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Abstract

Hall viscosity is a non-dissipative viscosity occurring in systems with broken time-
reversal symmetry, such as quantum Hall phases and p + ip superfluids. Despite Hall
viscosity’s expected ubiquity and past observations in classical soft matter systems, it
has yet to be measured experimentally in any quantum phase of matter. Toward this
end, we describe the observable effects of Hall viscosity in a simple family of rotating
Bose-Einstein condensates of electrically neutral bosons, in which all of the bosons
condense into a single LLL orbital. Such phases are accessible to current cold atom
experiments, and we dub them lowest Landau level (LLL) superfluids. We demon-
strate that LLL superfluids possess a non-universal Hall viscosity, leading to a range of
observable consequences such as rotation of vortex-antivortex dipoles and wave-vector
dependent corrections to the speed of sound. Furthermore, using a coherent state
path integral approach, we present a microscopic derivation of the Landau-Ginzburg

equations of a LLL superfluid, showing explicitly how Hall viscosity enters.
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E.2 Simulation of a vortex dipole



1 Introduction

The Hall viscosity, ny, is a non-dissipative contribution to the viscosity present in any
system with broken time-reversal symmetry [1, 2|. In rotationally invariant, incompressible
quantum Hall fluids, ny /7, with 7 the mean number density of particles, is a universal
quantum number [3, 4]. More broadly, Hall viscosities can appear in a range of other phases,
including superfluids [3-10], graphene systems [11], composite Fermi liquids [12-16], and
active matter settings [17-28]. In both theory and experiment, the existence of a Hall
viscosity can have broad consequences that continue to be sought after. Most famously,
it leads to a finite wave-vector correction to the Hall conductivity [29, 30] that may be
experimentally measurable in realistic systems [31]. Yet remarkably, Hall viscosity has not
been experimentally observed in quantum systems and has thus far only been measured in

the realm of classical soft matter [18].

One natural family of systems exhibiting Hall viscosity are rotating Bose-Einstein con-
densates (BECs) composed of electrically neutral atoms. Rotating BECs have long been
proposed as settings for bosonic fractional quantum Hall (FQH) physics [32], with the sys-
tem’s rotation playing the same role as the perpendicular magnetic field in conventional
electronic quantum Hall systems. While incompressible bosonic FQH phases have yet to be
achieved experimentally, recent advances have allowed for the preparation of rotating BECs
where the constituent bosons reside in a single lowest Landau level (LLL) orbital [33, 34],
which we dub LLL superfluids. Unlike bosonic FQH phases, LLL superfluids are compress-
ible states with gapless Goldstone excitations [34, 35]. In contrast to the well studied Hall
viscosity of p + ip superfluids, where time-reversal is broken spontaneously and 7y /7 takes
quantized values, LLL superfluids have explicitly broken time-reversal symmetry and display
a non-universal Hall viscosity without quantization.

In this work, we describe how Hall viscosity manifests in LLL superfluids and propose
realistic protocols for its observation. The primary consequence of Hall viscosity we will
exploit is that, unlike superfluids in time-reversal invariant systems, the momentum density

of a LLL superfluid has two contributions,
Pi = ihase + 7)ez;dge =-n (816 - Al) + N gijaj logn ) (11)

The first term is the usual momentum density of a superfluid with local number density,
n(x,t), and phase variable, 0(x,t). The second term appears whenever there is a non-
vanishing Hall viscosity [36—40]. Even though it is a total derivative, this term has observable

consequences. In particular, it affects the total vorticity of the fluid, i.e. the vorticity arising



from the momentum current,

P
Qtotal =VX—= Qphase + We —VH v2 logn (12)

m

where p,, = myn is the mass density of the superfluid with constituent bosons of mass m,,
v = Mg/ pm is the so-called kinematic Hall viscosity, w, is the constant cyclotron frequency,
and Qphase is the vorticity associated with the superfluid phase winding. The presence of
this new term enhances (suppresses) the flow around negative (positive) pointlike vortices,
which may be readily imaged experimentally [34]. For example, if one were to prepare a
vortex dipole, the existence of a non-zero Hall viscosity will cause the dipole to rotate as it

propagates through the sample (see Fig. 1).

We support our proposals with a derivation of the Landau-Ginzburg equations for the
symmetric gauge LLL superfluid starting from the microscopic Hamiltonian, which in turn
leads to Eq. (1.1). By constructing the coherent state path integral for this case, we demon-
strate that the condensation of bosons to a LLL orbital with single value of the angular
momentum leads to an effective hydrodynamic theory at low energies with a nonvanishing
Hall viscosity, along the way showing how this theory couples to the spatial curvature of
the system. To our knowledge, this simple context is the first example where a derivation of
Hall viscosity connecting the microscopic many-body Hamiltonian to the low energy effective

field theory has been developed.

We proceed as follows. In Section 2 we define LLL superfluids and discuss their essential
hydrodynamic properties. In Section 3, we present the observable consequences of Hall
viscosity in LLL superfluids and present numerical predictions for the vortex dynamics.
Finally, in Section 4, we present a microscopic derivation of LLL superfluid hydrodynamics

starting from a coherent state path integral. We conclude in Section 5.

2 Hall viscosity in LLL superfluids

2.1 LLL superfluids: definition and basic properties

Consider a two dimensional system of NV, interacting bosonic particles of mass m; rotating
with angular speed wyap in a harmonic trap. Due to the rotation of the trap, time-reversal
symmetry is broken, and the bosons behave as if they are experiencing a perpendicular
magnetic field, Beg = V X A = 2my wyap, arising from the Coriolis effect. As a result,

the bosons form highly degenerate Landau levels with gap set by the effective cyclotron



Figure 1: A cartoon of the experimental protocol. Two vortices with opposite signs, i.e. opposite winding
of the phase ¢ are pictured. The flow due to the winding of the phase is shown as P = —nﬁd). However,
each vortex is accompanied by a density depletion shown as the dark region in the cartoon. This leads to an
identical contribution to ﬁedge = —ngZz X ﬁlog(n) for each vortex. The edge current will enhance the force
of the right vortex on the left, as shown in the arrows emanating from the left vortex, while decreasing it on
the right. Rotation of the dipole will result. This is indicated via the dotted line, which shows the trajectory
of the center of mass of the vortex dipole.

frequency, w. = 2wiyap. The full Hamiltonian can be written as

Ny 1 . 9
H = QZ:; |:2—Tnb (pg ) - .AfL) + V(Ta):| + Hint . (21)

The first term is a sum of single-particle Hamiltonians, with the potential, V'(r,), determining
the geometry of the system. The second term defines the boson-boson interactions, which

we will take to be repulsive and be characterized by an energy scale, Fyy.

Recent cold atom experiments [33, 34] have demonstrated that such systems can be pre-
pared in the lowest Landau level (LLL) limit, wya, >> FEiy, where the kinetic energy is
quenched, and the interactions are only capable of scattering within the LLL. The densities
of these systems are comparable to the effective magnetic field, i.e. they are engineered
at fillings where the density of particles is comparable to that of the superfluid vortices',
v =TN/Beg ~ 1. If the interactions are sufficiently strong, the bosons can then form incom-
pressible bosonic FQH fluids. However, another possibility in weakly interacting systems —

which are currently more realistic in cold atom experiments — is for each of the bosons to

LAt large enough fillings, v > 8, the vortices are believed to form an Abrikosov lattice. The properties of
rotating superfluids in this regime have been extensively studied in a number of recent works, see Ref. [41]

for a review.



condense into a single LLL orbital. Indeed, by making a suitable choice of harmonic poten-
tial, V(r,), it is possible to “squeeze” all (or almost all) of the bosons into the same LLL

state, 11, with wave function?

Ny
\I/SF(’I“l,...,’I“Nb) = H¢LLL(Ta)- (22)
a=1

We dub such states lowest Landau level superfluids, and their hydrodynamics will be a major

focus of this work.

Depending on the choice of potential, V'(r,), it is possible to select the precise LLL
orbital, 11, the bosons condense into. For example, for a rotationally invariant potential
of the schematic form, V(r,) = —alr’|[* 4+ bjr|*, a,b > 0, one can select 111, to be any
symmetric gauge LL orbital. On the other hand, choosing a parabolic potential extending
along a single spatial direction, V(r,) = a(rl)?, leads to a Landau gauge orbital. We note
that while of course the Hamiltonian is gauge invariant, a LL basis orbital in one gauge
is a linear combination of basis orbitals in another. To state that the harmonic potential
“chooses” a gauge is simply to say that it picks out a wave function that can be expressed

as a single basis orbital in that gauge.

Because LLL superfluids have broken time-reversal symmetry, they generically exhibit

Hall viscosity. The viscosity tensor /¥ is defined to be the linear response of the stress

tensor T to a strain rate 1y,
STV = nfTM gy, . (2.3)
We may separate the viscosity tensor into a sum of two components that are respectively
symmetric and antisymmetric under ij <> kl. The symmetric term is even under time
reversal and dissipates energy, while the antisymmetric term is odd and non-dissipative [2].
In an isotropic system, the odd piece of the viscosity tensor will have a single independent
component, ny, which is dubbed the Hall viscosity. The pressure exerted by the Hall viscosity
is illustrated in Fig. 2(b), where it can be seen to produce a transverse force to any strain
rate.
In any system with a many-body energy gap, the Hall viscosity is proportional to the
average angular momentum per unit area [1],
1 (Wgp|L.|Wgr)
2 Area

2The role of interactions can be thought of as causing tunneling between “nearby” LLL orbitals. See

NH = : (2.4)

Appendix C for treatment of an example where interactions affect long wavelength properties. For the
particular harmonic potentials we focus on in the main text, we will argue that corrections to Eq. (2.2) are
small enough that they can be neglected.



Intuitively, this result is the statement that if the bosons comprising the superfluid possess
an angular momentum, then they will respond to a time-dependent strain like a gyroscope;
namely, by shearing transverse to the direction of the strain. A particularly elegant way of
justifying Eq. (2.4) is through adiabatic response theory [1, 42], in which it can be seen that
the Hall viscosity is a consequence of a generalized Berry curvature. More generally, this

relationship can be established through a Kubo linear response formalism [29].

In contrast to incompressible quantum Hall fluids and p+p superfluids, the Hall viscosity
of a LLL superfluid is non-universal, in the sense that it depends on the choice of interaction
Hamiltonian and harmonic potential. We therefore devote most of our attention to the case
of a LLL superfluid in which all of the bosons condense into a single symmetric gauge LLL
orbital (we treat the Landau gauge case in Appendix C). If Ugp is a product of symmetric
gauge wave functions each with angular momentum, ¢ € Z, then one obtains a result that is

quantized in units of the mean number density, 7,

NH ¢

—_ =——. 2.5

n 2 (25)
Note that in other LLL superfluid states the Hall viscosity need not be quantized and can
even diverge (interactions can regulate this divergence). This occurs for example if ¢ is
a Landau gauge orbital. We address this case in detail in Appendix C. For simplicity, we

choose focus on the quantized, symmetric gauge example.

Before proceeding to the hydrodynamics of these systems, we note that, superficially,
the physics of LLL superfluids is very similar to that of the p + ip superfluids studied in
earlier works [3-5, 7, 9, 10]. However, we emphasize that LLL superfluids have explicitly
broken time-reversal symmetry, whereas in the most commonly studied theories of p + ip
superfluids time-reversal is taken to be broken spontaneously. The non-universal nature of
the LLL superfluid Hall viscosity is a consequence of this distinction, while the Hall viscosity
of a p + ip superfluid is generally universal and quantized. Importantly, however, explicit
breaking of time-reversal is sufficient for the Hall viscosity to be non-universal, meaning that
a p+ ip superfluid in the presence of explicit time-reversal breaking will have both universal

and non-universal contributions to its Hall viscosity.

2.2 LLL superfluid hydrodynamics

In this section our aim is to explore the consequences of viscosity via the equations of
motion obeyed by a fluid’s density and velocity in its presence. We will demonstrate and

give intuition for how Hall viscosity leads to the generation of vorticity under compression.



We will further show that a system with a magnetic field and Hall viscosity can be rewritten
as a system without Hall viscosity, but with an additional “edge” contribution to the current
which propagates tangentially to any density fluctuation.

Hydrodynamics characterizes the slow relaxation of microscopically conserved quantities
in a given system. At low temperatures this takes the form of two equations of motion: one

for mass and one for momentum [43, 44]. In nonrelativistic systems these two can be written

as
Opm i
o TOP =0 (2.6)
OP: g ,
T — 2.

where p,, is the mass density, P' = p,,v’ is the nonrelativistic mass current, T% is the
stress-energy tensor, and F' is the external force applied, which can include Lorentz forces.
While these equations are often analyzed in the classical regime they can be reformulated as
operator equations in the quantum regime. In this case p,,/m; and P* are the many-body
number and momentum operator, respectively [29]. In this section we will use the language
of classical hydrodynamics, but many of our conclusions will carry over into many-body

equations of motion that will prove useful for a Kubo formulation of viscosity.

The stress-energy tensor will have three important components and can be written as
i ii i 1
TV = p5 7+ Pm v+ §nijkl(8kvl + 8[Uk). (28)

Here p is the pressure, p,v'v’ is due to convection, and the final term is the viscosity
contribution. We have used the fact that in a fluid, whose coordinates are advected along
with velocity, the strain rate is given by the symmetrized spatial derivative of velocity. If we

require isotropy then in two dimensions the viscosity tensor can be written as

n=-C('®c" —n(c' @' +0*®c* —nulc' @0 - * @', (2.9)

3 are the Pauli matrices [2]. Here (,n, are

where ¢ is the 2 x 2 identity matrix and o', o
the time reversal even components of viscosity which are called the bulk and shear viscosity,
respectively. These components lead to dissipation of energy [43], while Hall viscosity does

not. The forces produced by shear and Hall viscosity are illustrated in Fig. 2.

The conservation of momentum equation of motion is then given by

ot . ) 1 . . . . o 1 .
a/l; + 070" = —p—@’p + v:0'(0;07) + v, V2" — vy Vel + p—]—"’ (2.10)



(a) Shear viscosity (b) Hall viscosity

Figure 2: The pressure due to: (a) shear and (b) Hall viscosities on a fluid element. The strain rate is
indicated with orange arrows which show the direction of velocity, while the pressure on the respective edge
of the fluid element is indicated with black arrows. The respective tensor element of viscosity is shown above

each fluid element.

Here we have defined v, to be 05/ pm; v¢ and vy are defined likewise 3. These ratios are called
the “kinematic viscosities” and have units of V L, where V is a velocity and L is a length,
regardless of the spatial dimension *. The physical content of the various viscosities can
then be deduced from Eq. (2.10). Bulk viscosity will induce a force that resists compression,
indicated by d;v’. It can be absorbed into the pressure as p — p — (9;v®. Shear viscosity
will lead to diffusion of momentum; indeed v, is just the diffusion constant for velocity. The
Hall viscosity is less straightforward but can be made clearer if F* is taken to be the Lorentz
force felt by a particle in a magnetic field pointing out of plane. Then Eq. (2.10) becomes

81; + /0" = ——0'p + 10" (0;07) + v V20l — v V2l 4wl (2.11)
Pm

where w, = eB/my, is the cyclotron frequency. The Hall viscosity can thus be understood as

a k? correction to the cyclotron frequency for nonuniform velocities, i.e. w, — we + vgk?.
Indeed if a relaxation rate 7 is added to Eq. (2.10) and the conductivity tensor is worked out
within Drude theory, the contribution of vy will simply be the correction vyk? to the Hall
conductivity. Similar reasoning shows that Hall viscosity will always give a k? correction to
on(w, k) [29].

An alternative, more hydrodyamically inclined, view of Hall viscosity can be obtained by

Helmholtz decomposition of the velocity field into its irrotational and incompressible pieces.

3Note from Eq. (2.4) that vy is a constant in a gapped fluid with an average angular momentum per

particle and fixed mass.
4In particular v,, the kinematic shear viscosity, is used to define the familiar dimensionless Reynolds

number Re = VL/v,, where V is the characteristic velocity of a fluid and L its characteristic length; this
number measures the competition between inertial and viscous fluid behavior [43].

9



Figure 3: A microscopic realization of Hall viscosity. The left shows a compressible droplet undergoing
compression which results in the generation of vorticity via Hall viscosity as in Eq. (2.12). The right shows
a microscopic realization. Rotating gears are suspended in the droplet, so that compression will cause the
gears to interlock and turn their internal rotation into vorticity. Note that the gears have an internal angular
momentum.

When this is done we see that in an incompressible fluid, where 9;v° = 0, the only effect
of the Hall viscosity will be to renormalize the pressure with a vorticity dependent term
p — p+ngQ, where Q = ;0" is the fluid’s vorticity. This term nonetheless can have large
impacts because it will alter boundary conditions in the presence of vorticity as in [2, 38, 45]
or in Appendix A. If the fluid is compressible then Helmholtz decomposition reveals it will
exert a force tangential to any compression. A microscopic picture of how such a force might
arise was given by [22] where a fluid with rotating gears was considered. This is illustrated
in Fig. 3.

This suggests that it is possible to understand Hall viscosity as contributing to vorticity
production in compressible fluids. To make this intuition more concrete we will take the
curl of Eq. (2.11) to derive a conservation equation for vorticity. After some standard

manipulations it will be given by

0N , . .
e + 0i(W) = v, V2Q + vy V2 (00") — w o', (2.12)
where we have supposed that the pressure p is a function only of the mass density, i.e. that
it is barotropic [43]. We stress that this is not a new conservation equation, but is rather
a consequence of the equation of motion for momentum conservation. Shear viscosity again
plays the role of a diffusion constant, now for vorticity, while both the magnetic field and

Hall viscosity allow for the generation of vorticity in any region with compression.

We now consider linearizing these equations of motion about a small density fluctuation
in a background density p;,o. This is done in Appendix B. There we show that in a system

without shear or bulk viscosity the Hall viscosity contribution amounts to a correction to

10



the speed of sound and the presence of an “edge” contribution to the physical velocity. This

allows the full velocity to be written as
v' = =004+ A"+ vy , Vegge = Ve ¥ 10g(pm), (2.13)

and where A’ contains the background vorticity of the fluid and will be proportional to
the cyclotron frequency w.. With this redefinition the dynamics of the field 6 will be, up to
linear order in the density fluctuation, independent of Hall viscosity apart from a momentum
dependent correction to the sound velocity. This result is consistent with a recent approach
that expressed fluid dynamics in the presence of Hall viscosity in terms of a Hamiltonian
framework [40] and was also noted in [38, 46]. In particular [39] showed that vy, is necessary
to define the correct center-of-mass momentum density in the presence of intrinsic angular

momentum.

The presence of this extra edge term means that the total vorticity of the fluid is given
by Eq. (1.2). In particular, a collection of vortices can be described by a field 6 which has
non-trivial windings around a discrete set of points. In order to avoid singularities in the
momentum current the density will be required to go to zero at these points, leading to
density depletions near the vortices. Far from any vortices, where the linearized analysis
applies, we can see that this term will alter the circulation around the vortices and must be
considered for any tracer particle embedded in the flow. In order to to determine whether
the vortices themselves are advected with the full momentum current, or just the phase
piece of the momentum current, it is necessary to go beyond the linearized regime. We will
treat this later in our discussion of microscopics, and will show that the vortices are indeed
advected with this additional edge current. For now, however, our intuition for Hall viscosity

is sufficiently advanced that we can discuss our proposed experimental protocols.

3 Experimental realization in rotating BECs

Recent experiments have demonstrated that it is possible to prepare LLL superfluids by
starting with a rotating BEC and “squeezing” it into a particular LLL orbital using an
external confining potential. These systems are readily tunable by changing the confining
potential, allowing the construction of setups with different values of Hall viscosity. The
hydrodynamic properties of these systems can be studied by imaging their density profiles,
meaning that signatures of Hall viscosity should be readily observable. Here we propose
several experimental protocols, which leverage Hall viscosity’s linking of compression with

vorticity discussed in the previous Section.

11



3.1 Setup: LLL superfluid from rotating BECs

As discussed in Section 2.1 the Hamiltonian of rotating bosons will be given by Eq. (2.1).
In particular, the potential V' will be given by

1
V(Ta) = V;)riginal(roz) - gmbwgria (31)

where « labels the particle number and Viyiginal is the potential applied before the centrifugal
potential due to rotation is subtracted off. As long as the potential Voyiginal is large enough at
infinity to compensate for the centrifugal force, the bosons will remain confined. In particular
if it is a quadratic plus a quartic, then the total potential will have a minimum at a finite
radius, as discussed in the case of the symmetric gauge condensate in Section 2.1. If the
condensate is rotated fast enough that it is in the LLL then we may express 72 in terms of

ladder operators for the guiding center coordinate, projecting out the LL ladder operators.

For simplicity, we will avoid the complication of projecting to the lowest Landau level by

focusing on the non-interacting Hamiltonian,
1 2
Hy = 2@; <a£aa + 5) +U (blbo — 0)7, (3.2)

where U is a positive constant, and adding other terms as perturbations. Here a, and 0],
are the operators that raise the Landau level and guiding center index of the a particle,
respectively. This Hamiltonian will corresponds to a minima at r/lp = \/m , as in
Appendix C. If the experiment has control over both the quadratic and quartic terms in
Voriginal, both U and ¢ are tunable real numbers. If £ € Z is an integer, then H, has a unique

many-body ground state,

W)y = H 10, €) where (20, ) o z'e1#/4 (3.3)

This state is sometimes referred to as the “giant vortex state” [47]. This state clearly has a

well defined angular momentum per particle,
L,o|¥)o=1|T). (3.4)

Moreover, there is a many-body energy gap of order min(U, w,) to the nearest state with a
different angular momentum, and thus adiabatic response will hold and we should expect
that

1
NH = —ign, (3.5)

12



giving the system a well-defined Hall viscosity.
We treat the full interacting theory in Appendix C using the Kubo formalism of [29].

We find that because the angular momenta are quantized there continues to be a many-
body energy gap even when interactions are included; this gap is independent of the number
of particles and thus remains finite even in the limit N, — oo. Adiabatic response thus
continues to hold and the Hall viscosity will be given by half of the angular momentum per
unit area. Interactions will cause fluctuations out of the state with L, = ¢. They will tend to
increase the angular momentum because they can increase it without bound while only being
able to decrease it to zero. We thus find including interactions will renormalize ¢ upwards
by 1/UN, where the chemical potential p is proportional to the strength of interactions.

Nonetheless the Hall viscosity will continue to be nonzero, though non-universal.

3.2 Observable signatures of Hall viscosity

We now discuss several bulk > hydrodynamic signatures of Hall viscosity that are accessible
to current atomic physics experiments. These signatures rely on the hydrodynamic principles

discussed in Section 2.2.

3.2.1 Behavior near vortices

Because Hall viscosity converts compression into vorticity, it is natural to seek its signatures
in the motion of superfluid vortices. Indeed, it is possible to generate vortices experimentally
in a rotating BEC by dragging a laser through the sample. This technique has been used
in the past to produce vortex dipoles [48] as well as longer “streets” of vortices [49, 50].
There have also been theoretical proposals for the controllable nucleation of vortices using
airfoil shaped potentials [51]. Measurement of vortices is remarkably simple in rotating BEC

setups, as the density depletions produced by vortices can be imaged directly [34].

In this spirit it may be possible to suspend tracer particles that are advected with the
condensate’s momentum current. These particles would then pick up the extra edge current
in the presence of density fluctuations that was discussed in previous sections. As Fig. 1
reveals the edge current will enhance the circulation around one species of vortex, while
decreasing it around the other. In particular, the speed at which a tracer particle embedded

in the fluid orbits a single vortex at a given distance will be different depending on the

®We note that there is an extensive literature on the effect of Hall viscosity on boundary modes [18, 38, 45].
We will not concern ourselves with that here due to the presence of the confining potential at the edge of

the sample, but in principle these effects might be used as a diagnostic.
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Figure 4: Density profiles of vortices in a superfluid with £ = 1. At the longest distances from the vortex,
both the n = +1 vortices have a correction to the equilibrium density which decays as 1/r%. However, at
closer distances their densities begin to differ. In particular, their scaling near the origin is very different.
The density of a vortex in a superfluid with £ = 0 is also plotted for reference. It can be seen to interpolate
between the two vortices in the superfluid with ¢ = 1.

sign of the vortex. We give an order of magnitude estimate of this effect. As computed in
Appendix E and [5] the density profile of a singly-charged vortex a distance r > £ away,
where ¢ is the coherence length, is given by:

2
n(r) = ng — ng(f? e (3.6)

where ng is the asymptotic value of the superfluid number density. This density profile will

continue to hold even when the effects of Hall viscosity are included. A plot of the full density
is shown in Fig. 4 obtained with the boundary conditions n(0) = 0,n(c0) = ng,n’(c0) = 0.
We note that close to the vortex core the scaling of n(r) is very different for the two charges
of vortices. This is because in the presence of the extra edge current the fluid circulates much
faster around the core of one charge of vortex than around the other. This extra centrifugal
force must be balanced by a larger pressure, which requires a sharper change in density, as
the pressure near the vortex core is a function of the gradient of density. See Appendix E

for more details.

Nonetheless, far from either vortex the edge contribution to the velocity will be of order:

ANTEAY
Ug)dge ~ —ng <; ~ ¢ ; |U§hase|7 (37)
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where £ is the coherence length and ¢, is the speed of sound in the superfluid. Here we used
the fact that v?

phase

~ tc&/r due to the phase winding of the vortex. Note that we can
deduce this even at the level of the linearized analysis of Section 2.2 since we are far from
the vortex core. Thus if we compare the ratio of the time for a tracer particle embedded in
the fluid to orbit one sign of a vortex to another at the same distance we will find that they
differ from one by a term of order ,
£

Eﬁ,

(3.8)

where d is the distance from the vortex.

Adding and tracking such tracer particles to the fluid may be difficult, however. We
would thus like to know whether the vortices themselves can act as tracer particles, i.e. if
the vortices are advected with the momentum current. If this is the case, then we expect
a vortex dipole to rotate since the momentum current around one sign of vortex will be
enhanced relative to the other. We can address this by numerically integrating the Landau
Ginzburg equations of motion of the full theory found in Section 4.1. In order to do so it is
necessary to avoid the divergence of the velocity at the core of the vortex; we thus simulate
the motion of vortices whose flow and density profile are identical to quantized vortices
outside a core region of size ry, but whose velocity goes to zero at r = 0. This means that
the density will no longer be zero at the core of a vortex. While the physics is altered at
distances r < ry from the vortex core, we find that the vorticity stays concentrated near their
core throughout the simulation. The physics for » > 7y should thus approximate the physics
of the LLL superfluid whose phase vorticity is a series of delta functions. More details of this
simulation and the approximations made are discussed in Appendix E. As shown in Fig. 5 we
find that a vortex dipole does indeed rotate. We can then conclude that vortices themselves

can be used as effective tracer particles to detect whether or not Hall viscosity is zero.

3.2.2  Effects near sound waves

The extra edge current in the presence of density fluctuations will also alter the behavior
of tracer particles, and thus vortices, near a sound wave. This can be seen in Fig. 6 which
shows the behavior of tracer particles as a Gaussian density wave passes them. As the density
wave approaches the particle on the left is advected upwards and once it passes is advected
downwards. The particle on the right is initially advected downwards and then upwards.
This is in contrast to a fluid without Hall viscosity, where parity symmetry would forbid
such behavior. As in the case of a vortex dipole, we expect that vortices themselves will be

similarly affected.
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Figure 5: Behavior of a vortex dipole when Hall viscosity is: (a) zero and (b) non-zero. The tracking of
the dipole is discussed in Appendix E, here each trajectory is shown as a solid white line, with the centerline
shown as a dotted white line. In (a) the vortices have the same density profile. They can be seen to move
perpendicular to their dipole. In (b) the vortices have different density profiles, owing to their different
charge in the ¢ # 0 superfluid. While they stay a roughly constant distance from one another their centerline
is clearly curved due to their different velocities.

Fig. 6 also demonstrates the O(k?) correction to the speed of sound. As discussed in

Appendix B the Hall viscosity will generically contribute a correction,
= A+ vEk?, (3.9)

where ¢, is the speed of sound and again vy = ny/pm = —{/2my in this system. This
correction will alter the ballistic propagation of soundwaves, as can be seen in Fig. 6(c). The
diffusivity of sound in a strongly interacting Fermi gas has already been studied in the cold
atoms context [52] via the use of a sinusoidally modulated trap. There absorption imaging
was used to image the resulting density fluctuations. A similar procedure could in principle
be used to image sound waves in a BEC with a nonzero Hall viscosity to extract this k2
correction. While there is expected to be a k% correction to the superfluid sound velocity
even when ng = 0, it is proportional to constants of the superfluid and not tunable [53].
Thus by tuning the trap radius and hence ny it may be possible to extract the k? correction

unique to the Hall viscosity.
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Figure 6: The behavior of tracer particles that are advected with the fluid flow in the presence of a density
wave with g # 0. The full density is shown in (a) and (c), while a zoomed in view is shown in the
background of (b) and (d). The tracer particles are indicated as orange circles in (b) and (d), while their
full trajectories are shown as black lines. The simulation has periodic boundary conditions and is initialized
with a Gaussian density peak at rest. The peak spreads out due to the pressure of the fluid. In (c) the lack
of ballistic propagation is apparent from the multitude of density peaks at the left of image and is due to
the v% k? corrections to the speed of sound. The initial density peak was placed at z = 10/ V/Po so that these
would not be obscured by the edges of the simulation.
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4 Derivation of LLL superfluid hydrodynamics

4.1 Coherent state path integral in the LLL

Although it is possible to calculate the value of ny, Eq. (2.4), either using (single parti-
cle) adiabatic response or (many body, but linear response) Kubo formulae, it still remains
to establish how Hall viscosity enters into the full hydrodynamic equations of the LLL su-
perfluid. Remarkably, because of the simple structure of the LLL superfluid’s many-body
wave function, we are able to derive its Landau-Ginzburg equation by explicitly constructing
the coherent state path integral and effective action for the system. This Landau-Ginzburg
equation is the analogue of the Gross-Pitaevskii equation (GPE) but for a superfluid with a
nonzero average angular momentum per particle. In the process, we show that it is possible
to microscopically derive the coupling of the LLL superfluid to spatial curvature (in the
form of a background SO(2) spin connection). This coupling determines the Hall viscosity,
because the linear stress response to spatial curvature is equivalent to the linear response to
a time-dependent strain, as in Eq. (2.3) [29, 30]. Our low energy theory mostly coincides
with the theory of the chiral superfluid developed in Ref. [5], with the primary difference
being a non-universal value of the Hall viscosity depending on the choice of symmetric gauge
orbital.

We consider a LLL superfluid of NV, bosons at positions @, ..., xy, (boldface denotes 2d

spatial vectors), each occupying the same symmetric gauge orbital,
0, 62a) = (b)) ]0). (4.1)

The many-body ground state wave function for the non-interacting LLL superfluid is there-

fore
Ny
[Up (21, . zn,)) = [ ]10. 6 2a) - (4.2)
In this ground state, each particle has fixed angular momentum, /¢,

L0, 6 2,) = 0)0, (; x,) (4.3)

We wish to study the ground state fluctuations of the LLL superfluid, projecting to the many-
body Hilbert space of the LLL (w. — 00). The non-interacting Hamiltonian, Eq. (3.2), is a
constant on this subspace, so we introduce an interaction potential, V' [{x,}|, such that the

LLL projected Hamiltonian is

Hiin ="PuL {UZ (Lia) — E)Q + V[{il?a}]} PLLL - (44)

18



Here Prpy, is the LLL projection operator, and we have replaced bb, in the squeezing
potential term with Prin L P, = Pri(blbs — alas)Prir = PrriblbaPriL-

The interaction potential, V[{x,}], is chosen to only weakly mix states with different
angular momenta within the LLL, i.e. U >> Ej;, where Ej,; denotes the energy scale
associated with the interactions. However, we note that in current experimental setups
(33, 34], Ein/U ~ U/w, ~ O(1), meaning that fluctuations in this system will mix both
Landau level and angular momentum sectors. Nevertheless, we choose in this section to
work with the scale hierarchy w., >> U >> Ej, in order to derive a superfluid ground state
solution which could possibly be extended to the regime w. ~ U ~ Ey,;. We leave a detailed
analysis of the effects of LL mixing to future work, although we do consider interaction
effects within the LLL in Appendix C.

To model fluctuations, we work in the basis of coherent states, |@q),

l
|w00h> = H ‘¢a> 3 ba|¢a’> = 6040/ \/;¢a’|¢a’> . (45)

Here m = N,/Area is the boson number density. The reason for the particular choice of
normalization factor will become apparent below.

Allowing ¢ to evolve in time in the Heisenberg picture, one can then describe the system
in terms of a coherent state path integral. This is constructed from the normal ordered

Hamiltonian and given by:
7 = /D¢D¢Teis, S = /dt {—iZﬂxa@a — <wcoh‘HLLL’¢coh>} (4.6)

= /dt {—i Z ¢L@t¢a - U?ﬂ (¢L¢a - ﬁ)z - VLLLH¢0¢}]} ’ (4'7)

where Vi1, = <¢coh|PLLLV[{fUa}]7DLLL|@/Jcoh>-

We now pass from this many-body quantum mechanics problem to a coherent state
path integral representation involving fields defined on spacetime. If the bosons have hard-
core repulsive interactions preventing them from gathering at a single position, then their
locations will tend to be packed around the trap minimum with some characteristic spacing,
a > /g, such that as N, — oo we can replace ¢, with a spatially-dependent field variable,
¢(x). Because b, increases the angular momentum of the boson labeled by « by 1, we can
thus understand ¢'(x) as creating an excitation carrying unit angular momentum at the

spatial location x. Furthermore, sums over particle positions can be replaced with integrals,

Yo foamm [ f(x).
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The resulting effective action is

5= [ s {—w*atqs R vLLLM} . (48)

Missing from this expression is a dispersion for ¢, which is not present in the microscopic
Hamiltonian. However, generically a dispersion will be generated by fluctuations, due to the
interactions in Vyrr,. For the purposes of this section, we will assume this to be the primary

role of Vi1, at long wavelengths and discard it. We are thus left with the effective action,

1
2m.,

U¢?
5= [aute {—wﬁatas + ool — (gt - m?} | (4.9)
where the effective mass, m,, is set by Fi. As discussed in Appendix C, the above action

is valid if the interactions are weak compared to the trapping potential, Fi, << U.

Unlike in derivations of the coherent state action for more traditional superfluids, in
the symmetric gauge LLL superfluid the conserved charge density corresponds to angular

momentum,

Lo = 3 (eon Prin L) Prisltbeon) = € / Pz ' (@) o). (4.10)
This is a consequence of the fact that excitations of ¢ carry angular momentum. Here the
reason for the choice of normalization in Eq. (4.5) becomes clear: On condensing into the
LLL superfluid ground state, |¥ggr), each boson carries the same angular momentum, ¢,

which then should be interpreted as the charge under spatial rotations generated by L.,
el | Wgp) = N |Wgp) (4.11)

where N is the total boson number operator and we note that this transformation is ac-
companied by a global rotation of the spatial coordinates by the angle £&. The total boson
number charge in this state is thus N = L,/¢, which also must be quantized. This con-
nection between charge and angular momentum in the LLL superfluid® will have important
implications for the hydrodynamic equations: Namely, the existence of a nonvanishing Hall

viscosity!

6We emphasize that this relationship is only strictly speaking valid in the superfluid ground state, which
is a condensate of bosons with a single value of angular momentum ¢. In particular, high energy fluctuations
of the angular momentum density, £¢'¢, above the ground state need no longer be equal to ¢ times the

boson number density.
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From the point of view of the microscopic Hamiltonian, the presence of the trapping
potential causes the bosons to each condense into the symmetric gauge orbital with angu-
lar momentum ¢. In the effective field theory language, Eq. (4.9), this is the statement
that ¢ condenses such that the system has uniform angular momentum density ¢¢'¢ = (n.

Fluctuations about the superfluid ground state can be represented as

¢'p=m+ on(x,t), ¢ = /[ + on(zx, 1)) @ . (4.12)

The resulting effective action for the density and phase fluctuations about the ground state
is therefore

Set = /dtdzx {(ﬁ + dn) (— 00 + |8¢9|2> +

Superficially, the physics appears to be no different from an ordinary superfluid in a time-

1

2m,

1

2m,

2 U

reversal invariant system. Crucially, however, to obtain the full hydrodynamic equations,
one must determine how the superfluid variables transform under spatial translations and
rotations. More technically, it is necessary to couple the theory to a background metric and
determine how the effective Lagrangian transforms under diffeomorphisms.

As we observed in deriving Eq. (4.10), in the symmetric gauge LLL superfluid, the angular
momentum operator simply generates U(1) phase rotations of the superfluid ground state.
Indeed, once the bosons each condense into the same angular momentum ¢ orbital, the total
angular momentum simply counts the total number of bosons. If one wishes to perform local
rotations by acting with e@!L=  then, it will be necessary to introduce a background U(1)

gauge field, w,, which transforms under spatial rotations as
Wy = Wy — 0€ . (4.14)

The background field, w,, should be interpreted as a spin connection (see e.g. Refs. [54-
57]). Indeed, because acting with L, also rotates the spatial coordinates, minimally coupling
Eq. (4.13) to w, also means introducing a spatial metric, g;; = 0;; + dg;;, where the spin
connection will be determined by dg;; [58]. We discuss this more in Appendix D.

The resulting minimally coupled action is

Sminimal = /dtdZw \/E [n (— Dttg + %D’@ DJO) — %HQ —+ gi(az\/ﬁ) (87 \/ﬁ) )

2m.,
(4.15)

where g denotes the determinant of the metric, n = 7 + dn, and the covariant derivative D,
is given by
D, = 0,0 — A, — Lw,, (4.16)
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where the fixed charge ¢ under rotations follows from the fact that phase fluctuations of the
condensate do not affect the angular momentum. Note that we include an ordinary U(1)
gauge field, AL, carrying unit charge, which couples to the boson number current. The total
magnetic field felt by the microscopic bosons is thus Bio, = €50;(A; + A}) = B + ;;0; A}
The effective action, Eq. (4.15), however, remains incomplete. Indeed, it is not invariant
under Galilean boosts. As long as the superfluid’s coherence length is much smaller than
the scale of the trap, we can expect this to be a symmetry of the system, just as it is for
ordinary trapped superfluids [41]. Repairing this issue requires two modifications to our LLL
superfluid effective theory. The first is the introduction of the gyromagnetic term,

1
Sgyro = 2—77% / dtd2$ g Tlggij 67,./4; (417)

Note that we use the microscopic boson mass, my, here, as opposed to the effective mass,
m, generated by interactions. The need for such a term makes physical sense: The LLL
superfluid is, after all, comprised of particles with an “intrinsic” angular momentum, ¢. In
a different guise this same term also appeared in Ref. [5], where it was absorbed into the

definition of w;. This is discussed in more detail in Appendix D.

The gyromagnetic term in Eq. (4.17) can be motivated microscopically if we notice that
the full coupling of the bosons to the rotation of the trap takes the form [33],
B 5 p@

z

Hyo = —Wtrap Z Lga) = - (418)

me o

If we wish to add external fields, BEa)’ which rotate individual bosons in the fluid (e.g. by
applying a laser), then following the coherent state construction above we find that the
effective magnetic field is shifted as B — B + ¢;;0;A(x). This will then result in the
additional term in Eq. (4.17).

A second modification of Eq. (4.15) is needed to account for the fact that the microscopic
Galilean symmetry requires that the momentum density, P¢, and the number current, j¢, to
satisty,

OLesr
dA; '

with the microscopic boson mass, m;. Because m,, differs from the effective mass, m, = Z = my,

(4.19)

,Pzzmbjzzmb

generated by interactions, it is necessary to add terms to Eq. (4.9) to enforce Eq. (4.19). To

do so compactly, we introduce a fluctuating “velocity field,” v*, coupling as [14, 59]

?

S, = /dtd%: VI(Z-1) {2 gi; V' (¢ Dip — DIt ¢) + %mbvivj |¢|2} : (4.20)
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where D;¢ = (0; —iA, —ilw;)¢. This term is the price one has to pay for working with an low
energy theory with the effective mass, m,, included in the action. Because our interest is in
the physics of fluctuations about the superfluid ground state, with ¢ = y/ne%, the equation
of motion for v* takes the particularly simple form in terms of the superfluid phase variable

alone,

1
my

Hence, when integrated out the effect of introducing v is to replace m, with my in the second
term of Eq. (4.15). The phase stiffness is then 7/m;, while the density fluctuations are left

unchanged.

With the full effective action,
Seff = Sminimal + Sgyro + Sv s (422)

we can derive the hydrodynamic equations for the symmetric gauge LLL superfluid. We start
by computing the momentum density, following the gauge invariant procedure in Ref. [59]
and along the way invoking the equation of motion for v?,

0L, , . . n ..

5Aff =-—n(00—-A —lw')+1{ B) e 0;log(n), (4.23)

Importantly, the second term — which we have referred to as the “edge” term in earlier

P’:mb

sections — leads to a Hall viscosity, ny = ¢71/2, and is non-vanishing even in the absence of
spatial curvature, w, = 0. We have thus found that the microscopic origin of the edge term
is (1) the condensation of bosons with angular momentum ¢ # 0 in the LLL, and (2) the

existence of the gyromagnetic term featured in Eq. (4.17).

Before proceeding, we remark that the edge term can be removed by a judicious choice
of local frame. Indeed, if one scales coordinates locally such that |/gn = n everywhere, then
density fluctuations will be absorbed into the metric, g;;, and the term involving the spin
connection will exactly cancel the edge term. Physically, passing to this rather complicated
frame amounts to replacing density fluctuations with spatial curvature fluctuations, so the
observable physics associated with Hall viscosity remains unchanged even though the edge

term is absent.

4.2 Landau-Ginzburg equations with Hall viscosity

We now develop the Landau-Ginzburg equations for the effective theory in Eq. (4.22). Once

v; is integrated out, the equations of motion become essentially those worked out for chiral
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superfluids in Ref. [5], but with the inclusion of distinct masses for the phase and amplitude

fluctuations of the superfluid.

First, we take p,, = myn as before. Then we define

Vi= ipi 1 (8%’ — A+ gsijaj log(pm)) : (4.24)

Pm my

The full momentum density is then P* = p,, V. We will find it useful below to separate V*

into phase and edge contributions

. 1 . 1 . ) ) o
v hase = —— (00 — A") Vedge = —%5”83 log(pm) - (4.25)

7 _
h - h.
phase Om phase mp mp

The mass conservation equation can then be written in terms of the mass density as

Ipm i i
T = ~0,(pnV") = ~Oi(Phpane): (4.26)

following from the fact that 0;(pmvis,.) = 0.

The momentum conservation equation is in turn given by

0 ) | o
o V) + 0T = wepr IV, (.27
where w. = eB/my, is the cyclotron frequency and
T — 2 08
\/‘a 691‘]‘ 9ij=0ij

(az V pm) (8] V pm) + Pm (v;hasevihase + védgevg)hase + U}i)hasevgdge) )

= 0"p +

My,

/ . o
+ %pm (glkéﬂ + 5Jk51l) (akvl,phase + alvk,phase) . (428>
b

We now remark that the pressure will have a leading order term given by U¢?*n? /. This term
is what will give rise to the speed of sound. The appearance of the cross terms proportional

to v;hasevgdge and the final term in Eq. (4.28) come from varying the kinetic term,

Pm i Ty
b

with respect to the spin connection, which is performed explicitly in Apppendix D.

We can then express Eq. (4.27) as

0;((0" /o) (0 /)]

+ 05 (P V'V = pnageVlage) — Q—mbpme IV s

;T = 0'p +

My,

(4.30)
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Using the mass conservation equation, we can reduce the momentum conservation equation

to

oV? 1 1 - 1
VIOV =l Dy = ——0'p + o <
Pm 2mbm* v Pm

a edge
¢ ’ 72 4 AvZAVE] JY/J
— | =) OV log(pm)—i—%sjv V7 +we’V7, (4.31)
b

me

VW%)

where we absorbed a density term into the pressure. The left hand side of this equation
expresses that the phase velocity will advect both itself and the edge terms. The correction
edgea /U

to advect vortices. The right hand side involves the familiar combination of pressure, odd

edge Means the edge terms are not able to advect themselves, but they are able
viscosity, and magnetic field. Notably, the pressure picks up an O(k?) correction due to
density fluctuations. We study this equation in detail Appendix E, where we derive the
density profile around a single vortex in the absence of a magnetic field. We are able to
reproduce the result of [5] far from the vortex, but additionally obtain the density profile
close to its center.

Now taking the curl of Eq. (4.31), we obtain

01} ; ;
— + 81(Qvl) - 8@'(Qedgevédge) =

. w200 4wV, (4.32)

2mb

where (2 denotes the total vorticity and (244 the edge contibution,
o
Q= we + Qphase + Qedge ) Qedge = Q_mbv log(pm) : (433)

We now consider an incompressible flow, where 9;V¢ = 0. This will be the case for, e.g. a

collection of point vortices. Then we can see that the conservation of mass equation becomes

Opm
ViOipm = 0, 4.34
5 T V'O (4.34)
so the density is advected with the velocity V¢, while the conservation of vorticity equation
becomes 90
N + V9,0 = Uedgeﬁ Qedges (4.35)

so the vorticity is advected with the velocity V*, up to this additional edge correction that

ensures the edge terms are not able to advect themselves.

It is challenging to study the above hydrodynamic equations analytically. For a standard
superfluid the right hand side would be zero and €2 would only be supported at pointlike
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vortices. It can then be argued that such vortices must be advected with the sum of the
velocities due to all other point vortices [43]. However, in a superfluid with Hall viscosity,
the edge contribution to (2 is nonzero everywhere and the same argument cannot be made.
This necessitates a numerical, rather than analytic, approach to showing the vortices are
advected with V*. We showed the results of such a numerical simulation in Section 3.1 and

discuss it in greater detail in Appendix E.

5 Discussion

In this work, we have developed a microscopic theory of LLL superfluids, in which bosons
condense into a single LLL orbital, and we have presented several realistic protocols for
observing its hydrodynamic effects in current cold atom systems. LLL superfluids thus
represent ideal platforms for the study of Hall viscosity, and we anticipate that they will be

the first quantum systems in which signatures of Hall viscosity will be observed.

While this work focuses on the observable consequences of Hall viscosity for the motion
of vortices and propagation of sound waves, which should be readily accessible to current
imaging techniques, it remains to develop realistic protocols to directly measure Hall vis-
cosity. A major obstacle is the difficulty with measuring transport in cold atomic gases.
Overcoming this challenge could lead to a direct measurement of the Hall viscosity through
the wave-vector dependence of the Hall conductivity, in particular the dependence on ¢?,
0y211(@)l oo [29, 30).

It is also of future importance to study the effects of Landau level mixing on the stability
of the LLL superfluid. Rather remarkably, in current experiments [33, 34|, the distribution
of bosons in the BEC remains sharply peaked in the LLL despite the energy scales associated
with the cyclotron gap, interactions, and trap strength all being comparable. It would be
useful to explore both experimentally and theoretically whether this stability continues to
hold for general trap geometries such as the ring-shaped trap giving rise to the symmetric

gauge LLL superfluid focused on for much of this work.
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A Pouiselle flow in the presence of Hall viscosity

We solve Egs. (2.6) and (2.11) in the two dimensional pipe geometry shown in Fig. 7. By
symmetry we take the steady-state form of the velocity and density to be given by v =
Ve(Y)Z, prn = pm(y). With this form we automatically satisfy the conservation of mass

equation of motion and the conservation of momentum equation of motion becomes:

1

0=— p—a””p + v, 00" (A1)
1

0=— p—(‘?yp + vgdiv” — W (A.2)

The first equation reveals that the pressure must have the form p = f(y)x + g(y) for some
functions f and g, while the second reveals that f(y) must be a constant — fy. Additionally

we may take the density to be constant. Then the first equation reduces to:

. Jo
O2v" = - (A.3)
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which is satisfied by v*(y) = foy(W — y)/2ns when the no-slip boundary conditions v*(0) =
0 = v*(W) are imposed. This parabolic velocity profile is shown in Fig. 7. The average
velocity in the pipe is then given by v = fyWW?/12n, allowing for replacement of fy by v.

Rearranging the above equations of motion reveals that the force per unit area that must
be exerted to keep the fluid flowing is given by

- 12v

r mWe
f=-Vp=15 &

2

[77856 + (77H + y(W — y)) y] : (A.4)

At the edges of the pipe, where the is no flow, the Lorentz force does not need to be
balanced as it is zero. However, there is still a nonzero contribution from the Hall viscosity,
which is constant across the sample. This can be understood as the vorticity correction
to the pressure that arises in incompressible flow with Hall viscosity. Here the vorticity is
given by 2 = —9%v® = 60(2y — W)/W? leading to a correction to the pressure gradient of
—ng0¥Q = —120ng/W?. In the bulk of the fluid the Lorentz force must be balanced, adding
an extra force. The average force per unit area that must be exerted in the y-direction is

given by:

<Y v
F'=pnv (wc + 12%) , (A.5)

which allows us to see that vy acts as the order k? correction to w,, with k& on the order of

1/W. This is very similar to the situation considered in [60].

B Linearized hydrodynamics

In this section we will linearize Eqs. (2.6),(2.11), and (2.12) about a small density fluctuation,
Pm(7,t) = pom + dpm(r,t). Asis relevant in superfluids we will take v, = 0 = v,. In the first
we will perturb about zero velocity, while in the latter we will perturb about the velocity of
a solid body rotation about the origin [34]. In both cases we will see that the effects of odd
viscosity can be removed via a new “edge” contribution to the velocity. In particular we will
be able to write

v = —0'0 + A"+ vy 0 log(pm), (B.1)

where A* will contain the background vorticity of the fluid ” and the dynamics of the field ¢

will be independent of Hall viscosity apart from a correction to the sound velocity.

"In the rest frame we will see z—:ijﬁiAj = We0pPm/Po,m, while in the rotating frame it will be equal to —ws.
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B.1 Rest frame

In the rest frame v*(r,t) = dv’(r,t). Then the linearized equations of motion become:

00 pim

_ Syl B.2

5 | P0,m0;0v (B.2)

PV _ L i — 1y — v (0450%) + w607 (B.3)
at pO,m

ag—? = VHV2(8Z'5’Ui) — wcﬁlﬁvi, (B4)

where we have used the Helmholtz transformation to simplify the Hall viscosity term. If we
now insert Eq. (B.2) into Eq. (B.4) we see that:

0012 vt . 96pm, N We OO pm

=—-——V B.5
ot Po,m ot Po,m ot ( )
If we require the perturbation go to zero at infinity then we see:
H
50 = — 226 p S, (B.6)
Po,m Po,m

so the density fluctuation entirely determines the incompressible piece of the velocity field.
This fact is noted in [19] where the authors point out that it represents a zero energy

eigenmode of the equations of motion.

If we now expand the pressure as p(pom + 0pm) = p(pom) + 20py + -+ and insert
Eq. (B.2) and Eq. (B.6) into Eq. (B.3) we can simplify it as

o [ S 5o s S
— (51}’ — VH6”5’JL) = —( + 2wvy — y}jvz)alL + weeY (51}1 — VHé?]kakL) )
at Po,m Po,m pO,m
(B.7)
This suggests that we define a new velocity:
" =0 — vge’ 0 log(pm). (B.8)

Note that 9;0° = 9;v° so when linearized about the density fluctuation the equations of

motion in terms of this new velocity will be given by:

d0pm i
" = (000 (B.9)
agjf} = —(c? 4+ 2wy — V%VQ)ai% + wee?ov, (B.10)
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We can now solve these equations of motion by decomposing §9° into a vorticity free and a

divergenceless component, i.e. by writing:
60" = —0'0 + A’ where 9;A" = 0. (B.11)

We will not endeavor to actually solve the equations of motion, as they are standard equations

for a density wave in the presence of a magnetic field. We will, however, point out that:

o 5o
e O A = 0Q + vy V2L (B.12)
Po,m
OPm
= w2 by Eq. (B.6), (B.13)
0,m

so the divergence free part of the velocity is entirely determined by the density fluctuation.
Indeed, we can view A’ as a vector potential for a magnetic field which is localized to density
fluctuations.

In terms of this new velocity the Hall viscosity contribution to the momentum conserva-
tion equation of motion, Eq. (B.3), vanished. The price paid for this is a sound velocity with
k? corrections and the fact that ©¢ no longer describes the momentum current divided by
mass density, but rather features an extra “edge” current term which points tangentially to
any perturbation in the density. This edge current will induces extra vorticity, which cancels
the Hall viscosity contribution to the vorticity, as seen in Eq. (B.13). Further, we note that

we can write the original physical velocity as:

vt = —0'0 + A" + vye’ log(p,,) where 9, A" = 0 and ¢;,;0' A7 = wc%. (B.14)

Po,m

To lowest order in the density perturbation the dynamics of # will then be governed by a
system without Hall viscosity, albeit with a correction to the sound velocity.
B.2 Rotating frame

We now consider the rotating frame, where v*(r,t) = A’(r) + dv'(r,t). Here A’(r) is a vector

potential which satisfies:
(91./42 =0 and 5Z-j8iAj = —We, <B15)

where w, is the constant cyclotron frequency. We will specifically choose:

Al = w7 )2, (B.16)
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This thus describes a fluid undergoing a solid body rotation about the origin. With this

choice the linearized equations become:

agim + A’@ 5pm = —p07m8,'5’0i (Bl?)
oot 1 ” i o
a: + A1D001 = —mal (p + p°8 27»2) — g6 — vy (900F)
+ wee"ov7 /2 (B.18)
Z?g_tﬁ + A'0;60 = vy V*(9;00"), (B.19)

where we have used the Helmholtz transformation to simplify the Hall viscosity term. We
thus see that in the rotating frame fluctuations are advected along by the background solid
body rotation described by A° and the system behaves as if it is in a confining potential

described by
U(r) = émw?rz; (B.20)

which is a familiar tranformation [19, 34].

We now see from Eq. (B.17) that:

, 1 [(0dpm

O = ——— ‘0;0p B.21
O;ov p07m< 5 + A'0; ) (B.21)
eijaj(akévk) = —5”—1 0,5 py — b €907 A* 040 pp — —1 €9 A*0,076 ppn (B.22)

0,m pO,m pO,m

] . 1 ke . We .

=—e"—0,00py, — —e7 A 0L dpy — 3" pu,. (B.23)

Lo,m £0,m 2p0,m

Inserting this back into Eq. (B.18) allows us to see that:

gt (51} poH 6ik8k5pm) + A70; (&)i - pl;—HsikE)képm> (B.24)

1 m 1 A o

R — (p + — Po, wir? — —chH5pm) —vgd'6Q + we o /2.
Po,m 8 2

Just as in the rest frame, this motivates us to define a new velocity given by:

" =0 — vge’ 0 log(pm). (B.25)

We note that 0;0° = d;v" and that 6Q = 6Q + v V26pm/ pom- Then rewriting the equations
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of motion in this form gives:

658[; ™ D0 = — om0 (B.26)
000 + AV9;00" = ——8Z <p + om 2r2> — v 0Q — vy V2P OPm + w607 /2
Gt J pOm 8 0,m
(B.27)
Q
% + A70;6Q2 = 0. (B.28)

Let us now suppose that there is initially no vorticity present in §o° except for isolated
point vortices, as would be the situation in a rotating superfluid. The latter equation then
tells us that these point vortices are simply advected along by the background A’. Then we
can write that:

) .
aaim + A00pm = —po.m0i0 (B.29)
j ; 1. o
8;: + AV0;60" = —(ci _ V}zqu)i’ﬁ _ gaz(%%“?) + w5 /2. (B.30)
0,m

We once again see that apart from a correction to the speed of sound we have eliminated

Hall viscosity from the equations of motion. We can then once again write
=00 + A" + vye 97 log(py,) where A" = 26 gy, (B.31)

Once again the dynamics of 6 will be governed by a system without Hall viscosity, albeit

with a sound velocity with a k% correction.

C Computation of Hall viscosity in LLL superfluids

C.1 Basics of the symmetric gauge

Throughout this section we will work in the symmetric gauge; we will also drop the particle

labels where unnecessary. In this gauge we make the definitions:

™ = 62]’/’] and R = fz + l%ézjﬁj. (Cl)

2l2

Then we see that:

[ﬁi,ﬁj] = l%&'j, and [R’HR]] = _il235ij> (C-Q)
B
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while the two are mutually commuting. The first is referred to as the canonical momentum
and has units of momentum, while the latter is the guiding center coordinate and has units

of length [42]. We can now define mutually commuting operators:

(Rx - u%y) , (C.3)

Ty +i7,) and b=

iy |
"= NI

where it can be checked that these satisfy the ladder commutation relations:
[a,al] =1 = [b,b']. (C.4)

The first is the ladder operator for raising and lowering the Landau level, while the latter is
the ladder operator for raising and lowering the guiding center. In particular we note that:

72 1
- — t z
2 We (a a+ 2> : (C.5)

as it should. As stated in [29] the angular momentum has a particularly simple representation
in this basis. It is given by:

L. =b'b—ala, (C.6)
and thus is the difference between the guiding center and Landau level value in a given state.

Suppose now that we have a potential which is a function of 72, i.e. a central potential,

and want to express it in terms of the ladder operators a and b. We note that:

P2 = (B - leyy) (R - Be™2") (C.7)
= R? 4+ 1472 — A4 R4 (C.8)
=213 (a'a + b'b + iab — ia'b' + 1) . (C.9)

Since the a'b" (ab) term raises (lowers) the Landau level and guiding center values together,
it will not change the angular momentum. Thus it is clear that [#? f)z] = (0 as they must.

We note in particular that when projected to the lowest Landau level we will have

2

mpWe

Proo*Pror = (b'b+1) (C.10)

since any terms involving a,a’ cannot contribute. Thus if we take the limit w, — oo with
I fixed, i.e. assume that the kinetic term is sufficiently large to energetically project to the

lowest Landau level, then:
V(#?) & ProrV () Pror = V (2500 + 1)) . (C.11)
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In particular we note that a potential which has a minimum at 7* = 2{%(¢ + 1) will have a
minimum when b'b = ¢, where we are taking ¢ € Z.
We would now like to make the transformation to the second quantized basis. We first
take:
[Na, Ma) = mayabzﬂﬂo,(}) where (z]0,0) oc e 1#1*/45 (C.12)
to be the symmetric gauge state which is an eigenstate of both ala, and b}b,. Then we

express the many-body wavefunction as

0) = dyn|n,m), (C.13)

where d,, ,,, is the annihilation operator for a particle in the |n,m) state. We note that this
basis is the orbital or Fock state basis rather than the coherent state basis introduced in

Section 4.1. However, the physics we derive will be the same, as we will comment on.

In this basis we see that:

N=>"d},dum (C.14)
L.=Y (m=n)dl,dumn. (C.15)

In particular we note that if we restrict to the one dimensional sector where m = ¢+ n, then
L,=(N.

For more complicated expressions we need the fact that
a'ln,m) = vn + 1|n + 1,m), (C.16)

and likewise with bf. Then we see that, e.g.,

=223 [m +m 4 V) ddnm + /(0 + D) (m + 1) <idfl+1’m+1dn7m + h.c.ﬂ . (Ca7)

n,m

Particularly important will be the shear generators expressed in this basis. These are given

as Eq. (5.19) in the symmetric gauge basis [29]. Expressed in the second quantized basis,
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they will be given by:

jfjh:Z%<\/(n+2)(n+1) omd n(n —1)d},_y,,d
= TYd,,_adum + D 1>dl,m+2dn,m)ofj
—%l<\/(n—|—2)(n+ )l + /(0 = 1)}y, d
—/m(m —1)d! Al ol m — /(M +2)(m + 1)dn,m+2dn,m> T
+ %(n — m)dL7mdn’m€i]’- (C.18)

The last term is the shear generator corresponding to rotations, i.e. angular momentum,
and thus will clearly not change the angular momentum. The other terms will change it by
+2.

C.2 Hall viscosity with interactions in symmetric gauge

We now consider adding the s-wave interaction term to the Hamiltonian:
mt =g Z (5 - Tﬁ (Cl9)

We note that ¢g then has units of energy times length squared. In the symmetric gauge

second quantized basis we see that this is equal to:

]:Iint =4g Z f({nza ml}) ni, mld;rzg mgdn31m3dn47m47 where (020)
1221’,m1,4
F({nsmi}) = / P ()0 s (7)) (), (C.21)

and where 1, ,,(r) is equivalent to (r|n,m). In particular if we project to the LLL then the

above integral will take a particularly simple form:

(m1 -+ m2)|

o2mit+mz .\ /i Imalmslmy!’ (C.22)

1
f({0,m;}) :@%ﬁmg,mﬁm

and we see that:

~ o g 1 mo + T
Hiyy = M Z omo ( ) <m2) domo mngdeO,mrmldO,ml (C.23)




when projected to the lowest Landau level. The interaction thus annihilates a pair of bosons
with total angular momentum mg and generates another pair with the same angular mo-
mentum. It is not surprising that this two-body interaction conserves angular momentum,
as its expression in real space clearly does.

We then consider the full Hamiltonian composed of Hy given by Eq. (3.2) in the second
quantized basis and projected to the LLL, plus this term. It will be given by:

. g 1 mo mo
H=U Z(m — 0%} d,, + yPEy Z e ( ) ( )dko—mdfnzdmomldml,
m B

mo,mi,m2 ml m2

(C.24)

where we have dropped the Landau level index for notational simplicity. Let us further
suppose that the state we start with is a condensate in the m = /¢ state, i.e. the “giant
vortex state” mentioned in the main text. We can then take dyi, = v/ Nodg=o + 5, where Ny
is the number of particles in the ground state and ¢ # 0 for 5,. Then we will have that:

~ C g

H =~ Z UQQB;BQ + =Ny <4525q + ByB—q + ,@;ﬁll) where c = ———, (C.25)

s 2 202N/ 3¢

and where we asssume that £ > 1,¢ ®. Here ¢ will have units of energy. Note that as we

increase the angular momentum of the giant vortex state, we will decrease the relevance of

the interaction terms. We can solve this via a Bougoliubov transformation:

H= Zaqngnq where ¢, = \/(Uq2 +¢N)? — (eN)? (C.26)
q
By = tgiy — vgn', where uz —v?=1and (C.27)
1 24+ ¢cN
== (M - 1) . (C.28)
2 Eq

We note a few things. Firstly, the ground state is clearly the vacuum of 7, excitations.
Next, the interaction scale will be given at leading order by the chemical potential, Fi, =
¢N + -+ ~ gn [47]. If we require staying in the LLL limit this means that ¢N < w.. In the

limit U < Fyy < w,, we see that these quasiparticles will have a superfluid dispersion given

by:
| gNU
g, =~ V2cNU|q| = | ——=—|q|. C.29

8 A similar equation was found in [47], but where the U, g and other terms were chosen to scale in a certain

way with the particle number in order to produce a very high angular momentum state.
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We note that this dispersion is exactly the same as would be obtained in Eq. 4.9 for the
dispersion of the 6 variables in the strong interaction limit. The speed of sound for that
action would be given by +/U/m., which allows us to see that we should identify Ei,, with

the inverse mass scale 1/m*. This was commented on in the main text.

This is the familiar phonon dispersion of a superfluid; however we note that ¢ is an integer
in this case. Thus there is a finite gap to the nearest quasiparticle excitation, A = e,;. We
note that since i, is fixed with N, if U is fixed with N then this gap will stay constant as
the number of particles increases. Further if the experiment can control both the quadratic
and quartic terms in Vg, both U and ¢ are freely tunable, so that this gap is tunable. Lastly

we note that the the fraction of particles outside of the condensate will be given by:

N — N, 1
e 1A (C.30)
q#0
1
q#0
¢+ cN/U
- C.32
2A7§:\/q 24+ cN/U)2 — (cNJU)? (C:32)
w/cN/U
2NU Z — since ¢ > /cN/U converges, (C.33)
1 c cN
o\ aNT log <7) . (C.34)

Given the scaling of ¢ ~ 1/N and U fixed, we see that this will quickly approach zero as N
becomes large.

We now want to evaluate the Hall viscosity in the interacting state. We first want to
project the shear generators of Eq. (C.18) to the LLL and express them in terms of the
operators 3,. When we do this we find that:

jf]h = Zi <—\/(€ +q)(l+q— 1)52—2@1 +V{lHq+2)(+q+ 1)ﬁg+25q> 3

q

+i<¢@+®@+q—1w ﬁm+¢€+Q+%@+q+D&H&)
£+q

B ByEij- (C.35)
In particular this reveals that
5 1 - l 1
(o = =5 (Ladosyy = =5 New — 5oy ) avf, (C:36)
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since the first two strain generators change the angular momentum. We note that vg is

symmetric with respect to ¢ — —¢. Then since the sum runs from ¢ = —¢ to infinity, we see
that:
. l 1 < 2+ ceN/U
<JZS]h>0 = _§N€ij — Z&‘m’ Z q 3 ¢t 2/ 3 —1 <037)
S V(@ + eNJUY2 = (eNJU)
f 1 Ein ~ Liip U€2 lf Ein < U£2
= —= 81']' — ——te’iij . t/ ’ (038)
2 4 U ~1 if By > Ul?

We see that if the confining potential dominates, i.e. if Ey, < U2, then we can expect the
angular momentum to be given very closely by its value without interactions, i.e. precisely
¢(N. However, if interactions dominate then we will have a correction to the angular momen-
tum of order Ej,/U. Note that since ¢ and U are both positive this can only enhance the
angular momentum. Inspection of the above makes it clear why this is; it is only possible
for fluctuations to decrease the angular momentum from ¢ to zero while they can increase it
without bound. Thus fluctuations will tend to enhance the angular momentum. Also, since
¢ ~ 1/N we see that this correction will not scale with N so that in the large particle limit

we will continue to have angular momentum ¢N to a very good approximation.

Then from [29] in the strong interaction limit we have

S 1_ Eint
Mo (w) = 37 <5 + 2NU> (Guer; — Orjca)

L <<0|f%hV><V|j2?l0> <0|j;§?V><V|jfjh|0>>

ZV w—FE+E,  w+FE,—E,

(C.39)

The latter term contains the corrections to adiabatic response, as discussed in [29]. We note
that only the first two terms of Eq. (C.35) will contribute to this term. Since they both

involve changing the angular momentum by two they will pick up a factor of

1

. where €19 ~ 2+/2F, U (C.40)

in the strong interacting limit. As mentioned before, because FEi,; and U do not scale with
N, we see that these gaps will stay finite in the large N limit. Thus the zero frequency Hall
response will not pick up any corrections since the system will continue to possess many-body
energy gaps. We conclude that the effect of interactions in this case is merely to renormalize

the value of ¢ upwards by an amount proportional to 1/N.
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C.3 Hall viscosity in the Landau gauge

We begin with the Hamiltonian Eq. (2.1), but now in the Landau gauge. In this case
A = 2mywiapry and V(r,) = mb&?wfrapr, where ¢ will control the strength of squeezing.
This can be generated by an anisotropic trap as in [33]. The Hamiltonian is therefore

translationally invariant in the y-direction and its eigenfunctions will be of the form

2
Yor < e exp [—1 (i + k:lB) ] , (C.41)
’ 2 \Up
where we have restricted to the LLL for ease. We can see that the potential will favor states
which are centered around x = 0, i.e. those with £ = 0. Indeed, when expressed in this
basis the Hamiltonian possesses a k? term which energetically favors the k = 0 state [33, 35].
There is one important difference about this Hamiltonian to note before interactions are
added. Unlike the symmetric gauge case, Eq. (3.2), there is no gap to excitations in the
thermodynamic limit. This is because k is quantized in units of 27/L,, so as L, — oo the
momentum can continuously approach zero. This difference means that adiabatic response
cannot be used to find the Hall viscosity. We see that it will further cause the Hall viscosity
to diverge.

Let us now add a repulsive s-wave interaction as a perturbation to the Hamiltonian. We

can do this in the second quantized basis as:

b@y) = 3 an(k) (e, y) (C.42)
n,k

where a,, (k) is the annihilation operator of a particle in the nth Landau level with momentum
k in the y-direction, and 1), is the corresponding wavefunction. If we then insert this into

the Hamiltonian and restrict to the LLL the Hamiltonian becomes

2m

Hppp = Z k—aT(k)a(k)
k
+ —\/%iBLy k’zk;q a'(k+ q)a’ (k' — q)a(k)a(k") exp (—%[(kz K4+ q2]) . (C.43)

where we are taking a,, (k) = d,0a(k) and where m o< m;/e. We thus see that our Hamiltonian
has reduced to a one-dimensional Hamiltonian labeled by y-momentum and exhibiting a four-
boson interaction term [35]. The four-boson term has an odd momentum dependence arising
from the fact that the wavefunctions v, ;, are shifted along the z-axis by a term proportional

to k which decreases their overlap with wavefunctions not sharing their momentum.
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We now assume the kinetic term dominates over the interaction term. In this limit the
bosons governed by Hyr can be assumed to condense into the & = 0 state ?, so we may write
that a(k) = dgovV N — on + a(k). This is just the statement that we have a LLL superfluid
which is squeezed into the k = 0 Landau gauge state. For self-consistency we take a(k)
to be the boson annihilation operator for k # 0 and thus én = >, a'(k)a(k) is second

order in a(k). Linearizing Hy;; and diagonalizing it via a Bogoliubov substitution gives

eigenenergies:
L2 9 2 942n2
e(k)? = {—~ + = <267l23k2/2 - 1)] - T e, (C.44)
2m /27 d

where n = N, /L,lp is the two-dimensional number density of the condensate [35]. Here ¢(k)
is a universal function of klg and B = 2gnmi% ~ mgnl%. As we take € to zero, 3 — oo,
e(k)? will develop a zero at a finite k. and eventually become negative. This represents the
presence of a roton excitation and indicates that the £ = 0 ground state is unstable to filling
other values of k. Physically this is clear as we will no longer be squeezing into the k = 0
state. We assume that ¢ is chosen to be sufficiently large such that we are far from this
instability. This will correspond to the limit mgni% < 1. In this limit the interaction terms
will be irrelevant except for in the region k < 1/lp where they will lead to a linear dispersion,
e(k) ~ cik with ¢; = (2/m)"4\/gn/m. In fact as soon as k ~ 1/¢ = \/ign < 1/l there
will be higher order corrections to this linear dispersion.

Having used the Bogoliubov transformation to put the Hamiltonian in quadratic form
we can now address the form the Hall viscosity takes. It can be checked that in the second

quantized basis given by Eq. (C.42) we have:

~

L.,
N,

DO | —

- % D {(le)QaT(k)a(k:) + éakaT(k)akCL(k) : (C.45)

where the constant 1/2 term arises from the orbital coordinate, while the latter term is due to
the guiding center coordinate and responds to the geometry of the system. The appearance
of derivatives with respect to k is due to the presence of y in the original expression. The
expectation value of these terms can be evaluated using the Bogoliubov analysis and it can
be seen that (L.)/N, ~ L1/l%. The Hall viscosity of the strip geometry will thus naively
diverge in the thermodynamic limit. This is once again driven by the fact that £ can be

tuned continuously to zero.

Of course the full Kubo calculation of the Hall viscosity involves more than just computing

the expectation value of angular momentum. As Eq. (C.39) reveals, there will also be a

9Even though there are no true condensates in the thermodynamic limit in one dimension [35] shows this

system can be treated as one for reasonable system sizes.
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contribution from any states |v) with E, = Ejy in the thermodynamic limit. But, as we
have noted, in the thermodynamic limit there is no gap in (k). Thus unlike the symmetric
squeezed case there will be contributions from this term. These gapless effects will regularize
the divergence of the first term. We do not perform this calculation, but merely note that
the Kubo formula is essential in this case to capture the full Hall viscosity regularized by

interactions.

D The spin connection and the action of Galilean symmetry

We first note that for a metric given by ¢,; = d;; + dg,; the spin connection will be given by:

1 .
wy = 55]k59ij Oy 0t , (D-l)
1 .
w; = —§5jk3j5gik . (DZ)

We can now consider the transformation of the fields under the space and time dependent

translation 7 — ' + £(r,t). Galilean invariance requires that [5]:

on = —&"on (D.3)
50 = —£*,0 (D.4)
0A, = —EFOp A, + AicF (D.5)
SA = —EFOL A" + ALDEF + myd (D.6)
86gij = —E 0kgi; — gin0;€" — gr;0iE" (D.7)

It can be checked that this means w; will transform as a one-form, but w; will not. Instead
the combination of w; + B/2my, will transform as a one-form, where we note that the factor
of mass is needed for dimensions to agree. To account for this Ref. [5] incorporated B/2my,
into their definition of w;. However, one can see from Eq. (4.15) that replacing w; with
wy + B/2m,;, will introduce ezactly the gyromagnetic term written in Eq. (4.17). The physics

of this term is clearer if it is separated out, thus our approach.

Having thus introduced the gyromagnetic term, the spin connection w; will transform
as a one-form. However, the theory as written is still not invariant under the Galilean
transformation written above, as the phase fluctuations carry the mass m, instead of my,.
The introduction of the fluctuating “velocity field”, v%, will fix this when it is integrated out,
as discussed in the main text. The need for this can also be seen, as discussed in the main
text, to be due to the need to enforce Eq. (4.19). When both of these things are done the

full theory will be invariant under Galilean symmetry.
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E Details on vortex dynamics

E.1 Density profiles of a single vortex

We can now use Eq. (4.31) to find the density profile of a given vortex. We do so in zero

magnetic field for ease. A vortex of charge k will have phase velocity given by:

k
r _ ¢ _
Vphase = 0 and Vi hase = —m—br. (E.1)
By symmetry we can expect that p,, = p,.(r). We thus note that 9;V* = 0 and V0;p,, = 0
so the conservation of mass equation of motion is automatically satisfied. Satisfying the

conservation of momentum equation of motion then reduces to:

Ve uls, 2 1 1
— = —— o V2 Pm | E.2
r r Po,m Pm ¥ 2mpm, (,/pm p ) (E.2)

where we have kept the leading speed of sound term in the pressure. If we simplify, we see
that:

k2 k¢ c? 1 1
= O+ ——0" ppy — " 2 om | - E.3
B 2ol ’ pom ™ 2mym, (\/pmv ’ ) (E3)

Far from the vortex we can approximate p,,(r) = pom + pm(r). Then the last term will be

higher order in derivatives and can be neglected. In particular we note that:

o) = pom |1= — 10 (T—{lﬂ (E.4)

2mic2r?

is a consistent solution for r large. We note that this is of the form found in [5].

If we now numerically integrate Eq. (E.3) with the boundary conditions: p(0) = 0, p(c0) =
po, p'(00) = 0 then we will produce the full density profiles displayed in Fig. 4. Closer to
r = 0 we can see that the term proportional to ¢ will drop out of Eq. (E.3) and the latter

term will be necessary to stabilize the density.

E.2 Simulation of a vortex dipole

We would like to simulate Eq. (4.31) with w. = 0 along with the conservation of mass
equation of motion. It is very challenging to numerically simulate these in the presence
of quantized vortices, as their velocity diverges near the core. In the case of a superfluid

without Hall viscosity this can be accomplished via a mapping to a complex field ¢ = /ne®.
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Figure 8: Density profiles of Lamb-Oseen vortices in a superfluid with £ = 1. The solid lines are density
profiles where 7o = 0.85¢, while the dotted lines have rg = 0.01£. The latter are close to those shown in
Fig. 4 for the full quantized vortices, while the former avoid the divergence issues caused by low density. For
either value of rg the density of a vortex in a fluid without Hall viscosity interpolates between those with
n = =+1.

Quantized vortices can then be expressed as points where there is a nontrivial winding of
0 and the dynamics expressed in terms of ¢ will no longer possess singularities [51]. It is
not immediately clear how to accomplish this in the context of Eq. (4.31), where the Hall
viscosity term provides an obstruction to expressing this equation as a dynamical equation

for 6 directly.

We will thus use Lamb-Oseen vortices [17] to avoid the issue of velocity divergence alto-

gether. We will specifically take their velocity to be given by:

k
v =0and vl = —— (1 - e’r2/7"3> . (E.5)

T
phase phase myr

Comparison to Eq. (E.1) reveals that for r 2 ry the velocity around a Lamb-Oseen vortex
will be identical to that of a quantized vortex, while for r» < rq the velocity will approach
zero linearly with r. The vorticity, Q2phase, 0Of this vortex will be a Gaussian. As 7y — 0 this
Gaussian will approach the delta function of a quantized vortex.

The density profile of these vortices will need to be reworked using Eq. (E.3) with the
new phase velocity. This is shown in Fig. 8, where we chose boundary conditions p! (0) =
0, P (00) = Pom; Phm(00) = 0. Low values of 75 can be seen to recover the form of the

density profiles in Fig. 4, while higher values will avoid zero density at the core of the vortex.
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In either case the density profiles are nearly identical for r 2 2¢.

In all simulations discussed we took rq = 0.85¢ with the two vortices placed a distance
d = 5¢ apart. As can be seen in Fig. 8 this meant that the vortices were sufficiently well
separated that their density did not substantially deviate from the quantized vortex density.

The simulation was then initialized by taking:

p = pne—1(x = —=d/2)pp—y1(x = +d/2) and vppase = Vne—1(x = —d/2) + vy—y1(x = d/2),

(E.6)

where these were the density and phase profiles of a single vortex at this location. This

provided an approximation of the density and velocity in the presence of the vortex dipole.

We note that if the densities multiply initially, then from Eq. (4.24), the initial velocities V'
of the vortex dipole will also add.

With this initial condition we then numerically integrated Eq. (4.31) and the conser-

vation of mass equation of motion via a second order Runge-Kutta process. The non-

dimensionalized equations of motion were given by:

0pm .
Zrm L (p V') = E.
P 0,V = 0 (©7
VIV — o). iyt — Mg 1 2
+ J ~ VedgeV" Vedge — —Y Pm + om, \/p_m V Pm

2 0 A
- ZaZW log(pm) + §e”v2w, (E.8)

oV
ot

here we have taken p = ¢2p? /2. Units of length are in terms of & = 1/myc,, units of time are
in terms of £/c,, density is in terms of pg,,, i.e. the density far from a vortex, and velocity
is in terms of ¢,. For all simulations we took either £ = 0 or £ = 1. The low value of ¢ was
so that both n = +1 vortices had a density at their center sufficiently above zero so as to
not cause problems with the simulation. We also note that the parameter my,/m, is free and
not set by the effective field theory worked out in Section 4.1. For our simulations we set
m; = m, for ease. Choosing a different value would have changed the density profile near

the center of the vortex, where the term m;/m, is larger, but should not affect other physics.

The simulations were performed in a box of size 40§ x 40§ with periodic boundary con-

10 The spatial discretization was taken to be Ar = 0.2¢ in order to resolve vortex

ditions
cores and the time discretization was chosen to be At = 0.001€/c, < 0.1 * Ar? in order to

ensure numerical stability [51]. The imperfect initial conditions generated some sound waves

10Tn principle these boundary conditions may require addressing the velocity due to the “image vortex”
[43], however as the box size is increased this effect will become negligible.
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as the density equilibrated. It may be possible to remove these via the inclusion of a small
amount of shear viscous dissipation. We did not do this, however, as it would cause diffusion
of the Lamb-Oseen vortex [43]. Nonetheless, we did not find that the sound waves had a

serious effect beyond causing small oscillations of the vortex dipole.

After performing the second order Runge-Kutta integration for a time t = 50&/c, the
simulation was halted and the density and velocity values were saved at intervals of 0.1¢/c;.
The locate function of the python package trackpy was then used to track the trajectories
of the vortices. In the case of £ = 0 the vortices were tracked using their density depletions.
In the case of £ = 1 the density depletion at the core of the n = +1 vortex was smaller,
as seen in Fig. 8. This made tracking the n = +1 vortex with its density depletion more
challenging and lead to greater noise. Instead, we computed the phase vorticity, |Qpnasel
which was initially two Gaussian peaks at each of the vortices. The phase vorticity stayed
sharply peaked at each of the vortices throughout the simulation, allowing for easy tracking.
After obtaining the vortex trajectories with this method we compared them to the density
and found that the core of the vortex identified this way differed from the core identified via
Qphase by less than 2€ at all times. We thus used the trajectories identified via the phase
vorticity.

The results of the simulation are shown in Fig. 5 and are discussed in the surrounding

text.
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