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At zero temperature, a Galilean-invariant Bose fluid is expected to be fully superfluid. Here
we investigate theoretically and experimentally the quenching of the superfluid density of a dilute
Bose-Einstein condensate due to the breaking of translational (and thus Galilean) invariance by an
external 1D periodic potential. Both Leggett’s bound fixed by the knowledge of the total density
and the anisotropy of the sound velocity provide a consistent determination of the superfluid frac-
tion. The use of a large-period lattice emphasizes the important role of two-body interactions on
superfluidity.

Superfluidity is a unique state of matter exhibited
by quantum many-body systems in special conditions of
temperature and interactions. It is characterized by the
absence of viscosity and by many other peculiar phenom-
ena, like the occurrence of quantized vortices, the reduc-
tion of the moment of inertia, the propagation of second
sound at finite temperature, and Josephson effects. Su-
perfluidity was first discovered in liquid helium [1, 2].
More recently, an impressive amount of scientific activity
has concerned the superfluid behavior of ultracold atomic
gases (for a review see Refs. [3–5]).

A key quantity characterizing superfluidity is the frac-
tion of the total density, the so-called superfluid fraction,
which determines superfluid transport phenomena. Ac-
cording to Landau’s theory of superfluidity [6], at nonzero
temperature the superfluid density does not coincide with
the total density. The thermal occupation of elementary
excitations provides the normal (non-superfluid) com-
ponent responsible, for example, for the non-vanishing
moment of inertia and the propagation of second sound
[3]. The measurement of second sound velocity provides
unique information on the temperature dependence of the
superfluid density, in both liquid helium [7] and quantum
gases [8, 9].

At zero temperature, superfluid and total densities still
do not always coincide as illustrated by the celebrated
superfluid to Mott-insulator transition [10–12]. Even in
the mean-field regime relevant for the present work, con-
sistent with the applicability of Gross-Pitaevskii theory,
quenching of the superfluid density can occur when trans-
lation or Galilean invariances are broken, resulting in im-
portant consequences on the excitation spectrum. Such
effects have been already pointed out theoretically in the
presence of disorder [13, 14], external periodic potentials
[15–20], supersolidity [21, 22] and spin-orbit coupling [23–
25]. Experimentally, the effects of the quenched super-
fluidity on the collective frequencies of a harmonically
trapped gas were investigated in Ref. [26]. A similar sit-

uation emerges in astrophysics in the context of neutron
stars where the periodic lattice of nuclei influences the
superfluid density in the inner crust [27, 28].
Here we provide a combined theoretical and experi-

mental investigation of the reduction of the superfluid
fraction caused by the presence of a periodic potential
in a weakly interacting Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC)
confined in a box. We determine the superfluid density
employing Leggett’s result [29, 30], which is based on the
knowledge of the in situ modulated total density pro-
file ρ(r), experimentally available thanks to the use of
a large-period lattice. We also present an independent
measurement of the superfluid fraction taht exploits the
anisotropic character of the sound velocity.
Superfluid fraction in a modulated potential. We con-

sider a two-dimensional (2D) weakly interacting BEC
confined in a box of size L × L, in the presence of the
one-dimensional (1D) spatially periodic potential V (x) =
V0 cos (qx). This potential brings two energy scales to
the problem, its amplitude V0 and the “recoil energy”
εq = ~2q2/2m, where m is the mass of an atom. Atomic
interactions provide the third energy scale relevant for
the problem. They are conveniently characterized by the
chemical potential µ0 = gρ0 of a uniform condensate with
a density equal to the average value ρ0 = 〈ρ(x)〉, where
ρ(x) is the density profile and the average is calculated
over one period of the potential V (x). The interaction
coupling constant between atoms g = 4π~2as/m is fixed
by the s-wave scattering length as.

In such a configuration, the superfluid fraction is an
anisotropic rank-2 tensor with eigenaxes x, y and with di-
agonal elements denoted fs,α in the following (α = x, y).
They can be calculated by applying the perturbation
−vP̂α to the system, where P̂α =

∑N
j=1 p̂j,α is the mo-

mentum operator along the axis α and N the number
of particles. This corresponds to working in the frame
moving with velocity v with respect to the laboratory
frame. Only the normal part reacts to the perturbation,
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so that, by calculating the average momentum 〈P̂α〉 and
imposing periodic boundary conditions, one accesses to
the superfluid fraction along the axis α

fs,α = 1− lim
v→0

〈P̂α〉
Nmv

. (1)

A similar procedure, applied to the case of a rotating
configuration, employing the angular momentum opera-
tor rather than the linear momentum operator, gives ac-
cess to the moment of inertia, whose deviation from the
rigid value provides direct evidence of superfluid effects
[31].

In the presence of the periodic potential V (x), the mo-
tion of the fluid is slowed down along the x direction, re-
flecting the quenching of the superfluid density along this
direction: ρs,x < ρ0. The superfluid density evaluated
along the transverse y direction is instead not modified:
ρs,y = ρ0. The Gross-Pitaevskii equation (GPE) describ-
ing the weakly interacting BEC, solved in the frame mov-
ing with velocity v, i.e. subject to the constraint −vPx,
yields, according to the definition (1), the result [32]

fs,x = ρs,x
ρ0

= 1
〈ρ(x)〉 〈 1

ρ(x) 〉
. (2)

According to the seminal work by Leggett [29, 30], the
right-hand side of (2) provides generally an upper bound
to the superfluid density. Remarkably, the bound reduces
to an identity in the case of a weakly interacting BEC
subject to a 1D periodic potential [33].
Effective mass and sound propagation. Result (2)

may be surprising because it relates a transport property
(the superfluid density) to a static quantity (the equilib-
rium density profile). The concept of effective mass, com-
monly used in the context of interacting Bose [16, 19, 34]
and Fermi gases [20] placed in a periodic potential, elu-
cidates this relation. In the present case, the superfluid
fraction of the BEC, defined according to (2), exactly
coincides with the ratio

m

m∗x
= fs,x , (3)

where the effective mass m∗x fixes the curvature of the
energy band along the x direction for small values of the
quasi-momentum [32].

The relation (3) between the effective mass and fs,α
illustrates the crucial role of the superfluid density in the
propagation of sound. The hydrodynamic formalism of
superfluids indeed provides the following expression for
the velocity of a sound wave propagating along the x
direction in the presence of V (x) [3, 16, 26, 35]

c2
x = 1

m∗xκ
= fs,x

1
mκ

, (4)

where κ = [ρ0 ∂ρ0µ(ρ0)]−1 is the compressibility of the
gas. The value of the sound velocity propagating along
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Figure 1. Solid line: Superfluid fraction calculated for a 87Rb
condensate by injecting the numerical solution of the GPE
inside Leggett’s formula (2) for ρ0 = 60 µm−2, mg/~2 = 0.15
and 2π/q = 3.93 µm, corresponding to µ0/εq = 7.0. Dotted
line: LDA result. Red circles: Experimental results obtained
using Leggett’s formula. Violet squares: Experimental results
obtained from speeds of sound. The dashed line shows the
prediction in the opposite regime, µ0 � εq, of a very weakly-
interacting system. In all figures, the error bar represents the
statistical uncertainties of the measurements.

the transverse y direction is

c2
y = 1

mκ
, (5)

the effective mass m∗y being equal to the bare mass in
this case. The ratio between Eqs. 4 and 5 then provides

fs,x = c2
x

c2
y

. (6)

The superfluid fraction can thus be determined either
through the explicit knowledge of the equilibrium density
profile via (2) or through the measurement of the ratio
(6).
Limiting cases. Results (2) and (6) hold for any val-

ues of the dimensionless parameters V0/µ0 and εq/µ0, as
long as the description of the T = 0 Bose gas by a macro-
scopic wave function is valid, i.e., as long as quantum
phase fluctuations between neighboring sites (a precur-
sor of the superfluid to Mott-insulator transition) can be
ignored. We now examine some limiting cases where ρ(x)
and fs,x take a simple expression.
We start with the very weakly-interacting regime

where µ0 � εq. In this case, the GPE approaches the
Schrödinger equation for a single particle subject to the
periodic potential V (x). In this regime, the identity
m∗/m = 〈ρ〉 〈1/ρ〉 was already noticed in Ref. [36].
The opposite case εq � µ0 is described by the Local

Density Approximation (LDA). The validity condition
of the LDA is equivalent to imposing that the period
of the potential 2π/q be much larger than the healing
length ~/

√
2mgρ0. In the LDA, the equilibrium density

becomes ρ(LDA)(x) = ρ0−ρ1 cos(qx) with ρ0 = µ0/g and
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ρ1 = V0/g. When injected into (2), this gives

f (LDA)
s,x =

(
1− ρ2

1
ρ2

0

)1/2

=
(

1− V 2
0
µ2

0

)1/2

. (7)

For values V0 > µ0, the LDA density vanishes in a fi-
nite region within each period of V (x), with the conse-
quent vanishing of the superfluid fraction, (dotted line in
Fig. 1).

We now consider the third limiting case of small V0,
which can be addressed using the formalism of the static
density response function. An expansion of the solution
of the GPE in powers of V0 yields the amplitude of the
first Fourier component of ρ(x)

ρ1

ρ0
= 2V0

2µ0 + εq
+O(V 3

0 ). (8)

Using (2), one finds the superfluid fraction [19]

fs,x = 1− 2V 2
0

(2µ0 + εq)2 +O(V 4
0 ) , (9)

confirming the LDA result given above when we take the
limit εq/µ0 → 0. Note that (8,9) also hold in the oppo-
site limit of large εq/µ0, where the superfluid density no
longer depends on the interaction.

The expansion of the solution of the GPE in powers of
V0 also provides the compressibility

κ = µ−1
0

[
1− 2V 2

0 εq
(2µ0 + εq)3

]
+O(V 4

0 ) , (10)

showing that, different from the expansion (9) for the
superfluid density, the V 2

0 correction to the compressibil-
ity vanishes in the LDA limit εq/µ0 → 0. In this limit,
we thus predict from 4 and 5 that, at order 2 in V0, the
speed of sound cy in the direction perpendicular to the
lattice will not be affected by the presence of the lattice,
whereas cx will be reduced by an amount directly related
to fs,x.
The ideal gas limit. The addition of a lattice on a

Bose gas sheds interesting light on the controversial ques-
tion of the possible superfluidity in the ideal case. The
fact that the Landau criterion is not satisfied points to
a non-superfluid character of the ideal gas, while the ap-
proach based on twisted boundary conditions leads to
fs = 1 for this system. To remove this ambiguity, we
take a gas with chemical potential µ0 placed in a lat-
tice of large spatial period (εq � V0) and consider the
two limits (i) V0 → 0 and (ii) µ0 → 0. The order in
which these limits are taken is crucial. If we take limit
(i) first (i.e. εq � V0 � µ0) and then limit (ii), we find
fs = 1, see (9). Conversely, taking first the limit (ii) (i.e.
εq, µ0 � V0) leads to fs ≈ 0 (see dashed line in Fig. 1).
In our opinion, the latter approach is more relevant as it
implicitly takes into account the residual (possibly disor-
dered) modulated potentials acting on the gas.

Experimental setup. We now describe the experimen-
tal determination of the superfluid fraction of a planar
BEC subjected to a sinusoidal potential along x. The
setup has been detailed in Refs. [37, 38]. We start from
a single quasi-2D Bose gas of 87Rb atoms confined in an
optical dipole trap made of a combination of repulsive
laser beams at a wavelength λ = 532 nm. We load all
atoms around a single node of an optical lattice, which
provides a strong confinement along the vertical direc-
tion z. It leads to an approximate harmonic confinement
of frequency ωz/2π ≈ 3.7 kHz. The associated charac-
teristic length, `z =

√
~/mωz ≈ 180 nm, is large com-

pared to the s-wave scattering length as = 5.3 nm, which
leads to a quasi-2D regime where collisions keep their
three-dimensional (3D) character. The effective 2D cou-
pling constant describing the interactions in the cloud is
mg/~2 =

√
8πas/`z ≈ 0.15. The 2D character of our gas

is not crucial for this experiment, which could also be
performed in a 3D box-like potential [39].
The in-plane confinement is created by spatially-

shaped laser beams. A first beam creates a square box
potential of size L = 40 µm. A second beam imposes
the sinusoidal potential modulated along the x axis with
a tunable amplitude V0 from 0 to 80 nK [32, 40]. The
lattice period d = 3.93(4) µm and the average 2D den-
sity ρ0 = 60(3) µm−2 are fixed. This corresponds to
µ0/kB ≈ 50nK and εq/kB = 7.1 nK. The temperature
of the gas is below the lowest measurable value in our
setup, i.e. < 20nK.
Superfluid fraction from Leggett’s formula. To use

Leggett’s result (2), we measure the in situ 2D density
profile ρ(meas)(x, y) in the presence of the lattice using
absorption imaging, see Fig. 2(a). We integrate it along
y to obtain the 1D profile ρ(meas)(x) (Fig. 2(b)). For an
ideal imaging system [41], ρ(meas)(x) = ρ(x) but finite
optical resolution alters this relation and has to be in-
cluded in the analysis. The expected density distribution
can be expanded in Fourier series ρ0−

∑
n>0 ρn cos(nqx),

where the role of higher harmonics becomes increasingly
important for large V0. We model our optical resolu-
tion by multiplicative coefficients βn < 1: ρ(meas)(x) =
ρ0 −

∑
n>0 βnρn cos(nqx).

We calibrate the first coefficients βn by studying the
density response to a lattice of wave number q′ = nq
for low lattice depths. In this case, the density modula-
tion ρ(x) is dominated by its first harmonic and we fit
the measured profiles to a sinusoidal function whose am-
plitude is adjusted to prediction (8). This adjustment
provides β1 = 0.73(2) and β2 = 0.27(6), while the val-
ues of the coefficients n ≥ 3 are below our experimental
detectivity.

We show in Fig. 2(c) the values of ρn = ρ
(meas)
n /βn

for n = 1, 2. Both measurements are in good agreement
with the predictions of the GPE (solid lines) over all the
explored range of values of V0. From this measurement
and restricting ρ(x) to its two first Fourier components,
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Figure 2. (a) In situ absorption image of the 2D gas modu-
lated with a lattice along x of period 3.93 µm and amplitude
V0 = 54(5)nK. The length of the scale bar is 20µm. (b)
Density profile integrated along x (squares) and y (circles)
and the fit to a sinusoidal modulation (solid blue line) for
ρ(meas)(x). The pixel size is 1.15µm. (c) Fourier components
of the density modulation ρn/ρ0 versus the lattice depth V0
for n = 1 (circles) and n = 2 (squares). Solid lines represent
the corresponding predictions from the GPE. The dotted line
is the weak lattice limit of (8).

we calculate Leggett’s formula (2) and we plot the result
as circles in Fig. 1. We discuss in Ref. [32] the effect of
the truncation of the Fourier series on the solution of the
GPE and confirm that, in our case, restricting to the first
two harmonics already gives a good estimate of fs,x.
Superfluid fraction from speed of sound. We deter-

mine the speeds of sound along x and y by studying the
response of the cloud to an external perturbation of its
density. Here, the perturbation consists adding, during
the preparation of the cloud, a weak linear magnetic po-
tential along x or y, of amplitude ≈ 0.1 nK/µm. At time
t = 0, we abruptly switch off this potential and mea-
sure the evolution of the center of mass of the cloud,
see Fig. 3(a). For a perturbation along x, we observe a
smaller frequency than the one obtained for the same
excitation along the y axis, a clear signature of the mod-
ification of the superfluid transport properties due to the
presence of the lattice.

From the frequency νx,y of the fitted oscillations, we
determine the speed of sound through the relation cx,y =
2Lνx,y valid when the lattice period and the healing
length are both much smaller than the phonon wave-
length, equal here to 2L. We show our measurements
in Fig. 3(b) as a function of the lattice depth. For a per-
turbation along y, we observe a small increase of cy with
V0, which can be attributed to the modification of the

0 50 100 150
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Figure 3. Speed of sound measurement. (a) Center of mass
position of the cloud after excitation as a function of time for
an excitation along or perpendicular to the lattice for V0/kB =
41(4) nK. The solid lines are sinusoidal fits to the data giving
νx = 19(1)Hz and νy = 27(1)Hz. (b) Extracted speed of
sound along y (black squares) and x (blue circles) axes for
different lattice depths. The solid lines are the prediction
from the GPE.

compressibility of the modulated gas with respect to the
uniform case (see Eqs. 5 and 10). Along the axis of the
lattice, we note a strong decrease of the speed of sound
with the amplitude of the modulating potential, which
we associate with the decrease of the superfluid fraction
of the cloud. In addition, we plot with solid lines the
result of a simulation of the experimental protocol with
the GPE. We observe an excellent agreement for both cx
and cy. The superfluid fraction fs,x obtained from the
ratio (6) is plotted in Fig. 1.
Discussion and conclusion. The determination of the

superfluid fraction fs,x based on sound propagation is in
excellent agreement with the prediction from the GPE.
The determination of fs,x based on Leggett’s formula,
although limited by the finite resolution of our optical
system, also agrees well with the prediction.
More generally, one may favor one of the two methods

depending on the system under study. For example, in a
spin-orbit coupled BEC that violates Galilean invariance
[25], the sound velocity measurement will give access to
the superfluid fraction, while the density may remain uni-
form, in which case Leggett’s bound is not relevant. Con-
versely in supersolid BECs [42–48], the excitation spec-
trum is, in general, more complex [49, 50] and the sound
velocity measurement is not directly applicable to extract
fs, which, at least in one-dimensional-like configurations,
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may be instead calculated using Leggett’s formula [51].
A challenging question concerns the determination of the
superfluid density in higher dimensions if the total den-
sity profile is not factorizable along the various directions
[30], as in the case of 2D dipolar supersolids [47] and of a
vortex lattice [52]. Our work also paves the way for the
investigation of the superfluid fraction in other density
modulated quantum gases, like Fermi superfluids and 1D
and disordered systems. It could be extended to study
the links between the quenching of the superfluid fraction
and the emergence of number squeezing and phase fluctu-
ations effects [17, 53] for deep periodic potentials as well
as to investigate the consequence of finite temperature
effects.

While we were completing this work, a manuscript by
Tao et al. explored anisotropic superfluidity in a period-
ically modulated trapped BEC gas [54]. We employ here
lattices with much larger periods, allowing for an explicit
measurement of Leggett’s formula and enhancing the role
of two-body interactions.
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average value of a quantity f(x) is defined by

〈f〉 = 1
L

∫ L

0
f(x) dx. (12)

In the main text, we take V (x) = V0 cos(qx) which is
spatially periodic with period ` = 2π/q. In this case,
the density ρeq(x) is also periodic with period `. Then,
provided there is an integer number of periods ` in the
box of length L, the definition of the average value (12)
for a periodic function f(x) coincides with the definition
of the main text

〈f〉 = 1
`

∫ `

0
f(x) dx. (13)

In the frame moving with velocity v0, i.e., in the pres-
ence of the perturbation −v0Px (see main text), the
Gross-Pitaevskii equation (GPE) gives rise to the follow-
ing expression for the equation of continuity (only the
motion along the x-axis is considered here)

∂tρ(x, t) + ∂x {ρ(x, t) [v(x, t)− v0]} = 0 , (14)

where v(x) = (~/m)∂xφ(x) is the superfluid velocity
field, fixed by the gradient of the phase of the order pa-
rameter. In the limit of small v0, one can replace the
density ρ(x, t) with the equilibrium value ρeq(x).
We look for a stationary solution in the moving frame

by imposing a stationary flow ρeq(x)(v(x)− v0) = j, cor-
responding to a position and time independent current
j. We then obtain the result

~
m
∂xφ(x) = v(x) = v0 + j

ρeq(x) (15)

for the gradient of the phase of the order parameter. Im-
posing that the phase satisfies the periodic boundary con-
dition φ(L) = φ(0), the integration of Eq.(15) gives

0 = v0L+ j

∫ L

0

dx

ρeq(x) (16)

giving the current

j = − v0

〈 1
ρeq
〉
. (17)

Finally, we calculate the average value of the momentum
operator using Eqs. (15,17):

〈P̂x〉 = m

∫
ρeq(x) v(x) dx = mL (v0〈ρeq〉+ j)

= Nmv0

(
1− 1
〈ρeq〉 〈 1

ρeq
〉

)
(18)

where we introduced the number of particle N = L〈ρeq〉.
Using the definition of the main text:

fs,x = 1− lim
v0→0

〈P̂x〉
Nmv0

, (19)

we straightforwardly obtain the announced result for the
superfluid fraction:

fs,x =
(
〈ρeq〉 〈

1
ρeq
〉
)−1

. (20)

Superfluid density and effective mass

In this section, we explain why the two seemingly
unconnected quantities, superfluid fraction and effec-
tive mass, are connected when one considers a zero-
temperature Bose gas placed in a periodic potential and
described by the GPE for the order parameter ψ(x). We
assume that the potentiel V (x) is spatially periodic with
period ` and that there are an integer number of periods
np = L/` in the box of length L.
Superfluid density. As explained in the previous sec-

tion, the superfluid density can be calculated using lin-
ear response theory for the perturbation −v0P̂x. Equiva-
lently, one can apply twisted boundary conditions along
the x axis, ψ(L) = eiθ ψ(0) (with θ arbitrary small), and
look for the increase of energy of the ground state ψ(x)
at second order in θ [29]. This energy increase directly
provides fs,x:

E(θ) ≈ E(0) +Nfs,x
~2θ2

2mL2 . (21)

Since the potential V (x) is periodic, it is natural to as-
sume that the phase twist θ of the wave function ψ(x)
minimizing the energy is uniformly distributed over all
lattice periods, hence

ψ (n`) = eiθ/np ψ ((n− 1)`) n = 1, · · · , np. (22)

To determine the ground state ψ(x), it is convenient
to perform the gauge transform φ(x) = e−iθx/L ψ(x), so
that we recover periodic boundary conditions for φ(x)
with an additional vector potential. More precisely, φ(x)
is the solution of the equation(
P̂x + ~θ/L

)2

2m φ(x) + V (x)φ(x) + g|φ(x)|2φ(x) = µφ(x)
(23)

minimizing the GP energy functional with the boundary
condition deduced from Eq. (22):

φ (n`) = φ ((n− 1)`) , (24)

i.e., a periodic boundary condition over each lattice pe-
riod. This procedure is directly connected to the one of
the previous section by setting v0 = ~θ/mL and leads to
the result (20).
Effective mass. We now turn to the determination

of the effective mass for a BEC placed in the periodic
potential V (x). We look for solutions that can be written



8

as Bloch functions, ψk(x) = eikx uk(x), where uk(x) is
periodic over the lattice and satisfies

uk (n`) = uk ((n− 1)`) . (25)

The equation satisfied by uk(x) is

(P̂x + ~k)2

2m uk(x)+V (x)uk(x)+g|uk(x)|2uk(x) = µuk(x)
(26)

and the effective mass m∗x is defined by the curvature of
the energy around k = 0:

E(k) ≈ E(0) +N
~2k2

2m∗x
. (27)

Note that we define here the effective mass using the
solutions of the non-linear GPE. One can show that the
same value for m∗x arises if one considers the Bogoliubov
excitations of the gas in the periodic potential V (x), i.e.
the linearized version of the problem (see Eq. (28) of [19]).

The mathematical similarity between the two prob-
lems (23-24) and (25-26) is clear, with the replacement
θ/L↔ k, and the comparison between Eqs. (21) and (27)
provides the relation

m∗x = m/fs,x (28)

for the zero-temperature Bose gas described by the GPE.

Preparation and excitation of the gas

Our experimental setup has been described in Ref. [37].
We load an optical box potential made of a combination
of laser beams at a wavelength of 532 nm. The confine-
ment along the vertical direction z is created by an opti-
cal lattice and we load a 3D Bose-Einstein condensate in
a single node of this lattice. The resulting trapping po-
tential is well approximated by an harmonic potential of
frequency ωz ≈ 2π × 3.7 kHz. The in-plane confinement
is a square box potential of size L = 40 µm obtained by
imaging the chip of a digital micro-mirror device (DMD)
on the atomic plane with a high-resolution microscope
objective. Atoms are cooled down thanks to evapora-
tive cooling to temperatures T . 20nK. For all experi-
ments reported in this work, the average surface density
is fixed to ρ0 = 60(3) atoms/µm2. Atoms are polarized in
the electronic ground state |F = 1,m = −1〉. The in-situ
density distribution is measured using partial transfer to
the |F = 2〉 state, followed by absorption imaging onto a
CCD camera with a typical resolution of . 1 µm. The
method of partial transfer allows us to control the amount
of atoms sensitive to the imaging beam so as to maintain
the optical depth of the imaged cloud to a low value. In
this regime, we avoid any collective effects in the light
diffusion by the atomic cloud [56].

The excitation of sound waves is performed by apply-
ing a magnetic field gradient over the size of cloud, which
creates a uniform force along either the x or the y direc-
tion. In this work, we use a gradient of b′ = 3.4µG/µm.
For a chemical potential of µ0/kB ∼ 50nK of the cloud,
this corresponds to a peak-to-peak potential of 0.09µ0.
The speed of sound is measured by suddenly removing
this gradient at time t = 0 and then monitoring the time
evolution of the center-of-mass distribution of the cloud.
The typical amplitude of oscillation of the center-of-mass
along the axis of the excitation is ≈ 1 µm and no clear
oscillation signal is observed along the orthogonal direc-
tion.

Optical lattice potential

We describe in this paragraph the preparation and the
characterization of the sinusoidal optical potential ap-
plied to the atomic cloud. This potential is created by
imaging the chip of a DMD onto the atomic plane with
an imaging system of resolution . 1 µm. The pixel size
of the DMD is 13.7 µm and the magnification is 1/70
leading to an effective pixel size on the atomic cloud of
≈ 0.2µm, much smaller than the optical resolution of the
imaging system. The laser wavelength is 532 nm and the
beam waist in the atomic plane is ∼ 85 µm so that the
intensity profile over the atomic cloud size is almost uni-
form.
As described in Ref. [40], we use a dithering algorithm

to create effective “grey levels" of light intensity on the
atomic plane [58]. The lattice optical potential experi-
enced by the atoms is measured with an auxiliary imag-
ing system with a similar resolution . 1 µm and a mag-
nification ∼ 3.2. As the DMD operates as an amplitude
modulator [55], a sinusoidal modulation of the intensity
on the atom plane will be obtained using a target profile
for the dithering algorithm given by

f(x) =
√
α+ β cos(kx). (29)

The coefficients α and β are chosen so that ∀x, 0 < f(x).
For the data reported in this work, obtained with a lattice
of period d ≈ 4 µm, we used α = 0.5 and β = 0.4.
We show in Fig. 4 a typical example of a dithered image

that we display on the DMD. We also report the corre-
sponding intensity distribution over the size of the cloud
measured with the auxiliary imaging system. The ob-
tained lattices are well sinusoidal with an almost constant
amplitude over the size of the cloud. We also checked
that the maximal amplitude of the lattice is linear with
the laser light intensity.
We now discuss the calibration of the lattice depth V0.

We shone large-period lattices (d > 8 µm) on the atomic
cloud, we determined the dominant term of the density
modulation ρ1 and we deduced V0 using the LDA pre-
diction ρ1 = V0/g. To make this approach relevant, we
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Figure 4. (a) Typical dithered pattern displayed on the DMD. Each pixel is either white (1) or black (0). (b) Cut of the dithered
pattern (circles) along with a fit (solid line) of the data to the function x 7→

√
a0 + a1 cos (kx). (c) Measured image of the

projected lattice on the auxiliary camera. The residual intensity modulation along y is an artifact of the optical measurement
due to parasitic fringes. The axes are rescaled to coincide with the effective position in the atoms plane. (d) Cut of the auxiliary
camera image along the x−axis along with a fit to the function x 7→ b0 + b1 cos (kx).

restrict ourselves to low lattice depths V0 < µ0 and we
checked that, in this range and for a fixed laser intensity,
the contrast of the density modulation C = ρ1/ρ0 is in-
dependent of the lattice period. For such large periods,
our finite imaging resolution does not significantly affect
the measured signal, contrary to the case of shorter pe-
riods. Its measured value, C ≈ 0.75, is consistent with
the chosen values of α and β, leading to C = 0.8. Note
that for large-period lattices (εq � µ0), the correction
to the LDA discussed in the main text (see Eq. 8) is also
negligible.

Role of finite optical resolution on the computation
of Leggett’s formula

For strong enough lattice depths, V0 & µ0, the density
modulation ρn(x) differs from a sinusoidal profile. While
the determination of the superfluid fraction through
Leggett’s formula is still exact (in the regime where the
GPE is valid), its experimental determination becomes
more challenging. Deviations to a sinusoidal profile are
described by the emergence of higher-order harmonics ρn
in the density modulation, which we have defined through
ρ0 −

∑
n>0 ρn cos(nqx). These harmonics are subjected

to spatial filtering by our imaging system. This filtering
is modeled by the βn coefficients in the main text.
We show in Fig. 5(a) the value of Leggett’s formula

computed from the ground state of the GPE taking into
account this spatial filtering. In addition to the LDA

(thin solid line) and the GPE predictions (thick solid
line), we show the results obtained from the GPE keeping
only the first n = 1 harmonic (dotted line), the two first
harmonics (dot-dashed line) and the three first harmon-
ics (dashed line). With only two harmonics of the den-
sity modulation, the estimated superfluid fraction is very
close to the exact prediction for fs,x & 0.3 and slightly de-
viates for lower superfluid fractions. Including the third
harmonic leads to an excellent approximation down to
fs,x ∼ 0.1. In Fig. 5(b), we compare our measurement
of the density modulation including only the first har-
monic together with the corresponding prediction of the
GPE with filtering. The agreement is excellent. We also
note that for V0/εq & 8 the computed superfluid frac-
tion is null because ρ1 > ρ0, which leads to a vanishing
density ρ0 − ρ1 cos(qx) around the lattice maxima. Fi-
nally, we show in Fig. 5(c) the data reported in the main
text and compare them with the prediction of the GPE
when keeping the two first harmonics (ρ1 and ρ2). Here
again the agreement is very satisfactory. Note that the
observation of the third harmonic is not accessible with
our setup. It corresponds to a density modulation with a
period ∼ 1.3 µm. To be detected, it would require a nu-
merical aperture (NA) of the optical system around 0.6
and is thus fully filtered for our NA of 0.45. These re-
sults show that our choice of parameters, and especially
the lattice period, is suitable to obtain, within our exper-
imental uncertainties, a robust estimate of the superfluid
fraction with Leggett’s formula in a broad range of values
of the lattice depth.
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Figure 5. Influence of the finite optical resolution on the determination of the superfluid fraction using Leggett’s formula. For
all plots, we show the LDA (thin solid line) and the GPE (thick solid line) predictions. In (a), the predictions of the GPE with a
filtering of the lowest harmonics are shown when keeping only the first harmonic (blue dotted line), the two first harmonics (red
dot-dashed line) and the three first harmonics (green dashed line). (b) Experimental determination of the Leggett’s formula
keeping only the first harmonic (blue circles). (c) Same when keeping only the two first harmonics, as shown in the main text
(red circles).
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