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We theoretically investigate the impact of weak perturbations of a flat potential on the density
of a quasi-two-dimensional dipolar Bose gas. We use a mean-field perturbative treatment of the
potential defects and derive their effects at first order in the mean-field stable regime. We first
focus on defects containing a single spatial frequency and study the wavevector dependence of the
density perturbation. A qualitative modification of the wavenumber dependence with the interaction
parameters and a sensitivity in the excitation direction reveal the long-range and anisotropic dipolar
effects. These effects are found to be most important at intermediate wavenumbers and can give
rise to a local maximum in the density perturbation reminiscent of the roton mode softening and
local instabilities. The dependence on the gas and interaction parameters is studied. The case of a
flat potential perturbed with white noise on a certain momentum range is then examined. Here it
is found that the strength perturbation becomes independent of the mean density when sufficiently
large. Our study touches upon experimentally relevant issues, giving hints on how flat a uniform
potential should be to achieve uniform quasi-two-dimensional dipolar Bose gases.

I. INTRODUCTION

The achievement of quantum degeneracy in gases of
atoms with large magnetic dipole moments in their elec-
tronic ground states has opened up new avenues of re-
search in which long-range anisotropic dipole-dipole in-
teractions (DDI) play a crucial role. In such gases, a
large diversity of behaviors arises from the competition
between interactions of different origins and characters
(contact and dipolar) and the external potential geome-
try. For instance, a variety of novel many-body quantum
states, liquid-like droplets, droplet crystals, and super-
solids, have recently been discovered through this com-
petition [1].

While experiments so far have relied on standard har-
monic traps created by Gaussian beams, traps of different
geometries may allow further exotic behaviors and new
phases to emerge [2–5]. Recent major technical develop-
ments have enabled the creation of such exotic geome-
tries in ultracold-gas experiments of alkali atoms [6] and
are to be extended to the magnetic atom cases, see also
ref. [7]. Yet technical limitations to the realization of the
desired potential occur from e.g. unwanted optical aber-
rations and speckles that yield potential defects of small
amplitude and varied length scales.

Speckle potentials can also be created on purpose to
generate random potentials and study phenomena re-
lated to the dirty boson concept. This general concept,
which first arose in the context of experiments on su-
perfluid helium in porous media, describes the effect of
impurities or disorder on a quantum assembly of inter-
acting bosons. It has been widely studied theoretically
in the case of contact interacting systems at zero and
finite temperatures as well as in arbitrary dimensions,
see e.g. [8–15]. The effect of unwanted potential de-
fects can be understood from these studies. One of the
most intriguing questions related to the dirty boson con-

cept, already raised by early observations in superfluid
helium [16], concerns the occurrence of ordered coherent
states (superfluid) despite the presence of disorder and
under the competing effect of interactions. Other inter-
esting effects regard the gas shape and its excitations,
which have been for part studied in recent experiments
with ultracold gases [17].

More recently, the case of dirty dipolar bosons, i.e.
dipolar Bose-Einstein condensates (BEC) in presence of
disorder, has also been theoretically investigated at both
zero and finite temperatures in 3D [18–21] and in quasi-
2D assuming transverse dipole orientation [22, 23]. How-
ever, while first-order effects have been considered in
works on contact-interacting systems [11, 13], they have
so far been neglected in studies of the dipolar case, as-
suming their cancellation over ensemble average. In this
manuscript, we investigate the effect of static random po-
tential perturbations on BECs with strong and tunable
dipolar interactions competing with contact interactions,
as realized by ultracold gases of magnetic atoms. We fo-
cus on perturbations of the condensate density, and due
to the static nature of the potential, the dominant effects
are of first order. Such static random potentials capture
the impact of optical imperfections in the realization of
tailorable potentials. Here we focus on the mean-field sta-
ble regime corresponding to the case of a uniform super-
fluid, leaving aside the vast question of the effects of po-
tential defects on self-ordered states such as droplet crys-
tals or supersolids. In particular, we do not include Lee-
Huang-Yang corrections in the Gross-Pitaevskii equation
considered [1].

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II we present
our model of a quasi-2D dipolar BEC and calculate the
first-order perturbation of the wavefunction for arbitrary
potentials. The relevant energy scales and the region of
mean-field stability of the atomic cloud are also studied
from perturbation theory. In Sec. III, we study the ef-
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fects of a purely sinusoidal perturbation of the potential.
We investigate the impact of the dipolar interactions on
the density perturbations through tuning the dipole and
excitation directions, the relative strength of dipolar and
contact interactions, and the gas parameters. Finally,
in Sec. IV we consider a more realistic random potential
with white noise on a certain momentum range, allowing
us to extract a power law dependence of the perturbation
with the density.

II. THEORETICAL MODEL

A. The quasi-2D dipolar Bose gas

We consider a weakly interacting quantum Bose gas
confined in a small region of space. The trap is tight and
harmonic along z, such that the trapping frequency νz is
much larger than the accessible energy scales in the gas,
especially the thermal and chemical potential one. In this
case, the gas populates only the harmonic ground state
along z, with typical length scale ℓz =

√
h/mνz/2π, and

this direction can be integrated out of the equation of mo-
tion. The position in the transverse plane is represented
by the vector r and the trapping potential in this plane is
arbitrary and denoted V (r). The gas is described by its
macroscopic in-plane ground-state wavefunction, ψ(r).
In presence of a generic interparticle interaction poten-
tial Uint(r), in equilibrium, it satisfies the generalized
stationary quasi-2D Gross Pitaevskii equation [24–27]:

µψ =

[
−ℏ2

2m
∆+ V (r) +

∫
d3r′Uint(r− r′)|ψ(r′)|2

]
ψ

(1)
Here µ is gas chemical potential. The first term on the
right-hand side of the equation is the kinetic term with
m the particle mass. The second term accounts for the
effect of the confining potential. The third term describes
the (binary) inter-atomic interactions.

In this paper, we focus on the case where atoms inter-
act via both contact and dipole-dipole interactions [1].
We assume the dipoles to be polarized by an external
magnetic field. In this case, the three-dimensional inter-
particle interaction (pseudo-)potential Uint(R) can be
written as:

U
(3D)
int (R) =

4πℏ2as
m

δ(R) +
3ℏ2add
m

1− 3 cos2 θ

|R|3
(2)

where θ is the angle between the dipole orientation and
the interatomic axis R = r+zez, and as and add are the
contact and dipolar length respectively. In the case of

magnetic dipoles of magnetic moment µd, add =
mµ0µ

2
d

12πℏ2

with µ0 the Bohr magneton [24–27]. We define ϵdd =

add/as and g = 4πℏ2as

m .
Integrating out the z direction yields the quasi-2D in-

teraction potential Uint(r). This potential is conveniently

FIG. 1. Quasi-2D dipolar system and interaction
Inset: Sketch of the geometry. The gas is strongly confined
along z, yielding a quasi-2D system in the x, y-plane. The
dipoles (green and red arrow) are oriented in the x, z plane
and make an angle α with the z axis. We typically reason
in momentum space and consider a normalized wavevector q
(red arrow and red wave pattern in the x, y plane) making
an angle ϕ with the y axis. Main graph: plot of the function
f (Eq. (6)). The dotted black line is the asymptotic limit
f(q) ∼q→0 3

√
πq.

expressed in momentum space via:

Ũ(k) = F {Uint(r)} =
g√
2πℓz

[1 + ϵddF (q, α)] (3)

with F {•(r)} = 1
(2π)2

∫
•(r)eik.rdr the 2D Fourier trans-

form operator, k the conjugate coordinate to r, q =
kℓz/

√
2 the adimensionned momentum, and α the angle

between the dipole and the z-axis. The geometry consid-
ered is illustrated in Figure 1 inset. Assuming that the
dipoles are in the (x, z)-plane, the function F (q, α) is:

F (q, α) = F||(q) sin
2 α+ F⊥(q) cos

2 α, (4)

F||(q) = −1 + f(q) sin2 ϕ, F⊥(q) = 2− f(q), (5)

with ϕ the angle between k and the y axis and q the norm
of q. The momentum dependence is encompassed by the
function

f(q) = 3
√
πqeq

2

erfc(q) (6)

with erfc the complementary error function. This func-
tion is positive for all q ∈ R+ and its asymptotic be-
haviors are f(q) ∼q→0 3

√
πq and f(q) ∼q→∞ 3. The

function f(q) is plotted in Figure 1.
We can also isolate the momentum dependence in

F (q, α) as

F (q, α) = (3 cos2 α− 1)

+f(q)
[
sin2 α sin2 ϕ− cos2 α

]
, (7)

or its angular dependence as

F (q, α) =
(
−1 + f(q) sin2 ϕ

)
+cos2 α

(
3− f(q)

[
sin2 ϕ+ 1

])
. (8)
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Interestingly, F (q, α) is always decreasing with q for
ϕ = 0 (excitation perpendicular to the dipole plane),
while for ϕ > 0, the variation of F (q, α) with q changes
direction for α above a certain value. In the case of
ϕ = π/2, the change occurs at α = π/4. This stems
from the fact that, in the case of long-range interactions,
the interaction cost of a density modulation of wavevec-
tor k ̸= 0 has contributions not only from interactions in
the k direction, but also from interactions in the direc-
tion transverse to k, and the weight of the latter increases
with q. This transverse contribution is more or less at-
tractive than the longitudinal contribution depending on
the orientation of the dipoles compared to k, thus fixing
the sign of the variations with q. The variations of F
with k will be crucial for our later study. Furthermore,
we note that the asymptotic behaviors of f(q) yield the
following limits for the interaction potential itself:

Ũ(k → 0) =
g
[
1 + ϵdd(3 cos

2 α− 1)
]

√
2πℓz

, (9)

Ũ(k → ∞) =
g
[
1 + ϵdd(3 sin

2 α sin2 ϕ− 1)
]

√
2πℓz

(10)

B. Zeroth- and first-order perturbation theory —
condensate density and its fluctuations

In the following, we consider a confinement potential
V (r) = V0(r) + δV (r) being a uniform box potential
V0(r) of size L perturbed by potential defect δV (r) ,
with

∫
δV (r)dr = 0.

First, we assume that the typical size of the trap L is
much larger than the healing length ξ =

√
ℏ2/mµ, defin-

ing the characteristic length scale over which the wave-
function can cancel, L≫ ξ. In this case, in the absence of
potential perturbation δV = 0, the 2D condensate wave-
function can be assumed to be uniform ψ = ψ0 =

√
n0

with n0 = N/L2 the 2D atomic density and N the atom
number. Using Eq. (1) and Eq. (9), the chemical poten-
tial reads

µ = Ũ(0)n0 =
gn0√
2πℓz

[
1 + ϵdd(3 cos

2 α− 1)
]

(11)

We now consider the effect of the potential defects δV
in perturbation and consider the first order expansion
ψ(r) = ψ0+ψ

(1)(r), with
∫
ψ(1)(r)dr = 0. In the follow-

ing, we prefer reasoning in momentum space and write
ψ(k) = ψ0δ(k) + ψ̃(1)(k) with ψ̃(1)(k) = F {ψ(1)(r)} and
˜ψ(1)(0) = 0. We also characterize the potential defect δV

via its Fourier components ˜δV (k) = F {δV (r)}.
Expanding the Gross-Pitaevskii Eq. (1) to first order

using Eq. (3) yields:

ψ̃(1)(k) =
−√

n0 ˜δV (k)
ℏ2k2

2m + 2n0Ũ(k)
, (12)

see also ref. [18]. From this, we deduce the perturbed

density at first order via:

n(r) = |ψ(r)|2 = n0 + 2
√
n0

∫
ψ(1)(k)e−ik.rdr(13)

This reads as n = n0 + n(1)(r) with n(1) the first or-
der correction in the density, from which the momentum
dependence is easily expressed as

ñ(1)(k) = F {n(1)(r)} =
−2n0 ˜δV (k)

ℏ2k2

2m + 2n0Ũ(k)
(14)

This equation sets the basic framework for our study.

FIG. 2. Energy scales. Values of the different energies
as a function of q for different angles (α, ϕ) and values of
ϵdd. The red dashed line is the kinetic term Ekin(k), the blue
dashed line is the interaction term Eint(k). The black curve is
the total energy E1(k) while the gray one is the Bogoliubov
perturbation E(k). If not specified, ϵdd = 0.7. The other
parameters used are νz = 1kHz, n0 = 125µm−2, m = 164 a.u.
and as = 130 a0.

C. Energy scale analysis form perturbation theory

The denominator of the right-hand side of the fun-
damental equation (14) is a characteristic energy scale
associated with the momentum k, which we denote

E1(k) =
ℏ2k2

2m
+ 2n0Ũ(k). (15)

It consists of the sum of a kinetic and an interaction term,
Ekin = ℏ2k2/2m and Eint = 2n0Ũ(k), respectively. It is
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interesting to note that this energy scale differs from the
elementary excitation energy of the unperturbed conden-
sate which is calculated from second-order Bogoliubov
theory and is given by [1, 24]:

E(k) =

√
ℏ2k2

2m

(
ℏ2k2

2m
+ 2n0Ũ(k)

)
. (16)

In particular, E(k) has a larger contribution from
the kinetic term than E1(k) and reads E(k) =√
Ekin(k)E1(k).
In Figure 2 we represent the different energy scales

Ekin, Eint, E1 and E, as a function of q in a few exem-
plary situations. We note that depending on the choice
of angles (α, ϕ) the variations of Eint with q may change
sign. Here we see that Eint decreases with q for ϕ = 0
(a,b,d) and increases with q for (α = π/3, ϕ = π/2) (c),
see also previous discussion in Sec. II A. At large q, we
observe that Ekin tends to dominate over Eint and both
E1 and E tend to follow the variations of Ekin. Instead,
at small and intermediate momenta, the variations of E1

and E are clearly distinct.
At small momenta, we observe that E1 tends to follow

the behavior of Eint, which dominates over Ekin. There-
fore E1 takes a finite value at zero momentum that de-
pends on the interaction and gas parameters, and it varies
at small momenta in a similar manner as Eint, i.e. with a
slope dictated by the choice of angles (α, ϕ). For choices
such that Eint initially decreases with q, E1 presents a
minimum at finite momentum. Instead, the Bogoliubov
dispersion E always tends to zero at q → 0 and grows
linearly at small momenta, following a phononic behav-
ior. Therefore, even if E1 is non-monotonous in a wide
range of situations, E typically is monotonous. This is
due to the enhanced contribution of the kinetic term in
Eq. (16).

Yet, in some cases, we observe that E becomes non-
monotonous, forming a local maximum and a local min-
imum at finite q, as observed in (d). This corresponds
to the occurrence of the celebrated maxon-roton disper-
sion relation under the effect of dipolar interactions and
strong transverse confinement [1, 24, 28, 29]. While the
softening of a roton mode is a signature of the special
dependence of the interaction energy with q and of its
competition with the kinetic energy, we note that signa-
tures of this competition are much more obvious in the
behavior of E1 itself. Based on Eq. (14), we expect sim-
ilar strong signatures on the density perturbations in-
duced by potential defects as will be discussed later in
this manuscript (see Sec. III A).

D. Mean-field stability analysis from perturbation
theory

In analyzing the behavior of the first-order density
perturbation ñ(1) and the energy scale E1(k) com-
ing at its denominator, we observe a peculiar behav-

FIG. 3. Identification of instability. (a) Values of αcrit,
the smallest angle α at which there exists one unstable mo-
mentum E1(k) = 0, as a function of the interaction parameter
ϵdd and the mean 2D density n0. The white region for ϵdd < 1
is the region where no instability occurs. (b) Norm of the un-
stable momentum qc at α = αcrit. The green line shows the
boundary of the region where the instability occurs at qc = 0.
The other parameters are fixed to νz = 1kHz and the gas pa-
rameters m = 134 a.u., add = 133 a0, while the changes of ϵdd
are made by varying as.

ior. Under some circumstances, E1 may vanish (see
Eqs. (15),(7),(3)), yielding divergingly large perturba-
tions in Eq. (14). This regime, in which perturbation
theory breaks down, corresponds to a well-known effect
in mean-field theory, namely that of mean-field instabil-
ity [1, 24, 27, 30, 31]. In dipolar gases in particular,
this effect has been widely studied due to its dependence
on the interaction parameters and on the gas geome-
try [1, 27, 30, 31]. There it was found that the instability
can either be of global character, driven by the softening
of k = 0 excitation; or of local character, driven by the
softening of roton-like excitation at finite momenta.

In this subsection, we investigate the (in)stability con-
dition through the analysis of the behavior of E1(k) with
the aim to identify the regime of validity of the theory of
Sec. II B. The instability is identified by the existence of
a vector k for which E1(k) vanishes. We find that for a
given set of gas and interaction parameters (ϵdd, as, n0,
ℓz), the gas is unstable for all dipole orientations with
α > αcrit where αcrit is a critical angle depending on the
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above parameters.
Figure 3 (a) shows the value of the critical angle αcrit

as a function of ϵdd and the 2D atomic density n0. First,
we observe that the gas is always stable if ϵdd < 1, that is
if the scattering length as is larger than a critical value,
equal to the dipolar length add (white region in Fig. 3
(a)). Instability can instead occur if add > as, as in this
case dipolar attraction can dominate and drive the insta-
bility. For ϵdd ≈ 1, the instability occurs for αcrit ≈ π/2,
corresponding to a dipole orientation nearly colinear with
the atomic plane. This configuration maximizes the at-
tractive contribution of the DDI and is therefore the most
unstable. When ϵdd increases we observe that αcrit de-
creases. This is explained as less attraction is required
to make the gas unstable. The instability for α > αcrit is
justified as this corresponds to a larger attractive contri-
bution of the DDI.

Figure 3 (a) also illustrates the density dependence of
αcrit. We observe that as the 2D density increases, αcrit

decreases. This effect relates to the fact that, in our set-
tings, the instability is so-called local, driven by a finite
momentum excitation, see Fig. 3 (b) and e.g. [1]. For
such a local instability, a competition between the ki-

netic term ℏ2k2

2m and the total interaction which scales

with the density as 2n0Ũ(k) comes into play, and low-
ering the density stabilizes the system through kinetic
energy cost. The high-density states are more unstable
and in Fig. 3, we can even observe that at very large
density above 1015atoms/m2 and small s-wave scattering
length, the atomic cloud is unstable even at α = 0.
In Fig. 3 (b), we further report on the norm of the

most unstable wavevector qc, i.e. for which E1(qc) = 0
at α = αcrit. First of all, we note that at α = αcrit, the
most unstable q always corresponds to ϕ = 0, that is to
say that it is orthogonal to the dipole plane. The value
of qc allows regimes of global and local instabilities to be
told apart, as respectively corresponding to qc = 0 and
qc ̸= 0. The two regimes are separated by the green line
in Fig. 3 (b), with the left side (low density, small ϵdd)
corresponding to globally unstable cases. In the local
instability regime, the value of qc increases with increas-
ing density and ϵdd, taking values up to 1.75, meaning
k ≈ 2.5/lz.
In dipolar gases, the mean-field instability is known

to be overruled by beyond-mean-field effects, at least in
some regimes [1]. Yet, here we do not consider this effect
and restrict to a mean-field treatment of our gas (see
Eq. (14)). In the following, we thus focus on the mean-
field stable regime, meaning that for a set of density and
scattering length values, we consider only angles with
α < αcrit.

III. DENSITY PERTURBATIONS FOR
POTENTIAL DEFECTS OF FIXED MOMENTA

We now consider the effect of defects of the poten-
tial on the condensate density in the mean-field stable

FIG. 4. Density perturbation for varying angle
α. Relative amplitude of the density perturbation ñ(1)/n0

for a pure cosinusoidal perturbation of the potential δV =
δV0 cos(k · r) with an amplitude δV0 of 1% of the trap depth
V0 = kB × 100 nK. We set m = 164 a.u., as = 130 a0,
n0 = 125µm−2, νz = 1kHz, and ϵdd = 0.7. Each curve is
labeled by the value of the angle α of the dipoles with the z
axis, see legend. The gray dotted curve is calculated with the
same parameters but in the pure contact case, ϵdd = 0. (a)
is for a perturbation along the y direction, orthogonal to the
dipoles (ϕ = 0), and (b) for a perturbation along x (ϕ = π/2).

regime and in first order of perturbation theory, based
on Eq. (14). First, we consider the effect of a pure cosi-
nusoidal perturbation of the potential δV = δV0 cos(k ·r)
with wavevector k. The gas’ density perturbation is
also cosinusoidal and its amplitude is given by ñ(1)(k)
(Eq. (14)) which depends on the norm of the wavevector
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k and of the angle of excitation direction ϕ.
In the non-dipolar case Ũ(k) = g/

√
2πℓz such that

ñ(1)(k) is independent on ϕ and is a Lorentzian in k with
a maximum at k = 0 and a characteristic momentum
width given by that associated with the healing length.
Adding dipolar interactions modifies ñ(1)(k) in a non-
trivial way (see Eq. (3)). Yet, using Eqs. (9)-(10), we find
that the perturbation effects at k = 0 and k → ∞ be-
have similarly to the pure contact case. At k = 0, ñ(1)

has a finite amplitude independent of ϕ. In the large k
limit, ñ(1) vanishes quadratically in k as the kinetic term
dominates in the denominator of Eq. (14). The dipolar
effects thus reveal at small but finite values of k.
We here study the strength of this density perturba-

tion as a function of k and for different ϕ in the dipolar
case. To investigate the impact of the long-range and
anisotropic character of the dipolar interactions, we con-
trol the angle of the dipoles, α, compared to the atomic
plane and the relative strength of the dipolar and con-
tact interactions, ϵdd. We also explore the influence of
the gas parameters, namely its mean density and confine-
ment strength. In the following, to vary ϵdd = add/as,
we keep as fixed and vary add. We note that this differs
from the typical experimental situation where add is a
constant given by the atomic species and as can be easily
varied by exploiting Feshbach resonances. The present
choice is yet a sensible theoretical choice that allows a
simplified comparison of different situations. We take
as = 130 a0 such that the situation ϵdd = 1 matches the
case of dysprosium atoms.

A. Angular dependence of the perturbation

In a first study, we aim to reveal the effect of
anisotropic long-range interaction on the behavior of the
density perturbation ñ(1). In this aim, we explore the
dependence of ñ(1)(k) with the orientation of the dipoles
and the excitation direction. Figure 4 shows the relative
strength of the density perturbation as a function of k
for various values of α and for ϕ = 0 (a) and ϕ = π/2 (b)
at fixed ϵdd = 0.7.
A first stringent effect of the dipoles is evidenced

through the qualitative change of the general k-
dependent shape of the density perturbation when vary-
ing α: While for dipoles nearly in the atomic plane
(α ∼ π/2), the perturbation is maximum at k = 0
and strictly decreasing with k similar to the pure con-
tact case, for dipoles nearly perpendicular to the atomic
plane (α ∼ 0), ñ(1) is non-monotonous and have a max-
imum at a non-zero momentum, km. The two behaviors
can be observed for both directions of excitations. The
non-monotonous behavior connects to the existence of a
minimum in Eq. (15), which was discussed in Sec. II C
and Fig. 2. Briefly, the minimum occurs through the
competition of the kinetic energy and an interaction con-
tribution that decreases with k (long-range attraction).
It is indicative of the potential softening of a roton mode

in the dispersion relation Eq. (16) yet it is present on a
much broader range of parameters.
The transition between these two distinct behaviors

as well as the position and amplitude of the maximum
when it exists depends strongly on the gas and excitation
parameters, see also later discussion in IIID and Fig. 7.
In Fig. 4 (a) and (b), a general trend can be observed
with a shift of the maximum of the perturbation to lower
wavenumber as α increases. We also observe that the
local maximum persists to larger values of α for ϕ = 0
(a) than for ϕ = π/2 (b).
Comparing Fig. 4 (a) and (b) allows us to further high-

light the anisotropic effect of the dipolar interactions. In-
deed, except for the case α = 0, strong discrepancies can
be observed between the two perturbation directions, and
the larger α, the more obvious the discrepancy is. We
observe that the density perturbation is always larger in
the case ϕ = 0 (excitation perpendicular to the plane
of the dipoles see Fig. 1 (a)) than in the case ϕ = π/2
(excitation in the plane of the dipoles). These obser-
vations connect to the additional repulsive contribution
∝ sin2 α sin2 ϕ in the momentum-dependent interaction
contribution Eq. (7) (second line).
In the case of ϕ = π/2 we observe a distinct behavior

of the perturbation with α for given k values: while the
density perturbation increases with increasing α for small
k, the behavior with α is inverted for large k. The value
of the momentum at which the change of behavior oc-
curs, k∗ is remarkably independent on α (all curves inter-
cepts at the same k = k∗). This can be understood from
Eq. (8)) where the α-dependent contribution is isolated
in the second line as cos2 α(3 − f(q)(sin2 ϕ + 1)). This
contribution is repulsive at small k, attractive at large
k and changes sign for q∗ solution of f(q∗) = 3

(sin2 ϕ+1)

independent on α. For ϕ = 0, this gives f(q∗) = 3, which
corresponds to q∗ → ∞ if you look at Fig. 1: Increasing
the angle α will always lead to a larger perturbation. For
ϕ = π/2 (excitation in the plane of the dipoles), q∗ is of
order 0.5 and so corresponds to a momentum of the order
of 1/lz. The change of behavior with α is thus understood
as a length-scale competition for which direction limits
the attractive contribution of the dipolar interactions.
The behavior at small k matches the dependence of the
in-plane mean interaction energy (see chemical potential
µ, Eq. (11)), which decreases when increasing α due to
the increased dipolar attraction in plane. At k > k∗,
the density modulation has a length scale smaller than
the typical vertical size of the atomic cloud and the in-
teractions along z become relevant, thus inverting the
dependence with α.

B. Effects of the relative strength of contact and
dipolar interactions

While the analysis of the angular dependence allowed
us to directly highlight the impact of dipolar interactions
and its anisotropic effect, another important parameter
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FIG. 5. Density perturbation for varying ϵdd. Relative amplitude of the density perturbation, ñ(1)/n0 for a pure
cosinusoidal perturbation of the potential δV = δV0 cos(k ·r) with an amplitude δV0 of 1% of the trap depth V0 = kB ×100 nK.
We take m = 164 a.u., n0 = 125µm−2, νz = 1kHz and as = 130 a0, while ϵdd is changed by tuning the value of add. Each curve
is labeled by the value of ϵdd (legend). The gray dotted curve is calculated with the same parameters but in the pure contact
case, ϵdd = 0. Each panel is for a different set of angles, see panel title.

that regulates the role of the dipolar interaction is its
relative strength with respect to the contact interaction,
encompassed by the parameter ϵdd. Studying the im-
pact of ϵdd on the strength of the density perturbation
is of high relevance as this parameter is usually tuned in
experiments to enhance dipolar effects, see e.g. [1]. We
investigate this effect in Fig. 5 where the strength of the
density perturbation as a function of k is shown for vary-
ing ϵdd and showcased for different values of the angles
(ϕ,α).

The panels 5 (a,b) focus on the case of small α, i.e.
dipoles nearly perpendicular to the atomic plane, and
ϕ = 0. They display similar behaviors: for small mo-
menta, the strength of the perturbation decreases with
increasing dipolar interaction strength (increasing ϵdd);
for momenta larger than a critical value, k′∗, the behav-
ior is inverted with increasing perturbation for increasing
dipolar strength. The value of k′∗ is independent of ϵdd
and corresponds to the value of q where F (q, α) changes
of sign, see Eq. (7). The behavior of F (q, α) yields a
repulsive contribution of the DDI at small k and an at-
tractive one at large k. The repulsive contribution re-
duces the perturbation while the attractive one amplifies

it. As increasing α increases the mean (k = 0) attractive
DDI contribution, k′∗ is shifted to lower values and the
strength of the perturbation is increased. We note that
while at α = 0, the behavior is independent of the exci-
tation direction ϕ, at finite α anisotropic behaviors occur
and k′∗ depends on ϕ, see Eq. (7).

The panels 5(c,d) illustrate a larger tilt of the dipoles,

at the so-called magic angle αm = arccos(1/
√
3) and

for two different directions of excitations ϕ = 0 (c) and
ϕ = π/2 (d). At this angle, k′∗ is shifted to zero frequency
for all excitation directions, as visible in these figure pan-
els. The different excitation directions translate into dif-
ferent behaviors of the perturbation at finite k: first,
the perturbation is much stronger for ϕ = 0 (perturba-
tion perpendicular to the dipole plane) than for ϕ = π/2
(perturbation in the dipole plane) at all k connecting to
the observation of Fig. 4; second, for ϕ = 0 the pertur-
bation strength increases for increasing ϵdd at all finite k
matching the observations of 5 (a,b), while for ϕ = π/2
this relation is inverted and the perturbation decreases
for increasing ϵdd. This behavior relates to the sign of
the dipolar contribution being respectively attractive or
repulsive at finite k, see second line of Eq. (7). We note
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that for the case α = αm and ϕ = π/4, F (q, α) vanishes
for all q and hence there is no dipolar effect in the density
perturbation.

Finally, the panels 5 (e,f), illustrate the case of the
dipoles being in the 2D plane. In this case, the dipolar
interaction is attractive along x and if the dipolar in-
teractions dominate, i.e. ϵdd > 1, the system becomes
unstable, see also Fig. 3. This manifests through diver-
gences of ñ(1) at finite values of the momenta for ϵdd ≥ 1.
As observed previously, the strength of the perturbation
is stronger for ϕ = 0 than for ϕ = π/2 and the diver-
gences occur first in the former case, as observed in Fig. 5
(e). Here we additionally see that the unstable momen-
tum region shifts to larger momenta for increasing ϵdd,
see also Fig. 3 (b). For ϵdd approaching 1 from below,
ñ(1) becomes very large at some specific values of the
momentum, close to the instability momentum. In this
case, the presence of a small perturbation may lead to
strong perturbations of the density distribution, break-
ing the perturbation regime relevant in the present work
and reminiscent of the emergence of spontaneous density
modulation (e.g. supersolid states) in such systems, see
e.g. ref. [1] and discussion above. In the case ϕ = π/2,
we observe that the perturbation strength increases at
k < k′∗ and may diverge in the case ϵdd > 1 but it de-
creases at k > k′∗ for increasing ϵdd. This behavior leads
to strongly attenuated density perturbation for ϕ = π/2
compared to ϕ = 0 at large k. This change of behavior
is reminiscent of our observation in Fig. 5 (a) yet with
an inverted trend, similar to the inversion discussed in
Fig. 5 (d). In the case ϕ = 0, we observe instead that the
perturbation strength increases at large k for increasing
ϵdd. This relation extends to small k for ϵdd < 1 similar
to Fig. 5 (c), yet no univocal relationship holds at small
k and ϵdd ≥ 1.

C. Impact of the gas parameters

Besides the parameters of the interaction itself, the de-
velopment of the density perturbation is also influenced
by the gas parameters, in particular its mean density and
its confinement strength, which are also of experimental
relevance. Not only do these two parameters come into
play as rescaling parameters for the density perturbation
(ñ(1)/n0) and for the momenta (q = kℓz/

√
2), but they

also fundamentally dictate the competition between ki-
netic and interaction terms at play in Eq. (15). Indeed,
using Eqs. (3) and (15), we see that the strength of the

interaction terms scales linearly with n
(3D)
0 = n0/

√
2πlz,

which effectively matches the 3D density of the gas. We
note that the effect of 1/lz is yet not fully equivalent to
that of n0 as lz rescales the momentum dependence of
the interaction but not of the kinetic term therefore in-
fluencing further the competition of the two terms. In

Fig. 6, we explore the effects of n
(3D)
0 and lz on the den-

sity perturbation under cosinusoidal potential defects.
Figure 6 (a) shows the perturbation strength as a func-

tion of k for different mean atomic 3D densities n
(3D)
0 in

the case α = 0 and large ϵdd. For all densities, we observe
the same shape as in Fig. 5(a), with a maximum at a fi-
nite k = km. We observe that km shifts to larger values
for increasing density. The amplitude of the maximum
itself first decreases and then increases with density. The
underlying change of trend in the density perturbation
strength seems to visually match the density for which
km crosses the momentum where all the curves meet,
k′′∗ . This intersection point k′′∗ corresponds to a momen-
tum at which the density perturbation is insensitive to
change in the mean density, which according to Eq. (14),
occurs when the dipolar and contact interactions com-
pensate each other such that Ũ(k′′∗ ) = 0. For k < k′′∗ , the
interactions are repulsive, and increasing the density in-
creases the strength of this repulsion and thus reduces the
perturbation strength. Instead for k > k′′∗ , the interac-
tions are attractive and the opposite behavior is found.
Furthermore, we note that when the dipoles are tilted
(α > 0), k′′∗ shifts toward smaller values and the pertur-
bation becomes larger, and increasing ϕ shifts this point
toward larger values and decreases the density perturba-
tion. We can even reach a case where this intersection
point seems to no longer exist even at large q as in Fig. 6
(b) and where increasing the density always reduces the
perturbation.

In Figure 6 (c), we now fix the 3D density n
(3D)
0 and

vary lz in the case α = 0 and large ϵdd as in Figure 6 (a).
We here report the variation of the density perturbation
as a function of the dimensioned momentum k. This
choice show that lz has actually only a small effect on
the position of the maximum of the perturbation km:

when the trapping frequency decreases for a fixed n
(3D)
0 ,

km shifts to lower values only by a small amount. The
effects of lz on the dimensionless momemtum q and 2D
density seem to compensate one another. A decrease of
νz is also associated with an increase of the perturbation

similar to what was observed when changing n
(3D)
0 in

Fig. 6 (a,b) as it yields a decrease of the 2D density n0.

D. Momentum of the density perturbation
maximum

In the previous subsections, it was found that a spe-
cial feature arising from the dipolar character of the in-
teraction is a non-monotonous dependence of the den-
sity perturbation strength with the momentum of the
perturbation, for some regime of the parameters. This
non-monotonous behavior yields strong density pertur-
bations for defects of spatial wavenumber in the vicinity
of km, the maximum, and its characterization is there-
fore crucial to apprehend the density perturbation aris-
ing from potential defects in dipolar gases. As dis-
cussed in Sec. IIIA, the position and amplitude max-
imum markedly depend on the gas and excitation pa-
rameters. In the present subsection, we quantitatively
analyze how the momentum at which this maximum oc-
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FIG. 6. Density perturbation for varying n0 and lz. Relative amplitude of the density perturbation, ñ(1)/n0 for a pure
cosinusoidal perturbation of the potential δV = δV0 cos(k · r) with an amplitude δV0 of 1% of the trap depth V0 = kB×100 nK.
We take m = 164a.u., as = 130a0, ϵdd = 2. In panels (a,b), the trapping frequency is fixed at νz = 1kHz and the curves are

labeled by the value of the 3D density n
(3D)
0 (legend). The two panels differ by the values of (α,ϕ), see titles. In panel (c), the

3D atomic density is fixed to n
(3D)
0 = 200 µm−3, α = ϕ = 0, and the curves are labeled by the value of νz (legend).

FIG. 7. Momentum km of the density perturbation maximum for varying gas and interaction parameters. (a)
km for ϕ = 0 and varying α. (b) km for α = π/4 and varying ϕ. In (a) and (b), the curves are labeled by the value of ϵdd, and
km is plotted in its dimensionless form kmlz/

√
2 using n0 = 125µm−2 and νz = 1kHz. (c) km for α = ϕ = 0, ϵdd = 0.7 and

varying n0, the curves being labeled by the value of νz. The other parameters are m = 164 a.u., as = 130 a0, δV0 of 1% of the
trap depth V0 = kB×100 nK.

curs, km, evolves with the different parameters, namely
the angles α and ϕ, and the parameters ϵdd, n0, lz.

Figure 7 (a) shows the evolution of km as a function
of α and for different ϵdd. For ϵdd < 1, km decreases
with increasing α as already reported when describing
Fig. 4. As explained earlier, the maximum occurs when
the momentum-dependence induced by dipolar interac-
tion is attractive and strong enough to compete with
the kinetic contribution, see second line in Eq. (7) and
Eq. (15). Increasing α makes the dipolar contribution
along x more and more attractive and along z more and
more repulsive. This reduces the interaction contribution
at small momenta and increases that at large momenta
depending on the sign of 3 − f(q)[sin2 ϕ + 1] in Eq. (8).
This weakens the momentum dependence of the interac-

tion as visible in Fig. 2 and therefore shifts its competi-
tion with the kinetic energy to lower momenta. We also
observe that km increases with ϵdd for all α. This is be-
cause increasing ϵdd increases the overall strength of the
momentum-dependent interaction and shifts its competi-
tion with the kinetic term to large momenta. For ϵdd > 1
we observe a non-monotonous behavior of km with α as
already observed when describing Fig. 5(e). The change
of behavior reveals the occurrence of a mean-field insta-
bility and the critical angle for this instability, see also
Fig. 3.

Figure 7 (b) reports on the evolution of km as a func-
tion of the excitation direction for different ϵdd in the case
α = π/4. We observe that km decreases from a finite
value at ϕ = 0 (excitation perpendicular to the dipole
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plane) to km = 0 at ϕ = π/2 (excitation in the dipole
plane). The decrease of km results from the reduction
of momentum-dependent dipolar attraction when mak-
ing the excitation more and more along the dipoles, as
encompassed by the second line of Eq. (7). As mentioned
above this increases the dipolar attraction at small mo-
menta and reduces that at small momenta. In the studied
angular configuration, a contact-like monotonous behav-
ior of ñ(1) is recovered at ϕ = π/2, as the momentum
dependence cancels in Eq. (7) (note that we have exact
cancellation only in the case α = π/4).

Finally, Figure 7 (c) reports on the evolution of km
as a function of the gas density for different transverse
νz. Increasing n0 and νz both lead to shifting km to
larger values. Similar to the evolution with ϵdd, this is
because such an increase favors the interaction terms in
its competition with the kinetic term.

Based on this analysis, we see that perturbations in
the potential can lead to enhanced density fluctuations
on certain length scales, the values of which ≈ 2π/km
shift with both the interaction and the gas parameters in
dipolar systems. This can be detrimental because devi-
ations from the uniform case occur differently in differ-
ent experimental conditions, but it can also be used to
one’s advantage to make the system response parameter-
dependent and e.g. to induce pattern formation in gases.

IV. DENSITY PERTURBATIONS FOR WHITE
NOISE POTENTIAL DEFECTS

Now that we have understood the effects of the dif-
ferent Fourier components of the potential defects on
the density perturbations individually, we are interested
in this last part in studying density perturbations in-
duced by more complex and realistic potential pertur-
bation. Here we will focus on the relevant case of ran-
dom potentials. In this aim, we consider a flat poten-
tial of depth V0 = kB × 100 nK perturbed by white
noise including all momenta of wavenumber in the range
[kmin, kmax] with an amplitude such that the standard
deviation of the potential obtained is of kB × 1 nK. We
choose kmin = 0.06 rad/µm corresponding to a 100-µm-
wide defect, on the order of a typical size of uniform trap
in cold atom experiments, and kmax = 13 rad/µm cor-
responding to a 500-nm-wide defect roughly the size of
the wavelength of the light used to generate the optical
trap. We obtain the perturbed density by calculating the
inverse Fourier transform of Eq. (14), and summing over
all momentum components. The result is then averaged
over 20 realizations of white noise potential, where the
phase of each momentum component of the potential de-
fect are randomly drawn following a uniform distribution.
Our numerical calculation uses a momentum discretiza-
tion with steps of δk = 2π × 10−2 µm−1. We examine
the dependence of the maximal amplitude of the result-
ing density perturbation, n1 as a function of the different
parameters (α,ϵdd,n0,lz). We define n1 = nmax − nmin,

FIG. 8. Density perturbation in white noise potential.
Relative perturbation of the density around a uniform atomic
cloud of density n0 = 125µm−2 for a white noise perturbed
potential with a standard deviation of kB ×1 nK. We set m =
164 a.u., add = 133 a0. The perturbation n1 is the amplitude
of the variation of the density over the trap n1 = nmax−nmin.
(a) n1 as a function of α, with νz = 1kHz. The different
curves are labeled by the value of ϵdd (legend). (b) n1 plotted
in a log-log scale as a function of the background density n0.
The different curves are labeled by the value of νz (legend).
The black dotted lines are linear fit of the values at high
density n0 > 10n0c and low densities n0 < 0.1n0c (see text).
The other parameters used are as = 150a0 and α = 0.

where nmax(min) are the minimum and maximum of the
perturbed gas density, respectively. The results are sum-
marized in Fig. 8.

Figure 8 (a) shows the amplitude of the density pertur-
bation as a function of the dipole angle α and for various
values of ϵdd. We keep ϵdd < 1 to avoid instabilities
(see Sec. IID). For all values of ϵdd, we observe a similar
non-monotonous evolution of n1 with α, where n1 first
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decreases and then increases with increasing α. The po-
sition of the minimum in n1 shifts to smaller angle with
increasing ϵdd, being at α = 0.3π for ϵdd = 0.5 and at
α = 0.217π for ϵdd = 0.9. We also observe a strong im-
pact of the value of ϵdd on the amplitude of n1. Increasing
ϵdd leads to overall larger values of n1 with the sharper
increase being found for α ≃ π/2 when ϵdd → 1, which
evidences the tendency toward the instability discussed
earlier, see Fig. 3.

Figure 8 (b) reports on the effect of the gas parame-
ters, showing the amplitude of the density perturbation
as a function of the mean density n0 and for different
confinement strength νz. The dependence of the per-
turbation on the mean density n0 is plotted in log-log
scale, which evidences two distinct regimes, holding re-
spectively at high and low densities. In both cases, we
observe a power scaling that appears to hold with similar
power for all values of νz. Fits of the calculated n1

n0
to

n−γ
0 for different values of νz yield γ = 0.45 ± 0.02 and
γ = 1± 10−5 at small and large densities respectively.
The different behaviors as a function of n0 can be re-

lated to the functional form of Eq. (15). Here the density-
independent kinetic and the density-dependent interac-
tion terms compete. Depending on the density regime,
one term dominates the other and different behaviors
are expected. The density n0c at which the kinetic and
the interaction terms are of the same order of magni-
tude for the range of momenta [kmin, kmax] separates the
two regimes. In a first approximation, n0c is given by

n0c(νz) ∼
k2
maxlz

8
√
2πas

. For n0 < n0c , the kinetic effects dom-

inate, and, in the case where the interactions can be ne-

glected for all k, no density dependence of ñ(1)(k)
n0

would

be expected. The observed power law of ñ(1)(k) ∼ n0.550

evidences residual effects of interaction in the considered
density range. For n0 > n0c , the interaction effects dom-

inate and one expect ñ(1)(k)
n0

≃ − ˜δV (k)

n0Ũ(k)
matching well the

observed power law. We note that the high-density scal-
ing yields a perturbation n1 independent of the back-
ground density n0.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND PERSPECTIVES

In this paper, we investigated the density perturba-
tions of a quasi-two-dimensional dipolar Bose gas in per-
turbed potentials within mean-field theory. We recovered
the usual mean-field instability [1, 24, 27, 30, 31] when
the dipolar interaction strength is larger than the contact
one. We studied the dependence of the density pertur-
bation on the wavevector of the perturbing potential and
on different gas and interaction parameters, including the
orientation of the dipoles. The anisotropy of the dipo-

lar interaction gives rise to angular dependences, and its
long-range character translates into effects at intermedi-
ate momenta. For a wide range of parameters, the per-
turbation exhibits a maximum at a finite wavenumber
whose value varies with the gas parameters. These vari-
ations may allow to mitigate density perturbations in a
perturbed trap by tuning the gas parameters. Finally,
we studied the density in a more realistic randomly per-
turbed trap, and found that at high densities the density
perturbation is independent of the background density.

Our work explores the possibility of realizing dipolar
quantum gases confined in uniform potentials. It sheds
light on the effect of unavoidable potential imperfections,
e.g. due to optical aberrations on the dipole trapping
beam. It highlights the challenge of realizing homoge-
neous dipolar gases over a wide range of gas parameters,
but also the possibility of mitigating the potential im-
perfections by careful choice of gas parameters. Here we
have considered first-order perturbations in the mean-
field approximation. This can be extended to the second
order as in [18–23] where a condensate depletion is pre-
dicted. A natural and intriguing extension of the present
work is to address the regime of mean-field instability,
which could be done, for example, by including beyond
mean-field stabilization of the condensate. In this case,
the intriguing effects of potential defects (involuntary or
voluntary) on self-organized ground states are to be dis-
cussed [1].
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nifer Koch, Axel Pelster, and Artur Widera, “Cloud
shape of a molecular bose–einstein condensate in a dis-
ordered trap: a case study of the dirty boson problem,”
New Journal of Physics 22, 033021 (2020).

[18] Christian Krumnow and Axel Pelster, “Dipolar bose-
einstein condensates with weak disorder,” Phys. Rev. A
84, 021608(R) (2011).
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