε for different F ,
kD, box sizes, and microscopic gas parameters.

We start with an equilibrium Bose–Einstein condensate of
2 × 105 atoms of 39K in the lowest hyperfine ground state,
held in a trap of length L = 50 µm and radius R = 15 µm,
so the gas density is n = 5.7 µm−3. Using the Feshbach res-
onance at 402.7 G [28] we set the s-wave scattering length
a to 100 a0, where a0 is the Bohr radius, so the chemical
potential is µ = 4π~2na/m = kB × 4.7 nK and ξ =
~/
√

2mµ = 1.2 µm; here ~ is the reduced Planck constant,

kB the Boltzmann constant, and m the 39K atom mass. The
force F = F0 sin(ωFt), created by a magnetic field gradient,
primarily injects energy into the lowest phonon mode [15, 29],
at kF = π/L = 0.06 µm−1 � 1/ξ, so the natural scales for
the drive strength F0 and frequency ωF are set, respectively,
by µ/L and

√
µ/mkF ≈ 2π × 10 Hz. The trap depth is

UD = kB × 150 nK� µ, so kD =
√

2mUD/~ = 4.9 µm−1.
In Fig. 2a we show measurements of the steady-state nk

and ε for two drive strengths and fixed ωF. In the top panel
we plot compensated spectra, n̄k = k3(kξ)0.2nk, so the n0
values are seen in the plateaux indicated by the dashed lines.
In the bottom panel, the corresponding ε values are given by
the slopes of the data, which are essentially constant over sev-
eral seconds; initially the slope is zero (there is no dissipa-
tion) until the flux reaches kD and the steady state is estab-
lished [16, 29], while at long times (not shown) the condensate
gets depleted. We also show, for F0 = µ/L, that neither n0
nor ε change if we change kD by reducing UD/kB to 90 nK.

In Fig. 2b we present a systematic study of the cascade am-
plitudes and fluxes for different drive parameters F0 and ωF.
Both n0 and ε monotonically increase with F0 for any fixed
ωF, but individually they depend in a complicated way on
both F0 and ωF, with the different-ωF curves having different
shapes and even crossing due to nonlinear effects of strong
driving on the excitation resonance [15, 30].

However, as we show in Fig. 2c, plotting n0 versus ε re-
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veals a unique EoS-like relation. All the data from Fig. 2b
collapse onto a single curve, showing that the steady-state nk
depends only on the underlying flux and not on the details of
its injection. Also note that n0 is, for fixed kD, proportional
to the energy density, and hence pressure, so although we ex-
tracted it from the full microscopic nk, it could in principle be
a macroscopic observable.

In Fig. 2c, the low-ε data are consistent with the scaling
n0 ∝ ε1/3 from perturbative WWT theory [13, 14]; modelling
a turbulent Bose gas by the classical-field Gross–Pitaevskii
equation (GPE) [13–15, 27, 31] and assuming that the cascade
transport is driven by four-wave mixing of incoherent waves,
without any role played by the coherent condensate, gives an
analytical prediction ε ∝ ~3n30a2/m2. However, for large ε
we observe significant departure from this scaling, suggest-
ing qualitatively different behaviour. Recently there has been
a lot of interest in different regimes of turbulence in strongly
driven condensates [32–35], but we are not aware of any the-
ory that explains our results. Incidentally, our large-ε data are
closer to n0 ∝ ε2/3 scaling, and the energy spectrum for the
hydrodynamic vortex turbulence is [21] E(k) ∝ ε2/3k−5/3,
but this similarity is likely fortuitous; for our system, numeri-
cal GPE simulations [15] show presence of some vortices, but
our E(k) ∝ k4−γ has a different k-dependence.

To further explore the analogy between equilibrium state
variables and our n0 and ε, we study the response of a tur-
bulent gas to dynamical changes in the driving force (Fig. 3).
In equilibrium, state variables have no memory of the history
of the system. Here, we prepare one of the two steady states
shown in Fig. 2a (with UD/kB = 150 nK), then suddenly
quench F0, either from µ/L to 3µ/L or vice versa, and show
that the new steady state indeed has the same ε (Fig. 3a) and
n0 (Fig. 3b) as if F0 had always been equal to its new value.

We also briefly look at the state-switching dynamics, when
the system ‘re-equilibrates’ to the new (non-equilibrium)
steady state. Following the quench of F0, it takes a nonzero
time for the flux change at kF to propagate to kD [16, 29],
just like it takes a nonzero time to initially establish a turbu-
lent steady state starting from equilibrium. In Fig. 3b, blue
and purple curves illustrate, for the increased and decreased
F0 respectively, how the change in nk propagates from low
to high k, with the local (in k-space) cascade population in-
creasing for the blue curve and decreasing for the purple one;
note that in the latter case some atoms return to low k. During
the switching between steady states, n0 is not defined, so to
simply quantify the quench dynamics in Fig. 3c we show how
the total cascade populations approach their new steady-state
values.

Having established n0 and ε as good state variables, in
Fig. 4 we generalise our measurements of n0(ε) to different
interaction strengths and gas densities, i.e., different initial
equilibrium states (see Fig. 1a). For two data sets we also
vary the box length, and hence kF = π/L. In Fig. 4a we
show that the relationship between n0 and ε is not unique for
different a and n; here, for the same n0 the underlying flux
varies by more than an order of magnitude.

FIG. 3. Switching between turbulent steady states. Quenches of
the drive strength show that the steady-state n0 and ε, like equilib-
rium state variables, do not depend on the history of the system. Here
the parameters are the same as in Fig. 2a and we quench F0 either
from µ/L to 3µ/L (‘up quench’) or vice versa (‘down quench’).
a, The orange and green diamonds, respectively, correspond to the
smaller and larger F0, the black dashed lines indicate the quench
times tQ, and the circles show reference data taken with constant F0.
For both up (top panel) and down (bottom panel) quench, the post-
quench data is parallel to the reference one, showing that ε are the
same. The small delays between tQ and the changes in εmeasured at
kD reflect the need for the flux change to propagate through k-space.
b, The green and orange curves, respectively, show the steady-state
compensated spectra after the up and down quenches, and the dashed
lines show the reference n0 values from Fig. 2a. We also show exam-
ples of transient n̄k, during the switching between the steady states,
for the up (blue, t−tQ = 0.03 s) and down (purple, t−tQ = 0.13 s)
quenches. c, State-switching dynamics seen in the total number, Nc,
of atoms in the cascade (Methods), for the up (blue) and down (pur-
ple) quenches; the dashed lines show steady-state values. The shad-
ing in b and the error bars in a and c (often smaller than symbol sizes)
show standard errors of measurement.

However, we empirically find that all the data can be col-
lapsed onto a universal EoS using simple scaling with a and n
(Fig. 4b). Since the experimental EoS is not simply a power-
law, even for single (a, n) (Fig. 2c), it can be universal only
in a completely dimensionless form, but this requirement does
not lead to unique scaling predictions: ε can be scaled into di-
mensionless form by ~3n3a2m−2(na3)δ with any δ, and n0
can be scaled by n(na3)θ with any θ. Using δ and θ as the
only free parameters, we find good data collapse for δ = 0.13
and θ = 0.19 (Methods); note that here we do not presume the
shape of the universal EoS, treat all the data points in Fig. 4a
together as a single data set, and use δ and θ to simply min-
imise the data scatter. To further verify our results, we extract
n0 and ε from an experiment with a 87Rb gas [15] (Methods);
this additional data point also agrees with our universal curve.

Even for low (scaled) ε these a and n scalings are not ex-
plained by the perturbative WWT theory, where the cascade
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FIG. 4. Universal equation of state. We generalise the measurements of n0(ε) to different interaction strengths a and gas densities n;
all the data from Fig. 2c are here shown in grey. The black symbols indicate data sets for which the injection scale was also changed from
kF = 0.06 µm−1 by varying the box length (squares: kF = 0.04 µm−1, diamonds: kF = 0.08 µm−1). a, The EoS n0(ε) is not universal for
different a and n. The inset shows four steady-state n̄k with the same n0 ≈ 32 µm−3 but fluxes that vary between 0.28 and 3.4 pJ s−1m−3.
b, We empirically collapse all the data onto a universal EoS by making both axes dimensionless and allowing additional scaling with the
dimensionless parameter na3 (see text). In the main panel δ = 0.13 and θ = 0.19, while the inset shows the joint probability distribution P
for these scaling exponents (Methods). The single purple point shows data extracted from a 87Rb experiment [15], with the appropriate mass
scaling included (mRb denotes the 87Rb mass). The dashed line is a guide to the eye. The error bars show standard fitting errors.

dynamics depend only on n0 and not on the total density n;
for a direct comparison of the data with this theory see Ex-
tended Data Fig. 1c. The fact that the experimental EoS de-
pends on the total n implies that the presence of the conden-
sate is also relevant for the cascade transport. We also note
that, even with the condensate included, no GPE-based model
is compatible with our data, because in any such model the in-
teraction strength enters only via the product n× a, and n0/n
can be a function of only ε/n and na.

Our experimentally constructed EoS provides both support
and new challenges for non-equilibrium theories. The fact
that a universal EoS for matter-wave turbulence exists at all
provides a paradigmatic example of an equilibrium-like de-
scription of far-from-equilibrium matter, but the form of this
EoS remains unexplained. Our experiments also demonstrate
the possibility to study time-resolved transitions between non-
thermal stationary states, which would be interesting to inves-
tigate further. In particular, an important question is how the
transitions between two flux-carrying steady states relate to
the turbulent relaxation and thermalization in isolated quan-
tum systems [36–41]. Another important open problem is
whether intermittency [42, 43] plays a role in our turbulent
gas. Finally, our results could inspire and be relevant for fu-
ture experiments with other quantum fluids; it would be inter-
esting to study whether universal equations of state can be
constructed for turbulence in systems such as Fermi gases,
atomic superfluids with dipolar interactions, or the dissipa-
tive exciton-polariton condensates, and whether and how they
differ from our EoS.
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EXTENDED DATA FIG. 1. Steady-state momentum distributions and comparison with the perturbative WWT theory. a, Steady-state
nk for three different combinations of a and n, with fluxes ε chosen such that the cascade amplitudes are similar. The blue shading shows
the k range where we fit all our data. For the data shown here, 1/ξ = 0.48 (red), 0.87 (orange) and 1.22 µm−1 (blue). Fitted with γ as a
free parameter, these spectra give γ = 3.3 (red), 3.0 (orange) and 3.1 (blue). The solid line shows n0k

−3(kξ)−0.2 and the dashed line shows
n0k

−3 ln(k/k0)−1/3 with the same n0 (chosen such as to offset the curves from the data for clarity), ξ corresponding to the orange data, and
k0 = 0.4 µm−1. The error bars show standard errors of measurement. b, Histogram of extracted γ for all spectra corresponding to the 153
points in Fig. 4, when fitting nk ∝ k−γ with γ as a free parameter. The purple bar indicates the Rb data point. c, Comparison of all the data
shown in Fig. 4 with the perturbative WWT theory [27] (solid line), without any free parameters. The error bars show standard fitting errors.

sistency we always measure nk at the time when the atom
number is reduced from its initial value by 15%. We ob-
tain nk from time-of-flight images, setting a = 0 during the
expansion, combining measurements for expansion times be-
tween 12 and 78 ms (with each measurement repeated 3 - 6
times), and reconstructing the three-dimensional distributions
with the inverse Abel transformation [40]. We normalise nk
so that the total atom number is N = (2π)−3V

∫
nk 4πk2dk.

As illustrated in Extended Data Fig. 1a for different exper-
imental parameters, our nk are close to power-laws in a k-
range 1/ξ . k . 0.8 kD; the examples shown here span the
full range of 1/ξ values in Fig. 4. To treat all data equally, we
conservatively always fit nk between kmin = 1.3 µm−1 and
kmax = 3.8 µm−1 (blue shading in Extended Data Fig. 1a), so
kmin > 1/ξ is always satisfied. Similarly, the cascade popu-
lation Nc in Fig. 3 is defined as the atom number at k > kmin.

Extended Data Fig. 1b shows the histogram of the fitted
γ values for all the spectra corresponding to the 153 data
points in Fig. 4; we find a mean γ = 3.2 with a standard
deviation of 0.2. Various analytical and numerical calcula-
tions [13, 14, 26, 27] give that in our finite k range one expects
an effective γ − 3 . 0.5. Specifically, the analytical WWT
prediction [13, 27] for n0(ε) is based on nk = n0k

−3f(k)
with f(k) = ln(k/k0)−1/3. In this calculation, particles are
injected isotropically at k0 and the results formally hold for
k � k0. We inject energy (anisotropically) at a very low kF,
in the phonon regime, but the onset of the isotropic cascade
should still be at k ∼ 1/ξ [29, 31]. Empirically, varying k0 be-
tween 0.06 µm−1 (our kF) and 0.6 µm−1 (just a factor of two
smaller than kmin), the analytical curves are, between kmin

and kmax, always fitted well by power laws and give effective
γ between 3.1 and 3.3; our mean γ = 3.2 is reproduced by
setting k0 = 0.4 µm−1 (see Extended Data Fig. 1a).

To consistently extract the cascade amplitudes n0 with di-

mensions of µm−3, we refit all the data with fixed γ = 3.2
and define n0 via nk = n0 k

−3(kξ)−0.2, i.e., we model f(k)
by (kξ)−0.2 in our fitting range. We use ξ as the natural scale
for making f dimensionless, but using a constant ξ̄ = 1.3 µm
(the geometric mean of our ξ range) would change the n0 val-
ues by only ±10% and not alter any conclusions. Modelling
f = (Akξ)−0.2 with a constant dimensionless A 6= 1 would
be equally valid, simply rescaling n0 by a constant and not af-
fecting the EoS shape, but A = 1 is both the simplest choice
and makes our heuristic f almost equal (within . 10% in our
fitting range) to the analytical WWT one with k0 = 0.4 µm−1

(see Extended Data Fig. 1a), which allows a fair comparison
of our n0 with this theory (Extended Data Fig. 1c).

Comparison with the perturbative WWT theory. Ex-
tended Data Fig. 1c shows the comparison of all our exper-
imental n0 values for different a and n (Fig. 4) with the
most recent perturbative WWT calculation [27] (dashed line),
without any free parameters. The theoretical and experimen-
tal n0 agree within a factor of 3, but the theoretical scaling
n0 ∝

(
m2~−3a−2ε

)1/3
, which does not depend on n, does

not collapse the data onto a single curve.
The universal EoS. To find the optimal scaling exponents

in Fig. 4, for any given (δ, θ) we quantify the collapse of
the scaled data using the reduced χ2 of a simple piece-wise
power-law fit (allowing for four x-axis regions with different
power laws) to all the data points, without distinguishing dif-
ferent a and n. For δ = θ = 0 we get χ2 = 47, while for
the optimal δ = 0.13 and θ = 0.19 we get χ2 = 3.8. We get
essentially the same χ2 = 3.5 for the single-(a, n) data series
shown in Fig. 2c, which suggests that with optimal δ and θ
all the dependence on a and n has been scaled out. The fact
that these χ2 are larger than 1 suggests that the data scatter is
not purely statistical, but also comes from systematic errors.
These could arise, for example, due to the small residual in-
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homogeneity of gases trapped in optical boxes [12]. For com-
pleteness, note that for the WWT scaling in Extended Data
Fig. 1c we get χ2 = 57.

To construct the joint probability distribution P (δ, θ) (inset
of Fig. 4b) we randomly select 1/3 of the data, apply the same
optimisation procedure, and repeat this 104 times. Treating
δ and θ as independent variables with Gaussian distributions
gives standard deviations σδ = 0.08 and σθ = 0.04. How-
ever, the errors in the two exponents are correlated, as seen
from the shape of P (δ, θ), and the peak probability density,
P (0.13, 0.19) ≈ 500, is ten times larger than the Gaussian
result 1/(2πσδσθ) ≈ 50.

Rb data point in Fig. 4. The Rb point further illustrates
the universality of the EoS because it is a measurement with
an atom of a different mass, performed with a different experi-
mental apparatus. We extracted this data point from Ref. [15];
we obtained n0 from the spectrum shown in Fig. 3a of that
paper (applying the inverse Abel transform and fitting it with
γ = 3.2) and deduced ε from the populations shown in the
inset of Fig. 3b in that paper. As for our data, for scaling n0

and ε in Fig. 4b we use the initial n.
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