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Vortex-lattice formation and melting in a nonrotating Bose-Einstein Condensate
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Numerical simulations of the interference of a three-waynsented nonrotating Bose—Einstein Condensate
reveal the production of a honeycomb vortex lattice commaisignificant numbers of vortices and antivortices
which, if confined within a trap, interact in complex ways oiime. In contrast with nonlinear vortex production
mechanisms previously described for BECs, the processserienarily one of linear superposition, with initial
vortex locations described by a linear theory of wave paitketference. The subsequent interaction dynamics,
involving a rich vortex—antivortex chemistry, reveal a pharansition from an ordered to a disordered state.

PACS numbers: 03.75.Lm, 03.75.Dg, 03.75.Kk

I. INTRODUCTION formed in an asymmetric trap partitioned into three reglons
shining a laser light sheet on the condensate (se€JFig. £). Th
rpartition walls were then removed at varying rates and vesti
ere sought after dlierent elapsed times, during which the
Thiree pieces were allowed to expand and interfere. Both 2D

tation of the condensate cloud, such as with a *laser spoo and 3D numerical simulations of this experiment have also

or by laser phase imprinting. These rotating systems for een pgrformed by Carretero-Gonz-aIez el al.. [11]', ,
an Abrikosov lattice[[5] of vortices with hexagonal symme- In th|s_ report, we demonstrate with numerical S|mulat|qns
try. In contrast with the rotating BEC, in which the number that vortices are produced by a three-segment BEC devoid of

of vortices is governed by the net angular momentum of thdnitial phase variations and show that this mechanism is, in
system, the nonrotating BEC can also give rise to vortices ducontrast with the two-piece case, predicted by a linearheo
to the reconciliation of initial random phase variationa e € development of which is related to previous work on the
Kibble—Zurek mechanism[6]. three-pinhole Young’s interferometer [12]. In contrastiwi

Carretero-Gonzalez et dl. |11], we have not sought tocafsi

The production of vortices has attracted great interest i
the study of Bose—Einstein Condensates (BECs) (see, e
[1,12,[3,.4]). Typically, production has been through bulk ro

. Interfe(ence_ of two nonrotating BEC pieces ‘.N'th a repul-the aforementioned experiment exactly. By instead seeking
sive nonlinearity, has also been shown to give rise to vestic

[7,[€]. In this system, analogous to the Young’s two- inholetrue condensate ground-states, in order to remove inhi@s@

B ystem, 9 : 9 P variations, we aim to demonstrate that such phase vargtion

interferometer, the interference fringes—also known ak da f f : dditi d

stripe solitons—decay via a “snake instability” into a sgi are unnecessary for vortex formation. In addition, we demon

of vortices. This vortex formation mechanism relies on theStrate interference and vortex production in the absenee of

nonIinearit' of the BEC self interaction confining transverse trap, thereby reducing the requirémen

y ' ) _for the nonlinear processes at play in two-fragment conden-

Recently Scherer et al.|[9./10] performed an experiment ingate interference, and hoping to improve the argumenthiat t

which vortices were observed as a result of the interferehce \,qrtex generation mechanism for three pieces is, by cdntras
a three-way segmented BEC. An oblate spheroidal BEC WaSrimarily a linear process.

By slightly altering the initial conditions, primarily byt
creasing the intensity of the light sheet, we have also been
& able to generate significant numbers of vortices and antivor
tices. These large populations, produced in the trapped sys
tem, make it an excellent environment for the study of vor-
[ 37 trap tex dynamics. We see a phase transition of the topological
B 0 \h ~I "';'H\ defects in the order-parameter field during which the ragula

vortex—antivortex lattice melts into a disordered statdisT
/l”'« BEC defect phase transition could be characterized by a saitabl
laser mask & order parameter of the defect field, which is a level removed

from the order parameter of the BEC itself. We do not at-
tempt such a description in this report. Following this défe
FIG. 1: (Color online) A laser-illuminated mask separatpsacake- ~ phase transition, we observe a rich diversity of complex in-
shaped BEC, formed in an asymmetric trap, into three piddpen  teractions by, for example, self-propelling vortex—aottex
removal of the illumination—and optionally the trap—theq@es in-  dipoles (VADs) [11,/ 13, 14| 15, 16, 17], rotating vortex
terfere, forming a vortex lattice. tripoles and quadrupoles [15,/16]. These interactions éetw

vortices and vortex clusters in the condensate includel@ipo

scattering and annihilation events.

The remainder of this report is structured as follows. In
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http://arxiv.org/abs/0801.0383v1
mailto:gary.ruben@sci.monash.edu.au

the time-dependent and ground state models, the reductianent, this assumes that any light sheet is instantaneossly r
from 3D to 2D, and a vorticity metric for the order parame- moved att = 0. We will discuss later the establishment of
ter field. Next, we present the simulation results in $et. 11l the ground state with the light-sheet potentié, 6) present,
highlighting the ects of light-sheet intensity, fierent light ~ whenceV(r, 6, 2) = (m/2)(w?r? + w?Z%) + L(r,6) fort < 0.

sheet geometries and phase variation between the condensat Numerically, we employ the RK4IP scheme implemented
pieces in the trapped and untrapped cases, whilst making coin the XmdS software package [18]. This is a finit&elience,
nections to the linear theory. We provide a visualization ofsplit step, fourth order, adaptive Runge—Kutta method & th
the defect phase transition, and in 9ed. IV, describe the ricinteraction picture.

vortex—antivortex dynamics which characterize the disced

state of the defect phase. Finally, we summarize our findings

in Sec[V. A. Reduction from 3D to 2D

The production of vortices in pancake-shaped condensates
may be numerically modeled in two rather than three spatial
dimensions. The simplest model of such a system holds when

In this section we describe the derivation and parameters ghe dimensiont, = [#/(mw,)]*? of the BEC ground state
the numerical model. We model an experiment similar to thals much larger than the scattering length1d]. Simplify-
conducted by Scherer et all [9,10]. ing assumptions allow the transverse armmponents to be

Some distinguishing features of our simulation comparedeparated and nonlinear behavior alongziiémension to be
with the experiment and the modeling in Carretero-Goméleignored. Thez-dimension of the BEC is then independently
et al. [11] are, firstly, that a ground state of the BEC systemreatable as a simple 1D harmonic oscillator problem, with a
is established as a starting boundary condition for time evoGaussian ground state solution. Evaluating the Gaussian so
lution. Being a true ground state, no phase variation is altjon atz = 0 results in a multiplication factor for the number
lowed within or between the three pieces. We then optionallyyf atomsyN in thez = 0 plane.
apply diferent relative phases to the three pieces following More formally, with a view to evaluating, we apply the
establishment of the ground state, in order to show the Preansat2p(r, 6, 2) = ¥(r, 6)o(2) = P(r, 6)yY? exp(-cZ), where
diction of vortex prOdUCtion by the linear theory. In comstra c is a constant, such tha{(r, 0, Z) is a product of the trans-
Carretero-Gonzalez et al. [11] apply the experimentadhed  verse solution¥(r, §) and the well-known ground-state solu-

mined chemical potential to their initial condition. Thecse  tion ®y(2) = (742)"Y/* exp[-Z/(242)] to the 1D time indepen-
ond distinguishing feature is the instantaneous removél®f  dent Schrodinger equation

light sheet at = 0. In contrast, Scherer et|al! [9,/]10] remove

the light sheet at varying finite rates, but report a maximum o, 1,

efficiency of vortex generation for the maximum observable Ed = —%82 + Em‘*’zzz) . )
rate of removal. Thirdly, we exclusively model the system

in 2D. As such, our simulations are perhaps more applicablgéhe factor y may be found by evaluating the ground
to pancake-shaped condensate clouds, in which the ratio gtate atz = 0 and applying the normalization condition
the axial to transverse trap frequencies is greater. A fiifial d f_”:o |Do(2)?> dz= 1.

ference is that we present simulations with and without thé The Laplacian operator in EqJ(1) is then separated into its
transverse trap to demonstrate that lack of transversenesnfi transverse and axial componemntd, = 42 + 3)2/ andd? respec-
ment is not an impediment to vortex production, consisten{ivew’ thusv2 = V2 +92. Noting that the terms on the RHS of

with predictions from the linear theory. Eq. [2) now also appear in Efl (1), they are replaced in[Eq. (1)

The evolution of the macroscopic wavefunction or order pay,y the LHS of Eq.[[R). Subsequent evaluation of Eg. (1) at
rametel¥ of a BEC is governed by the Gross-Pitaevskii equa-, _ g results in the 2D equation

tion (GPE)

II. NUMERICAL MODEL

2 g R o M o5, 312\ ¢
o = _;_mvz +V(r.0.2) + NUy 22|, ) i = (—%vl + 501" + E+yNUg [|°|%, (3)
where we have adopted cylindrical polar coordinateg ¢  WhereE may be interpreted as a change in the chemical po-
and timet. The GPE takes the form of the time-dependent_tem'a_l of the condensate._ The probability density is gauge
Schrodinger equation with an additional nonlinear self-invariant with respect to this term, so we apply the tramsfor
interaction termNUo [¥2¥. HereUp = 4nhi2a/m depends ¥ — 'Y exp(-iEt/A) to eliminateE.
on the massn of an atom of the atomic specie¥’Rb in
this case) and the-wave scattering length, which in this
case is positive in order to permit the BEC pieces to expand B. Establishing the ground state
and interfere. In our model = 5.77 x 107 for 8Rb [2].
The BEC containdN atoms and evolves within a trapping  The ground state is the eigenfunction solution of the time
potential V(r,0,2) = (m/2)(w?r? + w?Z’) with radial angu- independent GPE, where the potential term now includes the

lar frequencyw and axial angular frequeney,. For the mo- light-sheet. We seek the ground state for use as the initial
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condition of the time dependent GPE. Numerically, this is ob light sheet relative to the trap is represented by a dimenrsio
tained by evolving a modified version of the time dependentess quantityly, where the trap potential contour plots (shown
wavefunction, obtained by Wick rotating the time variable i in false color to the left of the time series) indicate the mag
the energy operator, according fo= —it (see, e.g.,.[20]). nitude relative to the trap. We have chosen to present sesult
This technique, in which the wave equation is transformedor Ig = 0.3 orly = 0.8 as these values allow exposition of the
into a difusion equation, is often termed “evolution through different behaviors of poorly and well separated BEC pieces,
imaginary time”. Note that Wick rotation is not performed on respectively. The upper time series show the evolution @f th
the wavefunctionV. Subsequently dropping the prime from BEC beginning from a true global ground state. Probability
t’, the resulting equation is density and phase are also shown in Eig. 2. The expansion
and interference occurs both (a) within a confining harmonic
trap following instantaneous removal of the light sheet] an
(b) in the absence of a transverse confining trap. In therlatte
case, the condensate would expand beyond a finite simulation
where the real-valued parametenas been added because theregion. To allow for this, a circular damping function aliser
system energy acquires a constant value associated with thige outward propagating matter, leading to the darkenegrout
number of atoms in the condensate. In the limit oo, uis  region in this case. Since these are 2D simulations, and as
identified as the chemical potential. Inthislinéit¥ — 0and  such are applicable to pancake-shaped condensates,-experi
Eqg. (4) approaches the time-independent GPE (see,le.g., [4nental realization would most likely require maintenante o
The time evolution is performed by iteratively performing the axial trap in both cases.

time steps according to the chosen scheme (e.g. fourthr-orde [Scherer et dll [9, 10] observed vortices consistent with pro
Runge—Kutta) followed by renormalization of the wavefunc-duction by the Kibble-Zurek mechanism. They reported that
tion to ensure there am¢ atoms in the condensate. Because10% of nonsegmented condensates contain vortices. In our

the system being modeled is highly nonlinear—ig>> 1 simulations, by starting from a ground state, no vorticey ma
whereg = 8yNre is the codicient of the nonlinear term  pe produced by this mechanism.

|‘P|2‘P in the GPE—the appropriate initial condition is the so-  Previous work|[12] has shown that the linear interference
lution to the Thomas-Fermi limit of the GPE _[21.122]. We of three expanding monochromatic spherical waves gergerate
use this limit as the initial condition in our simulationshieh  a distorted honeycomb vortex—antivortex (VA) lattice. het
provides rapid convergence to the true ground state. HaweveAppendix, we present a related linear theory for the case of
the stability of the method permits other choices of iniiah-  three Gaussian wave packets, evolving in two dimensions of
dition. space and one of time, clarifying théext of source phase

variation on the predicted vortex locations. In this casdna

finite, regular honeycomb VA lattice is formed, with a Gaus-

C. \Vorticity measure sian probability density envelope. The formation of vagtic
by a three-piece BEC may be understood as arising from the

We define a vorticity metric for the order parameter fig¢ld Same mechanism, albeit now in a highly nonlinear system.
according to The linear theory applies most directly to the untrapped sys
L tem. For observing interaction dynamics, the trap presence
.- - must be maintained. However, if the interference is instead
Vorticity = Y ff |VX Jl dx dy ®) performed with the transverse trap switchéij experimental
measurement of the position of any central vortex with respe
where the integral represents integration over the numeric to the center and lattice parameter should allow determina-
field of volumeV, andj is the probability current= (¥"V¥~  tjon of the phases of the initial BEC pieces to within a global
YVWY)n/(2m). phase factor. Figurds 2(b) and (d) show the formation of an
This metric is similar to the usual vorticity measure in flu- extremely regular lattice, which compares favorably withtt
idsw = V x v, of the velocity fieldv = j/p wherep = [¥|*>  formed by linear superposition in Fig. 3.
is the local density. It is equivalent o multiplied by the If the three BEC pieces are figiently isolated from each
local densityo. By not dividing byp, extra weighting is con-  qiher, they may acquire random phases with respect to one
ferred upon vortices located within a locally increasedsityn ~ 5nother [24]. Scherer et al.l [9] describe the presence or ab-
over vortices in regions of lower density. The metric SUnes th gence of a central vortex according to reconciliation oféhe
modulus of the local measure over the whole field. phases. The linear theory instead describes an equivdlent e
fect, which predicts the presence of a central vortex adtresu
ing from translation of the lattice as a whole. Rohrl et al.
. RESULTS [24] state that the pieces are “virtually degenerate” veithgy
them to be treated as coherent pieces whose relative phases
In Fig.[2 we present simulation snapshots for the segmenteahay vary randomly. For a lower intensity light sheet, tuanel
BEC showing the initial state, the lattice, and later stabas  ing through the light-sheet walls ensures that the phastaeof
in the trapped cases, succeed the defect phase transiton. Fseparate pieces remain coupled. The interference pa#tern i
corresponding movies, see [23]. The intensity of the lasesaid to become “locked”. In our case, the lattice transfatio

~ hz m ~ 2\ A~
RO = ﬁvi - szrz —L(r.6) + p — yNUq |¥| )‘P (4)



FIG. 2: (Color online) Amplitude (sepia) and associatedsghplots (gray scale) for the ground-state trap potentiavehas a contour-plot
at left, which is a 2D harmonic trap with a superposed thrag-light sheet of dimensionless amplitue= 0.8. (a) Three-segment BEC
interference with a harmonic confining trap showing progj@s from the ground state, through lattice formation tote-Eage characterized
by complex vortex—antivortex (VA) dynamics. (b) Honeycotatiice formation and free expansion in the absence of amogfitrap. The
dark outer circular envelope results from a damping terna is¢he numerical scheme, which prevents reflections fraerbtbundary of the
finite numerical grid. (c-d) The initial piece phases arated to 0, 2/3 and—2r/3. The éfect is to shift the lattice so that an antivortex is
centered on the trap or region of focus.

have been rotated from 0 tar23 and-2x/3, as shown in the
t = 0 s phase plot. The = 53 ms andt = 107 ms cases
without a transverse trap show a vortex at the center. This
may be understood by evaluating the predicted vortex loca-
tions using the linear theory. To illustrate this, Fify. 3yides
linear simulation results for the equal [Figs. 3(a-b)] and r
tated [Fig.[B(c)] phase cases for the model described in the
Bt A Appendix. For these examples, the source positiprsnd
L w - rs, and the momentum uncertaintyp were determined by fit-
-,y . AN\ ting Gaussian profiles to the leading (innermost) edgeseof th
o b=l *  probability density of the three BEC piecestat O for the
lo = 0.8 case, i.e. from the first frame in Fid. 2(a). Because

ing at the corners of an equilateral triangle [cf. Figs. Z(by (d)]. the model assumes that the BEC pieces are well described by

The amplitude, with analytically determined vortices {Jand an- circularly-symmetric Gaussian pieces, which is not thescas

tivortices (light) overlaid [see Eq4_{ALO) arid (A11)], apdase of here, this app_roach was found to be better th_an fitting to the
Eq. [A2) are shown. (a) Equal-phase wave packets shown at 0 m¥/hole BEC-pieces. However, because of this departure, il-
after interference at 50 ms (with and without the overlaitida), ~ lustrated by the poor match of the lattice scale to that of the

and (b) after 100 ms. (c) Phases @/2 and-2x/3 cause a lattice nonlinear results, the linear model is best applied quadéhy.

translation. Although the nonlinear dynamics of the BEC do not allow the
analytically predicted vortex locations to be mapped diyec
onto the nonlinear simulation results, the linear theory-ne

becomes locked in an equivalent sense to give the result ifrtheless provides useful predictions of the generatithef

Figs.[2(a) and (b). To simulate théect of decoupling be- central vortex and the lattice symmetry.

tween the pieces, we apply global phase factors by rotating |f the phases are such that a vortex is createficiently

the phase of the BEC pieces, following establishment of thg|ose to the center of the trap, in the case where few other vor

ground state but prior to time evolution. tices are produced, such as when the wall heights are low [as

In Figs.[2(c-d), the relative phases of two of the regionsin Figs.[4(a-d)], the vortex may migrate to take up residence

FIG. 3: (Color online) Three linearly superposed wave ptcke



t=107ms

t=107ms

FIG. 4: (Color online) Amplitude (sepia) and associatedsghalots (grays) for light sheets characterized by the ingppotentials shown as
adjacent contour plots. (a-c) When compared with[Big. 2|atver intensity light sheetl§ = 0.3) allows vortices to propagate outwards with
the condensate matter. In (a), the central region of thiedai left devoid of vortices. In the trapped (b) and untegbyc) cases—in which
the relative phases of the initial pieces are set to)32and—2r/3—the central vortex is clearly visible. (d-e) Two alteiatarrangements
with (d) propeller-shaped pieces, and (e) pieces at threeroof a square are discussed in the main text.

in the center of the trap. Figuré 4(b) illustrates this bédwawv  gether. In the linear theory in [12], correspondingly sl
Since phase gradients and associated flows cancel there, amalues generate smaller numbers of vortices. This is gldarl
resident vortex occupies a privileged position and is afldw lustrated by the smaller vorticity values in (a) and the el

to remain there until perturbed by a local change, such ds thaopulation of vortices in (c) over (b). In Fids. 4(a-b), wese
caused by the motion of a passing vortex. that the matter expanding from the center carries most of the

The vorticity metric is plotted against time for fourfitirent ~ VOrtices to the outer parts of the trap as the lattice is fogpi
initial conditions in Fig[h(a). Figurds 5(b-c), which rese  Where they may be lost altogether, further reducing theexort
ble jellyfish, are time-series plots of the vortices in thiesi ~Population.
on condensate slices. Initial formation of the regular ex+t The propeller shape in Figl 4(d) is included to show an alter-
antivortex lattice forms thgellyfish bell Subsequently, the native mask, which also produces BEC pieces af E2@les
regular lattice melts during the period correspondingéath-  to each other, but which pushes the centers of the condensate
derside of the jellyfish bell, as the condensate matter v&ashepieces further apart. Accordingly, higher numbers of e
back towards the center due to confinement by the harmonigre predicted by the BEC created from this mask. Indeed, this
trap. This melting may be understood as a defect phase trais the case, as can be seen by comparing the bottom two re-
sition from an ordered to a disordered state. During theyearlsults in Fig[®%(a), which plot vorticity for the same lightes#t
stages following the transition, the high population ofti®@s  intensitylo = 0.3 for the two 120 alternatives.
and antivortices promotes a high interaction rate chariaet® In the linear theory in[[12], the maximum number of vor-

by a rich variety of highly dynamical vortex “chemistry” re- _. : . : . .
actions. VA annihilation reduces the vortex population to atICes is predicted for a source arrangementin which thessiec

level where the reaction rate slows and dynamics involving, . initially arranged at three comers of a square. This pre
y Yiction guided investigation of a new source configuration,

VA dipoles begin to dominate, characterized by the trailingshown in Fig[#(e), which may be realized by a cross-shaped
jellyfish tentaclest this later stage. The washing in and outIight sheet mask \;vith one quadrant open to the passage of
s rou_ghly circularly symmetri_c, (_:yclically increasingdarle- light from the illuminating laser. Confirmation of the predi
creasing the probability density in the center. tion is apparent by comparing the top two results in Eig.,5(a)

The global oscillations visible in (a) are due to the votyici which are for the same light-sheet intensity. In fact, thecsp
measure giving extra weight to vortices embedded in a lpcalling of the condensate centroids for the® @0rangement is
increased probability density, consistent with the cyofie-  smaller than for the 12Qcase. Thus the angular arrangement
tion. From (b) and (c) we see that the vortices themselves afigore than @sets the decrease in vorticity-generating capacity
carried in and out by the bulk motion of the condensate matteg5sed by reducing the piece spacing. Whilst we have shown a
presumably changing the interactiohemical-reaction rate gepmetry with an increased capacity to generate vortitiss, i
in turn. The interaction dynamics are discussed in detail iMossible that nonlinearity causes the absolute maximura to b
Sec[lV. achieved for another angle close t&d 90 he initial asymme-

A lower wall height results in the pieces starting closer to-try of the condensate centroid with respect to the trap tesul
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FIG. 6: (Color online) Vortex interaction dynamics. In thewer
frames vortices (dark) and antivortices (light) are sho{a).Vortex
trails corresponding to the range323—-429 ms for the 1201 =
0.8 arrangement. (b) A propagating vortex—antivortex diffokeD).
(c) Vortex—vortex—antivortex tripole rotating through°90(d) Two
VADs meet to form a quadrupole. VA partners are exchangedrand
new VADs move @& orthogonally. (e) A VAD meets a lone vortex.
The antivortex exchanges its vortex partner and the new VARas
off on a new trajectory. (f) VA annihilation resulting from pasgby

a lone vortex.

0 0.1 0.2 ((s) 0.3 0.4 0.5 solitons) or terminating at two points on the condensate sur
face [4,/25]. In this case, the interaction dynamics are in-

FIG. 5: (Color online) Vorticity plots for selected BEC segnta-  Stead characterized by string intercommutation or foromati
tion schemes with a harmonic trap. Small arrows along the tixis ~ Of smaller loops.

correspond to the times selected in Fids. 2[@nd 4. (a) Vortioea- Most of the BEC vortex literature has focused on vortices
sure [Eq.[(5)] forl, = 0.3 and 0.8 and for sources at three corners(or antivortices) in rotating traps, in which antivorticgr-

of an equilateral triangle, a square and propeller shageehses (see  tices) are expelled from the condensate. The complex icrera
main text). (b) Vortices (dark) and antivortices (lightpgeated from  {ions described here instead rely on the presence of a popula
the equilateral triangle scheme with= 0.8. (c) Fewer vortices are  iqn of vortices and antivortices and hence are best obderve
produced with a lower intensity, = 0.3 light sheet. in a nonrotating system. Interfering condensates congbase
two, three, or more pieces will all generate the required con
ditions, provided they are nonrotating. Experimentalhage
contrast imaging with detuned light may leave the BEC suf-
ficiently undisturbed to allow observation of these dynamic

in the merged condensate oscillating back and forth aloag th
initial mirror symmetry plane, in addition to the global dsc
lation mode.

A possible explanation for Scherer et al. [9] not observing
the production of large numbers of vortices along with a regu
lar lattice in experiments may be the use of light-sheenisite

A vortex generates a local circulating velocity field and as-
sociated phase gradient which fall§ mapidly with distance.
Another vortex or antivortex in this field experiences a &rc

ties more consistent with our lower intensity results. Bhg in the direction of flow[[13]. Similarly, VADs travel at a ve-

and pos_sible nonuniformity pf the light-sheet walls is teth locity determined by their distance apart. In Hig. 6(a), the
to the_ size and me_mufacturmg process used fo_r the maSk_paths of several VADs, are shown over a 106 ms period. The
attention to the design of the mask optics and optical path ma

it th i f i h lls. leadi dipoles in which the partners are more widely spaced have
FherTltt' N ctreatlon of more uniform, IS t_arperx\lla S eab M9 shorter paths, illustrating the predicted behavior (see at-
€ lattice structures we see in simufations. AlSo, reacexp companying movies [23]). In contrast, rotating vortex-tear
mental initial conditions with a non-zero-temperaturerohe

| votential introd h d hich I r antivortex—antivortex) molecules are rarely and ordgf
cal potential Introduce some phase randomness which wouy gly seen. Two equal-charge vortices can circulate ar@nd
disrupt the lattice.

common point, midway between them, like a facing pair of
figure skaters. However, these structures have been shown to
be unstable in radiative medig [1/27] and would also be dis-
IV. VORTEX DYNAMICS turbed by the more mobile VADs, or prevented from rotating
by (countering) field gradients due to the presence of nearby
In this section we provide a phenomenological descrip-antivortices (vortices).
tion of the rich dynamics of the VA interactions seen in the The dynamical behavior of both vortex tripoles and
trapped condensate following the phase transition to the di quadrupoled [15, 16] are shown in Fifs. 6(c) and (d), respec-
ordered state. These are strikingly apparent in the accompévely. The net angular momentum of the tripole causes it to
nying movies([23]. rotate through 90 In (d), a rare event is shown, in which two
The dynamics described in this section will be exhibitedcounter-propagating VADs approach and momentarily meet,
primarily in 2D pancake-shaped condensates. In 3D, varticeforming a quadrupole, before exchanging partners and mov-
are string-like objects, either forming closed loops (eripg  ing off orthogonally to the original directions. In (e), a VAD



approaches a stationary vortex, which is swapped for the parment BEC combines to form a honeycomb vortex lattice by a

nered vortex. The new VAD continues on a new trajectory. primarily linear interference process. If the BEC subseadjye
The spacing of VADs changes in response to local field graremains trapped, the lattice undergoes a phase trangitian t

dient perturbations, causing them to slow, speed up, separadisordered state, characterized by a rich diversity ofevort

completely, or annihilate. An example of annihilation, pro interactions. If instead, the transverse trap componerg-is

moted by the proximity of another vortex, is shown in (f). Fol moved, the honeycomb lattice expands and is maintained in

lowing the annihilation, scattered remnant waves travebdh form. The experimentally unobservable initial phases ef th

of the event location, dissipating the residual VAD kinetic ~ pieces manifest as a translation of the lattice.

ergy. \ortices residing in the outer parts of the trap spiral

helically about the center in a right-hand screw sense. An-

tivortices spiral in the opposite sense and are therefledyli

to meet the aforementioned vortices. These often form VADs,

which then move inward toward the trap center.
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As the amplitude contributions from the sources are not
unconditionally equal we must make an appropriate approx-
imation to the amplitude term. By restricting considematio
to some finite region of space defined [py- r;j| < |[Fmax —
ril, the ex_pone_ntial term in I_Ed:@3) will be approximately
unity provided its argument is small, oA )*t?> + nPH% >>
(AP)?MPIr max— 1 j|?/2. For a giver may, this is always true af-
ter suficient time has elapsed. The amplitude term may now
FIG. 7: (a) Coordinate system. Three sources lie inxp@lane. be faptored out of thez pI’OE)abIhty amplitude expression- EX
Vortex positions are parameterized by polar coordinate &t time panding the ternr —r|* = r*~2r.r;+r;-r; and remembering
twherer, is a 2+1D position vector. (b) Phasor construction of three thatrs = 0, the probability amplitude(r, t) from Eq. (A2)
interfering waves. Two possible phasor orderings, cooedingtoa  vVanishes when

vortex and antivortex, may be produced by three given souvese- . 5
functions¥s, s € {rq, r2, ra}, v e {v, Vo). 1+ eXP{' [a (r2 — 2ror 0039) + ¢2]}

+ exp{i [a (r§ — 2rar cosg) — 93)) + ¢3]} =0,

lar coordinate system schematic, Hig. 7(a). The normalize%herea _
probability amplitude from a source lying at the origin, as a N
function of positiorr and timet is given by [28]

(A5)

mat/[2(Ait)? + 2mP(/Ap)*]. The three summands
are associated with the three phasors in Eig. 7(b). Whereas
the first summand, 1, is uniquely identified with the horizon-

-1/2 _ 212 tal phasor, the association of the sources with the other two
Y(r,t) = x_Ap/n exp (Ap/A)r] phasors allows two permutations, corresponding to the two

9 - . 2 - 2 b L)
1+i(Ap)at/(mn) 2[1+i(Ap)t/(m)] phasor diagrams; one for each vortexandv,. In fact one

will be a vortex and the other an antivortex.
h The arguments of the two exponentials in Hg.](A5) are
denoted byy andn, respectively. These phase angles are
uniquely defined to within an integer multiple of 20 that:

wherem is the mass of an atom of the atomic specieg,is
the momentum uncertainty that defines the wave packet widt
andr; = (r,t) is a 2+1D position vector covering they-plane,
whose origin lies atr(t) = (0,0). The total probability am-
plitude arising from the three sources is then o
y = a(r3 - 2ryr cost) + g2 = 7 +2m (A6a)

S N

W)= o on
L1714+ i(Ap)2t/ (i
= L+i(Ap)?t/(m) n:a(l’%—ngl’COSG—@s))-HPs:4—;4‘2”71', (A6b)
— (Ap/h)2Ir — 12

2[1+i(Ap)2t/(mi)]

xexp( +igj|, (A2)

wherem andn are integers. The association of theand

n indices with the vertices is arbitrary. The choice is made
wherelr —rj| = +/(x=Xj)2+ (y-y;)? is the distance from here to matcimwith r, andn with rs. The alternative phasor
the jth source to a given observation poimttj and¢; is  association is thus

the relative phase of th@h source. Separating the ampli- 4x

tude and phase terms of the wave field compon®its, t) = {= a(r% —2ryr cos@) + @2 = 3 + 2m, (A7a)
Aj(r,1) expliv;(r, )], we get

aY2Ap/h —(Ap)2mAIr — 12 ) 21
. - = -2 -0 = — +2nm. A7b
Aj(r,t) 1+ 1(Ap)2L/ (i) exp 2[(Ap)4t2+mZh2])’ (A3) K a(r3 rsr cos@ 3))+¢3 3 + 2nm (A7b)
and Forming the fractiory/n or ¢/« yields
o Apmtr - r_3( : )_ r3 - BN(n)
xi(r,t) = 2L(Ap)*2h + M + ¢ (A4) 0 cosfs + tanfsinfs | = 7r§—,8M(m)’ (A8)

Vortices lie at points of the phagdr.t), at which a line  whereg = 1/(32) = 2[(At)? + m2(i/Ap)¥]/(3miit). For the
integral along a closed pafh about such a point evaluates fractiony/», we get

to a nonzero value. More formall§ dy = 2xn for some

integern # 0. At any point coinciding with a vortex core, M(m) = 271+ 3(M— ¢»/271)],
the phasorg1, po, ps corresponding to the three wave pack- N(n) = 27 [2+ 3(n - ¢3/27)], (A9a)
ets, must sum to zero. Equivalently, Eq. {A2) is equated to

zero. With reference to Figl 7(b), if the phasors are of equaind for the fractior’/«, we instead have
length—corresponding to equal amplitude contributionsr

the three sources—an equilateral triangle is formed, atigw M(m) = 27 [2+ 3(M— ¢2/27)],

the angles at the vertices to be specified simply. N(n) = 27 [1+ 3(n - ¢3/2n)] . (A%)
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Examination of these expressions reveals that alange in  Together with Eq.[(AT0), we have the vortex coordinates
relative phaseg, or ¢3 may be absorbed as an integer changd(r, 6, t), with the sign of the vortex charge—i.e. whether they
in the associated parameter-space coordimate n respec- describe the positions of vortices or antivortices—dejrand
tively. By allowing m and n to correspond to discrete real on the choice of Eqs[_(A%a) dr (APb) and the valuevgf If
values instead of integer values, they may then also absody € (0O, ), vortices are indicated by Ed. (A9a) and antivor-
fractional parts of the relative phase. Consequently, drex  tices by Eq.[(A9b). If9; € (=, 2n), the association is re-
lattice may be continuously translated by a single lattielé ¢ versed, with vortices indicated by Eq. (A9b) and antivasic
for each Z change in the source phase. The position of anyoy Eq. [A94).

vortex in a cell coinciding with the BEC trap center is thus

understood as resulting from a translation of the entiteckat

Isolatingé in Eq. [A8) yields

= arctar{ ! ( f3 = AN()/rs ) — COSH3
singz \r, — BM(m)/r, Note that, in contrast with the case described.in [12], in
) _ ) ) which the allowed range of integersn(n) was restricted,
Finally, the expression for the radial coordinateof the  pere there are no restrictions and an infinite, uniform verte
(m, njth vortex core is obtained from Eq. (A6a) or EQ. (A7a) antivortex lattice is generated. However, the amplitudmte
by applying the identity cd9 = 1/(1 + tarf6) and making  gq. (&3) applies a Gaussian envelope to the probability den-

. (A10)

use of Eq.[ATD): sity 12 = |¥3., Aj(r)|2, effectively limiting the lattice. For
> sources arranged at the three corners of an equilatenal tria
Y s BN(n) - AM(m) costs| + 1. gle, the lattice has a symmetric honeycomb symmetry, with

2 \ sirte rs ro regular hexagonal cells. Changing the angdeor the side

(A11) lengthsr; orrs, distorts the cells and the lattice.



