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Collapse of a quantum vortex in an attractive two-dimensional Bose gas
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We experimentally and numerically study the collapse dynamics of a quantum vortex in a two-
dimensional atomic superfluid following a fast interaction ramp from repulsion to attraction. We
find the conditions and time scales for a superfluid vortex to radially converge into a quasi-stationary
density profile, demonstrating the first spontaneous formation of a vortex soliton in an atomic Bose
gas. We record an emergent universal dynamics of an azimuthal modulational instability, which
amplifies initial density perturbations and leads to the eventual splitting of a vortex soliton or
direct fragmentation of a superfluid into disordered, but roughly circular arrays of Townes soliton-
like wavepackets. Our study sets the stage for exploring universal out-of-equilibrium dynamics of
vortex quantum matter quenched to attractive interactions.

Vortices are prevalent fundamental excitations in non-
linear fields [1]. Probing vortex dynamics has played
a pivotal role in studies of condensed matter, quantum
gases, and nonlinear optics, from developing better un-
derstandings of superconductivity and superfluidity [2—
4] to finding new applications using angular momentum
carrying optical beams [5].

Generally, the stability of vortices relies on the nature
of the nonlinearity involved. As vortices are described by
a field with integer multiples of 27-phase winding around
a phase singularity, which necessitates a zero amplitude
defect at the vortex core, a self-defocusing (repulsive)
nonlinearity can smoothen and stabilize the wave away
from the defect. With a self-focusing (attractive) interac-
tion, on the other hand, such waveforms become unstable
against wave collapse. Nevertheless, it has been shown
to be possible to embed vorticity in a stationary state,
called a vortex soliton [6-8], where the self-focusing effect
balances the wave dispersion of a ring-shaped waveform
with phase winding.

However, even without radial wave collapse, a vortex
soliton is still unstable against a pattern-forming insta-
bility [9], with which any azimuthal wave perturbations
beyond a critical length scale can self-amplify. This insta-
bility leads to the growth of modulations in discrete an-
gular modes and can eventually fragment a ring-shaped
vortex soliton into a circular array of solitary waves in a
distinct angular pattern like a ‘necklace’ [9-11]. To-date,
experimental studies of solitons with vorticity focus on
engineered optical vortices in nonlinear media [7, 8, 10—
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19] and photonic lattices [20-22].

In quantum gas experiments, to our knowledge, vor-
tex dynamics with attractive interactions has remained
completely unexplored. Despite existing discussions on
the formation and stability of vortex solitons in Bose-
Einstein condensates [23-25], a successful demonstration
of a collapsing vortex has remained elusive. This is hin-
dered by state preparation in attractive Bose gases that
have strong tendencies to collapse [26-30]. Whether a
many-body vortex soliton can form spontaneously also
remains an open question.

Recently, optical box-confined atomic quantum gases
have emerged as an excellent platform [31] for study-
ing wave collapse [30, 32] and pattern-forming instabili-
ties [32-36]. This is due to the ability to remove unde-
sired trap length scales and the flexibility to adjust the
box boundary conditions. It thus becomes possible to
access intrinsically unstable many-body states through
nonequilibrium quench dynamics. By using a magnetic
Feshbach resonance to quench the atomic interaction
from repulsion to attraction, self-trapped, yet unstable
fundamental solitons in two dimensions (2D)-the Townes
solitons [37]-were found, surprisingly, following a univer-
sal wave collapse dynamics of a modulational instability
in 2D [32, 38].

Watching vortices collapse following an interaction
quench in a quantum gas can open pathways to uncover
facinating self-patterned structures or vortex solitons.
Collapse dynamics of vortices can exhibit new universal
scaling behaviors and time scales distinct from those of
wave collapse in vortex-free, non-rotating Bose gases [32].
Azimuthal modulational instability in a quantum vortex,
when seeded by zero-temperature quantum fluctuations,
can serve as a ‘quantum parametric amplifier’ [39, 40].
This may lead to macroscopic quantum entanglement
and even many-body fragmentation [41-47] in the angu-
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lar momentum states that can have applications in quan-
tum metrology [48, 49].

In this article, we study, for the first time, the col-
lapse dynamics of a single vortex in attractive Bose gases
confined in a quasi-2D box, and report the spontaneous
formation of vortex solitons and self-patterned Townes
soliton ‘necklaces’ from out-of-equilibrium dynamics. We
create a single vortex nearly deterministically in a circu-
lar 2D superfluid, followed by ramping the atomic inter-
action to the weakly attractive regime and performing
2D time-of-flight (TOF) imaging. We observe clear ra-
dial convergence to a vortex soliton density profile and
record a new universal scaling behavior and time scale of
an azimuthal modulational instability that either splits
a vortex soliton or directly fragments a superfluid into
disordered, but roughly circular arrays of Townes soliton-
like wavepackets. These dynamics are reproduced by the
appropriate 2D Gross-Pitaevskii equation (GPE) incor-
porating a three-body loss term and initial random noise
simulating zero-temperature phonon fluctuations. Our
results pave the way for revealing universal collapse dy-
namics of vortex quantum matter.

The starting point of the experiment is a homoge-
neous 2D superfluid of ~ 3.8 x 10* cesium atoms at
low temperature T' < 8 nK and trapped in a circular
box (Appendix A), where the out-of-plane atomic motion
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FIG. 1. Creation of vortex solitons and Townes soliton neck-
laces in 2D Bose gases. (a) Experimental scheme. A single
vortex is created at the center of a circular 2D superfluid,
followed by simultaneous ramp-down of the in-plane confine-
ment and the interaction parameter to gy < 0 for a TOF time
7 in the 2D plane. (b) Density image taken after the ramp
at 7 = 5 ms, gr = —0.0077, and averaged over 4 shots. (c)
Single-shot images with variable interaction gy and time 7.
Ring-like and necklace-like solitonic structures are observed
at sufficiently long TOF times. Tmage size: (b) (56um)? and
(c) (65um)?. All images use the same color scale.

is frozen in the ground state with an oscillator length
l, = 265 nm. The initial radius of the 2D superfluid
is 7; ~ 21 pm and the surface density n; ~ 25 um™2.
The interaction strength g = v/87a, /I, is controlled by a
magnetic Feshbach resonance that tunes the s-wave scat-

tering length ag, setting the initial value to g; ~ 0.1.

We create a single vortex near deterministically at the
center of the 2D superfluid using a scheme demonstrated
in Refs. [50-52]. The procedure begins with a repulsive
circular beam of an initial radius of ~ 4 ym and a po-
tential height ~ kp x 47 nK, slowly sweeping across the
superfluid while splitting into two beams of the same di-
ameter at a 65° separation angle. Here, kg is the Boltz-
mann constant. The beams move approximately 12 pm
in 400 ms, corresponding to a linear speed of = 0.04c,
where ¢ = hy/n;g;/m ~ 0.76 mm/s is the bulk sound
speed, i = h/27 is the reduced Planck constant and m
is the atomic mass. Ideally, this procedure creates a den-
sity defect with a 2mw-phase winding around each beam
center but with opposite circularity, forming a vortex
dipole. We arrange the potential sweep such that one
beam ends up at the center of the superfluid while the
other one stops near the box boundary [51], as illustrated
in Fig. 1(a). After each beam reaches its final position,
the beam size is slowly shrunk down to zero in another
490 ms. From single-shot absorption images, shown in
Fig. 1(b), we observe a single vortex at the superfluid
center with nearly 90% probability. Near the edge of the
2D gas, we observe the second vortex for less than 10%
of the experimental repetitions (Appendix B).

To induce collapse dynamics following the vortex
preparation procedure, we hold the gas in the box for
another 16 ms and then quickly ramp the interaction
strength in 5 ms to a variable attractive value gy < 0,
as schematically depicted in Fig. 1(a), while simultane-
ously ramping off (in 3 ms) the in-plane box confinement.
The ramp speed is fast compared to subsequent vortex
dynamics at g = gy, but slow enough to avoid creating
additional excitations near the edge of the 2D gas, such
as ring dark solitons [34] that can be generated following
a quick potential ramp-down, or bright solitonic density
peaks due to a fast interaction reduction. We then allow
the gas to freely evolve in the 2D plane for a variable
TOF time 7, followed by absorption imaging to record
the 2D density distribution.

Figure 1(c) shows single-shot images of samples held
at different interaction strengths. For weak attraction
gy ~ —0.0017 (top row), the vortex core soon expands to
a larger size and the disk-like density structure evolves
into a ring-shaped profile for an extended period of time.
At longer hold times, the ring structure becomes dis-
torted and splits, manifesting the presence of the az-
imuthal modulational instability [53]. At more nega-
tive values of gy, the 2D gas directly fragments into cir-
cular arrays of density blobs instead of forming a sin-
gle ring-shaped structure, as shown in the second and
the third rows of Fig. 1(c). This peculiar multi-ring
fragmentation indicates fast wave collapse, both radi-
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Evolution of the radial density profiles. Experiment: (a, b) Radially averaged density profiles (filled symbols) for

(a) g = —0.0017 and (b) gr ~ —0.0077 measured at the indicated time 7. Shaded band in (a) shows the stationary vortex
soliton density profile rescaled to match the peak densities measured at 7 = 37 ~ 77 ms. (c) Variance V (filled symbols) of
the measured density profiles relative to a reference profile recorded at time 7yef and normalized by the mean value evaluated
near the reference time. Grey dashed line marks the value V' = 1. Inset depicts an averaged density image taken at 7 = 49 ms
when the radial profile converges. Simulation: (d, e) Radial density profiles evaluated from the GPE simulations (solid curves)
using experimental parameters as in (a) and (b), respectively. Filled circles illustrate a density profile from (a) at time 7 > 7.
(f) Normalized variance V' of simulated density profiles. Arrow indicates the onset of a weak radial convergence plateau and

the inset presents the corresponding averaged density image.

ally and azimuthally. One expects the blobs to form
around the size of an interaction length & = m/kym,
where kv = 1/2n;|g7| is the most unstable wavenumber
with the largest imaginary Bogoliubov dispersion [32].
At longer TOF times, the circular arrays appear to col-
lide with each other in the radial direction and collapse,
leaving behind a disordered array of disjoint blobs whose
density profiles approach those of Townes solitons (see
Appendix C). We dub this disordered array a Townes
soliton necklace.

The multi-ring collapse dynamics can be analyzed
through radially averaged density profiles, where we set
the vortex core as the origin; see Fig. 2. At g5 =~ —0.0077
(Fig. 2(b)), two density peaks appear at 7 ~ 25 ms, corre-
sponding to the formation of two approximately circular
arrays of blobs as shown in Fig. 1(c). However, these
peaks soon collapse. The remaining broad peak observed
at 7 2 37 ms comes from the radial average of a disor-
dered Townes soliton necklace and the collision remnant.

Remarkably, the radial profile of the ring-shaped struc-
ture observed at the weaker interaction gy ~ —0.0017
remains nearly stationary for more than 40 ms from
7 2 37 ms; see Fig. 2(a). This suggests that the vor-
tex evolves into a self-trapped vortex soliton. The peak
density is found at a fixed radial position at r ~ 10 pum,
agreeing fairly well with a stationary-state solution of

the GPE [24], n(r) = n, \¢>vs (\/WT) 2

, Where n), is
the peak density and ¢ys is the radial part of an ideal

vortex wavefunction (R, 0) = ¢ys(R)e*? with s = +1.
We solve the radial wavefunction using the 2D GPE
0% + 19 _ i) ys —
or? T ROR ~ RZ ) Pvs

|pys|>bys = fipys, where R = /n,|gs|r is the rescaled
radial coordinate and g = —0.3247 is the scaled chem-
ical potential. We note this is a unique, scale-invariant
vortex solution in 2D, with n, fixing the physical size
of the wavefunction, and no free parameters are used in
the comparison; see shaded band in Fig. 2(a). The mea-
sured quasi-stationary density profile nevertheless devi-
ates from the ideal solution near the low-density wings,
potentially due to very slow collapse dynamics of atoms
dispersed during the ramp-down of the box confinement.

in a scale-invariant form —% (

We can quantify exactly when a vortex soliton forms
by comparing the radial density profiles n(r, ) to a ref-
erence profile obtained at a long TOF time 7y, cho-
sen to be 4 ms after the last point of each curve in
Fig. 2(c). We compute the time-dependent variance
V(1) = [[n(r,7) — n(r, Tver))?dr normalized by the mean
value evaluated near time 7. If the density radially
converges to a quasi-stationary profile, V' can either set-
tle around unity as it is limited by technical noise, or
plateau at some intermediate time followed by slow re-
duction due to residual radial evolutions. Indeed, the
density profiles of g ~ —0.0017 satisfy this criterion,
with V' & 1 after time 7. &~ 49 ms. For more attractive
samples, V decreases monotonically at all times, imply-
ing the absence of a quasi-stationary intermediate state.
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FIG. 3. Dynamics of azimuthal modulational instability and
universal scaling behavior. (a) The angular power spectrum
Si at gy ~ —0.0017 for different TOF times 7. Single-shot
images at the top are recorded at 7 = 77 ms, representing
soliton splitting into an angular mode at { = 3 and 4, re-
spectively. (b) S; at gr &~ —0.0077. Single-shot images are
recorded at 7 = 53 ms, evincing dominant mode(s) | = 7
and 9 ~ 11, respectively. Vertical dashed lines in (a) and (b)
indicate the peak position [, identified using the last seven
TOF time points. (c) I, versus gy (filled circles). Error bars
represent the standard error of the mean. Blue dashed line
marks I, = 7kwmi, evaluated using the mean radii of the sam-
ples. Red solid line is a fit. Green dotted line marks the
most unstable mode of a vortex soliton. Shaded band shows
l, and the standard error evaluated from the GPE simula-
tions. (d) Time evolution of the averaged power spectrum
S (color symbols). Insets present single-shot density images
taken at the saturation time of S, 7y = 17 and 37 ms, for
gr ~ —0.011 and —0.0047, respectively. Color scales are the
same as in (a). (e) Scaled power spectra of (d) (symbols) and
simulations (shaded bands, same color) versus rescaled time.
The amplitude of numerical spectra is reduced by 2 times for
comparing with experiments. Data plotted in (d) and (e) use
the same labeled color symbols.

We can fully reproduce key signatures of the radial
collapse dynamics in the time evolutions of the 2D GPE
(Appendix D), see Figs. 2(d-f). To properly model atom
losses during the collapse dynamics, a nonlinear three-
body loss term is incorporated in the GPE simulation.
To identify soliton formation time scales, in Fig. 2(f)
we find that the variance V of simulated density pro-
files weakly converges for interactions |g¢| < 0.0025 at
7 2 40 ms. After a short-lived plateau, V' slowly reduces
due to the residual evolution in the low-density wing, as
seen in Fig. 2(d).

The insets in Fig. 2(c) and (f) compare experimental
and numerical density images (each averaged over ~ 10
shots) measured at 7 = 7, when the radial density profiles
converge. Both suggest that the vortex solitons already

suffer significant azimuthal distortions by this time. We
attribute this to the presence of an azimuthal modula-
tional instability, which amplifies initial density pertur-
bations in our samples.

We now ask how and when the azimuthal instability
manifests in the vortex collapse dynamics. To analyze the
dynamics we evaluate the azimuthal number distribution

fo n(r,8)rdr and calculate the angular power
bpectrum S = <|Nl| )/N, where I € N labels discrete
f027r Nye~ 049, N is the total atom
) denotes ensemble averaging.

angular modes, N; =
number, and (- - -

In Figs. 3(a) and (b), we present the time evolution
of measured spectra S;, revealing dynamic competition
within a band of unstable angular modes. Each spectrum
shows significant growth initially at some larger angular
modes near [ = 6 and 11, respectively, which is succeeded
by a band of lower [ modes that ultimately culminate in
a distinct peak. The peak is broader for more attractive
interactions, as in Fig. 3(b), where smaller-scale pertur-
bations also become unstable. The prevailing peak in the
power spectrum reveals the most unstable l-mode(s) that
could most frequently fragment a ring structure into [
pieces—a signature of pattern-forming instability dynam-
ics. In the top panels of Figs. 3(a) and (b), we show
single-shot density images to illustrate the ensuing frag-
mentation caused by different modes.

In Fig. 3(c), we extract the peak position I, measured
at later times in the spectra (Appendix E) and compare
it with theoretical expectations. Overall, the peak loca-
tions follow reasonably well the prediction from a varia-
tional calculation I, ~ Tkyy = n7/€ [53]. Here the peak
azimuthal mode number is determined by the most un-
stable wavenumber ky in the Bogoliubov modes and an
dr/f 2O rdr ~ 7.5 pm,
evaluated using the den51ty proﬁles near the fragmenta-
tion time (Appendix F). We also fit I, using a variable
7. The fitted 7 ~ 10 pm appears to reflect the peak radii
of actual samples as shown in Fig. 2. Meanwhile, we
find qualitatively similar power spectra from the GPE
data and very good agreement with the measured I,,.
The overall trend reflects that the interaction length &
is a dominant length scale fragmenting our disk-shaped
atomic samples. Starting with an ideal vortex soliton
wavefunction, on the other hand, the expected most un-
stable mode [ = 2 is independent of the values of (g, n;)
(Appendix G) [23, 25].

Surprisingly, we find a new universal scaling behavior
and a universal time scale when the azimuthal modula-
tional instability fragments a sample. To see this, we
first calculate S, the mean power spectrum of S; aver-
aged over a wide band (I = 1 ~ 30), and monitor its
time evolution in Fig. 3(d). For every interaction ex-
cept gy ~ —0.0017, the growth of S saturates, indicating
when the azimuthal perturbations cease to grow and the
samples fragment. The insets are representative single-
shot density images taken at the onset of saturation (7y),
showing single- and double-ring fragmentation patterns.

effective radius 7 = \/ f n(r)
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FIG. 4. Soliton formation timescales versus rescaled initial
sample size. Formation of vortex solitons (VS) at 7. = y7, <
1 is observed for a sample with r;/§ < 2 (red circle). Sam-
ples with r;/¢ 2 3 feature direct fragmentation to Townes
solitons (TS) at nearly identical times 79 = 79 = 2 (blue
triangles). Blue dashed line marks the mean value. Shaded
bands indicate the rescaled time and uncertainty for radial
convergence (red) as well as azimuthal fragmentation (blue)
identified from the GPE simulations.

Notably, the scaled spectra (7/7;)*S versus the rescaled
time 7 = 7 in Fig. 3(e) clearly exhibit a self-similar
behavior, where o = 0.5 is an empirical scaling expo-
nent and hy;) = h*n;|gy(;)|/m is the (initial) interaction
energy. This behavior suggests that, regardless of the
radial dynamics, azimuthal perturbations exhibit a uni-
versal growth curve with a peculiar interaction scaling
and fragmentation occurs at a nearly fixed time 7y ~ 2
despite manifesting by different angular patterns. The
power spectra from the GPE simulations feature the same
scaling behavior and peak at 7y ~ 2.5. We note that a
universal scaling behavior of & = 1, predicted by a linear
analysis of the modulational instability, and wave frag-
mentation at 7 &~ 0.8 was observed in vortex-free 2D
gases [32]. Our observation suggests that the presence
of a single vortex significantly delays (azimuthal) wave
fragmentation.

Finally, we summarize the fate of a single vortex fol-
lowing a fast ramp to attractive interactions. In Fig. 4,
we present the identified soliton formation time scales
versus the initial sample radius r; normalized by the in-
teraction length scale £. Based on the scale-invariant
nature of weakly interacting 2D Bose gases [38, 54-56],
we expect that the observed dynamics can be replicated
in samples of different initial sizes and final interaction
strengths within the same range 1 < r;/¢ < 5, provided
that the weak three-body loss dynamics does not sig-

nificantly break the scale-invariance. For samples with
r;/€ < 2, we observe the formation of a quasi-stationary,
ring-shaped density profile at 7 = 7, < 1, which we iden-
tify as a vortex soliton. Perturbations in the vortex soli-
ton grow continuously due to the azimuthal modulational
instability until approaching 7 ~ 2 where the density ring
nearly splits into a circular array of bright solitons with
distinct angular patterns (Fig. 3(a)). Soliton splitting
speeds up when the interaction length approaches the
sample initial size £ ~ r;, as confirmed by GPE simula-
tions (Appendix D). On the other hand, for larger size
or more attractive samples with r; /¢ 2 3, more than one
density ring forms in the radial direction. These samples
all fragment azimuthally at 7 = 7y ~ 2. The multi-
ring structure eventually collapses, creating a disordered
Townes soliton necklace. We note that starting with dif-
ferent initial interaction energy hvy; and temperature T
can change the amplitudes of initial density fluctuations
that seed the instability. Our samples have suppressed
thermal fluctuations due to n = hv;/kgT 2 1. When
increasing 1 > 1, we expect Ty, 7, to remain roughly un-
changed, as the instability remains primarily seeded by
quantum fluctuations (small initial perturbations from
the vortex preparation are also present as seen in our
GPE simulations). For samples with lower n < 1, how-
ever, increased initial thermal fluctuations and density
perturbations may lead to early fragmentation, making
a vortex soliton shorter-lived with smaller 79 < 2.

Our observed quench dynamics point towards a uni-
versal behavior and extended time scales to create self-
trapped vortex matter from out-of-equilibrium dynamics.
We note that collapse of vortices and soliton formation
can also be investigated in two-component Bose gases
with an effective attractive interaction [56, 57]. Further
manipulation or studies of the azimuthal modulational
instability of a vortex soliton can be carried out by adding
a ring trap for radial confinement or by pinning the vor-
tex core with a repulsive beam. Another nontrivial ex-
tension of this work would be to study the quench dy-
namics of a vortex lattice in a superfluid [58, 59]. By tun-
ing the vortex density to reach a lattice constant 2> 2¢,
roughly corresponding to r;/§ 2 1 for the size of indi-
vidual vortex puddles in the lattice, one may find novel
vortex soliton array formations and can study the subse-
quent collision and collapse of these solitonic structures.
While our work is based on weakly attractive Bose gases,
our experimental method can be adapted to embed vor-
tices in a quantum droplet [60-63], where wave collapse
from a strong mean-field attraction is prevented by an ef-
fective repulsion from quantum fluctuations [64-66], and
a self-trapped state with vorticity will exhibit different
instability behaviors [67-69].
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Appendix A: The box potential

The 2D homogeneous Bose gases are confined in a flat
optical box potential. The in-plane confinement is pro-
vided by a repulsive ring beam, created by a blue-detuned
780 nm light reflecting off a digital mirror device (DMD)
and projected through a microscope objective (numeri-
cal aperture N.A. = 0.6). The same DMD is also used
to dynamically project additional repulsive potentials to
create a single vortex at the center of the 2D superfluid.
The out-of-plane (vertical) confinement of the 2D gas is
provided by a single node of a repulsive optical lattice
potential, formed using another 780 nm light.

We note that, without compensation, a very weak in-
plane trap corrugation is present in the box due to the
confining lattice beam. The potential variation is esti-
mated to be AU < kg x 2 nK. While it imposes no visi-
ble effect on the initial 2D superfluid, a weakly attractive
sample could eventually be localized in the local poten-
tial minima created by this corrugation, forming linear
density stripes. To mitigate this effect, we ramp on a
compensating potential pattern at 7 = 2 ms using the
DMD with a matching periodicity (~ 18 pm) to mini-
mize the density stipes observed after long TOF times.
It is to be noted that this compensation is not perfect
(estimate residual AU < kg x 0.2 nK) and could be par-
tially responsible for seeding the azimuthal modulational
instability.

Appendix B: Deterministic vortex creation and
imaging

We use a dynamic repulsive potential patterned by the
DMD to deterministically create vortices in the 2D su-
perfluids. While we have performed GPE simulations
using the so-called chopstick method [50, 51] as depicted
in Fig. 1(a) and in Appendix D, we have experimen-
tally searched for the proper conditions for determinis-
tic vortex creation and pinning, which largely depends
on the potential height and the sweep speed of the chop-
sticks, as well as the time over which we ramp off the
size of the potential. We have used a potential height of
Vo = kp x 47 nK optimized for our sample density. The
sweep speed and ramp-off time are optimized so that the
vortices are pinned to the chopstick beam centers with
high probability. We observed that a faster sweep gener-
ates more than one randomly positioned density defect.
Similarly, a faster ramp-off of the chopstick beam size ei-
ther leads to a lower vortex creation probability or results
in vortex unpinning. We have also optimized the size of
the chopstick beams and the angle of divergence, with
respect to the sample size, to reach higher vortex gen-
eration probability. Detailed systematic studies of our
deterministic 2D vortex creation will be presented else-
where.

Figure 5 illustrates sample images of vortices created
in 2D superfluids. Figure 5(a) shows a single vortex im-

aged in-situ in the repulsive interaction regime. In order
to clearly resolve the vortex core, we slowly ramp the
interaction from g ~ 0.1 down to 0.0056 in 40 ms to en-
large the core size before imaging. Figure 5(b) presents
another image of a vortex prepared under the same in-
teraction ramp procedure but with an additional 40 ms
of 2D TOF time at the same interaction g ~ 0.0056.
The vortices remain stable under a variety of 2D TOF
conditions, including long TOF under a strong repulsive
interaction. To clearly image the vortex core, however,
we always need to ramp the interaction down to a weaker
value prior to imaging.

Figure 5(c) shows an in situ image of a vortex dipole
created symmetrically about the trap center. Figure 5(d)
depicts another image of a vortex dipole of a different
orientation, with the second vortex created near the edge
of the superfluid at the lower side of the image. This is
the configuration used for the main experiment. The
probability of observing a second vortex near the edge,
as shown in (d), is < 10%. Although not demonstrated
in this study, bringing the second chopstick beam out of
the box can in principle completely anihilate the second
vortex [51].
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FIG. 5. Single-shot images of (a) a single vortex imaged in-
situ after an interaction ramp from g =~ 0.1 to 0.0056, (b) a
single vortex imaged after a 40 ms 2D TOF at g ~ 0.0056,
(c) and (d) vortex dipoles imaged in-situ.

Appendix C: Formation of Townes solitons

Figure 1(c) shows that, at long enough TOF times, the
gas fragments into a ring of disjoint density blobs. To test
whether these blobs are Townes solitons, we numerically
solve the GPE with zero winding number s = 0 to obtain
the steady-state solution ¢rg(R). The density profile of
Townes solitons must have the form [37, 38]

ors (WT)

In Fig. 6, we randomly pick some isolated and round
blobs to fit their radially averaged density profiles with

2
n(r) = ny
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FIG. 6. Comparison of density blobs with the density profile
of Townes solitons. Each panel shows a radially averaged
density profile (filled circles) from the density image shown in
the inset. The images in the top row are randomly selected
from samples of interaction strength gy ~ —0.011 and TOF
time 7 = 49 ms, while the images in the bottom row are from
samples of g5 ~ —0.0077 and 7 = 53 ms. Cyan dots in the
images mark the center used for radial averaging. Solid lines
are fits using Eq. (C1).

Eq. (C1), using the peak density n, as the only free pa-
rameter. Indeed, we find reasonable agreement between
the density profiles and those of Townes solitons except
near the tails at » 2 4 pm. The deviation may be at-
tributed to collapsed remnant gas in the background,
dispersed blobs that failed to form Townes solitons, or
the close proximity with other waves.

Appendix D: Extended mean-field analyses of radial
wave collapse and the azimuthal modulational
instability

We numerially evaluate the vortex collapse dynamics
via the time-dependent GPE emulating the experimental
procedures, including vortex generation via the chopstick
potential and the interaction ramp-down followed by the
2D TOF.

We begin with the time-dependent 2D GPE (without
the three-body loss term),

in ey (— B G2 W) + gl
ot 2m g

V) o) (o)

where 9(r) is the condensate wavefunction, W(r) =
Woll + erf((r — r¢)/0¢)]/2 denotes the circular confin-

ing potential, Wy = kg x 47 nK is the potential height,
ry = 26 pm is the radius, and o; = 4.8 pym the width
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of the confining potential. Here, g = g3p/(v/27l.) refers
to the effective 2D interaction strength obtained by con-
sidering a tight confinement along the z-direction [70],
where g3p = 4nh%as/m, as = 100ag, and ag is the Bohr
radius. The last line in Eq. (D1) is the chopstick po-
tential V(r) = Vo[l + erf((Jr — ro| — 7¢)/0c)]/2, which
is initially centered around ro = (g, %0) = (—10.0 pm,
—7.0 pm) with Vy = Wy, r. = 3.5 pm the radius, and
oc = 3.0 pm.

Using a high-level computing language XMDS [71, 72],
which invokes an adaptive step-size 8/9’th order Runge-
Kutta method for time-stepping, and the Fast-Fourier-
Transform for calculating the Laplacian, we numerically
solve Eq. (D1) in the imaginary time evolution and ob-
tain the ground state with the surface density n; = [|? ~
25 pm~2 in the bulk. The density falls to half of this value
at the radial distance r; ~ 21 pym as in the experiment.
After finding the ground state, we move and split the
chopstick potentials at a separation angle 65° to their
final position within 400 ms while simultaneously solv-
ing the GPE in real-time. The final position of the first
chopstick is (zy,ys) = (0,0), whereas we move the sec-
ond chopstick out of the box. The size of the chopsticks
is reduced to zero at their final positions within an ad-
ditional 500 ms, which results in only a single vortex at
the center of the wavefunction.

Following the vortex preparation sequence, we modify
the mean-field wavefunction ¢ (r) by seeding noise in the
form of the Bogoliubov modes,

n(r) = ¢(r) + % zk:[akwc(r) — ()], (D2)

where ayx is a random complex Gaussian noise satis-
fying the relation axow = 0, axaj, = Okkr, and -
is a stochastic average. Here, u(r) and vi(r) are the
Bogoliubov modes assuming a homogeneous 2D con-
densate density. This procedure corresponds to seed-
ing on-average 0.5 phonons per k-mode in the modified
wavefunction, simulating fluctuations at zero tempera-
ture [73].

We then perform the GPE calculations in which we
phenomenologically incorporate a three-body loss term
—ih(K3|Y(r)|*(r)/2 in Eq. (D1) with a constant loss
rate K3 = 1.2x107%%c¢m"/s. This rate is around 10 times
larger than a previously measured value using thermal
gases prepared at a, ~ 0 [74]. The factor ¢ = 1/(6+/37l?)
takes into account Bose symmetrization and integration
along the z-axis. We evolve the GPE for 6 ms by insert-
ing the wavefunction of Eq. (D2) and then slowly ramp
down the trap potential height Wy to zero within 3 ms
while simultaneously ramping the interaction g to an at-
tractive value gy < 0 within 5 ms as mentioned in the
main text. We then continue to evolve the GPE for ad-
ditional time 7 at each final interaction strength. Ten
different initial random noise samples are considered for
each time evolution.

Figure 7 shows the evolution of the density n(r,7) =
In(r,7)|?, in a single realization, for three different in-
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FIG. 7. Dynamics of the density evolution, n(r,7) =

[n(r,7)|?, obtained from the GPE calculation with a vari-
able interaction strength gy and different hold time 7 as in
Fig. 1(c). Tmage size: (75 pm)?.
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FIG. 8. Atom loss for three different values of gy. The black
solid lines are obtained from the simulations, and the black
circles are from the experiment.

teraction strengths. The simulation employs 256 x 256
spatial grid points for a box of 64 pum in length. The
first row of panels in Fig. 7 are snapshots of the density
for g &~ —0.0017 (as = —1.65ag). Enlargement of the
density defect surrounded by an enhenced ring structure
similar to the experiment can be clearly seen (see Fig. 1).
Wave fragmentation and enhanced density blob features
appear to be more prominent as the interaction strength
becomes more attractive, as shown in the last two rows
of panels in Fig. 7. Inclusion of the three-body loss term
suggests delay of the wavefunction collapse and soliton
patterns are observed in the final snapshots. The corre-
sponding atom loss for these three interaction strengths
are presented in Fig. 8 together with atom loss measured
in the experiments. One can see excellent match between
the simulation and experimental data for higher interac-
tion strengths. A slightly larger atom loss occurs in the
experiment for lower interaction strengths. We attribute
this to imperfect parameter matching for different exper-
imental conditions such as slightly higher initial density
or deviation of the three-body loss coefficients. Notice
that within the GPE simulations, we have assumed that
all parameters are fixed except for gy.

In Fig. 2, we numerically evaluate the time evolution of
the radial density profiles averaged over ten realizations
of initial random noise. To identify the time scales for ra-
dial convergence in the density profiles, we adopt the pro-
cedure for evaluating the variance V as described in the
main text. In Fig. 2(f), for comparing with Fig. 2(c), we
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FIG. 9. Angular power spectra S; evaluated from the time-
dependet GPE with gy ~ (a) -0.0017, (b) -0.0047, (c) -0.0077,
and (d) -0.011, respectively. White dashed lines mark the
peak I,. (e) Averaged power spectra S versus time and (f)
rescaled power spectra versus rescaled time obtained at the
interaction strengths gy ~ -0.011, -0.0077, -0.0047, -0.003, -
0.0025, -0.0017, -0.001, and -0.0005 (solid curves, from dark
to light gray), respectively.

have added to each V(1) a constant offset obtained from
the experiment to account for the contributions stem-
ming from the technical noise.

To analyze the azimuthal modulational instability and
compare with the experimental data, we evaluate the
angular power spectra as shown in Fig. 9, from which
we identify the peak position of the power spectrum S;
as described in Appendix E. The averaged power spec-
trum S is evaluated within the same range (I = 1 ~ 30)
described in the main text. The results are shown in
Fig. 9(e). Rescaled spectra (v/7;)®S versus rescaled time
7 = ~71 are shown in Fig. 9(f) with an empirical scaling
exponent a = 0.5. The rescaled spectra are compared
with the experimental data in Fig. 3(e), both exhibiting
a remarkable universal behavior before the fragmenta-
tion time 7 < 2. We attribute the nonuniversal curves at
lgs] < 0.001 to finite size effects when r; approaches &.

Appendix E: Determination of the peak position in
the power spectrum S;

In experiments and in numerical simulations, the angu-
lar power spectrum S; developes a distinct peak at each
interaction gy. To determine the most unstable angular
mode, we identify the mode number [ of the maximum S;
measured at seven longest TOF times for each gy (or at
times 7 < 100 ms for GPE simulations) and then com-
pute their mean value [, and the standard error. The
results are provided in Fig. 3(c). In Fig. 10, we compare
I, (black dashed line) with the power spectra measured
experimentally for three TOF times.
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FIG. 10. Angular power spectrum S; experimentally mea-
sured at three longest TOF times with (a) gy ~ —0.0017
and (b) gy ~ —0.0077, respectively. Red circles represent the
mean of the power spectra and the shaded band indicates the
corresponding standard deviation of the mean. Black dashed
line indicates I, determined from the mean of individually
identified peak-l in each spectrum.

Appendix F: Variational analysis of the azimuthal
modulational instability

When the interaction strength of a homogeneous,
non-rotating 2D superfluid is quenched to a negative
value, a modulational instability will manifest, with self-
amplifying density waves to fragment a sample into many
density blobs [32]. The most unstable wavenumber is
kvt = /2n;)gs|, where n; is the initial atomic density
and g; is the attractive interaction strength. For a cir-
cular sample carrying one quantum vortex at the cen-
ter, the instability may be analyzed in discrete angular
modes. However, for a sample whose initial radius is
several times larger than the characteristic interaction
length & = 7w /ky, one may still expect a local manifes-
tation of the modulational instability, as already hinted
in the multi-ring fragmentation observed in Fig. 1(c). If
the instability shares the same length scale as the modu-
lational instability, the most unstable angular mode can
be expressed as Iyr = Thkymr = 71/2n;|gs|, where 7 is a
mean radial position of the sample.

Our intuitive picture can be supported by a varia-
tional analysis detailed in [53, 75], which assumes a
wavefunction of the form (r,0) = ¢(r)A(0,t) with a
fixed radial function ¢(r) = \/n(r) and derives the non-
linear Schrodinger equation for A(6,t) using a varia-
tional method. By assuming a vortex state of A(0,t) =
e (F0+1t) with small perturbations in discrete ! angular
modes and performing analyses for the azimuthal modu-
lational instability, one finds the eigenfrequencies of the

12

[-th mode to be

wp = Fyvay /(12 - 212), (F1)
where vy, = s l V2|gsIC, and C =
, va m [ n(r)rdr’> P 1%
W‘ According to Eq. (F1), w; becomes purely
—grdr

imaginary when [ < v/2[, and the modes are unstable.
The nearest integer from [, is the most unstable mode
with the largest imaginary frequency. We may carry out
the radial integrations by using experimentally measured
radial density profiles for n(r) in the integrant. We may
also link the most unstable mode [, with the most un-
stable wavenumber kypr in the modulational instability

as
lp :Fv1/2|gf\ni = Tykmr, (FQ)

and define the effective radius for the azimuthal modula-
tional instability as 7, = \/C/n;. While the bove varia-
tional analysis is most accurate with a fixed radial density
profile, in Fig. 3(c) we estimate [, using the density pro-
file at the saturation time 7y of S when the azimuthal
fragmentation takes place.
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FIG. 11. Azimuthal modulational instability of a vortex soli-
ton. v = |Im(w;)| denotes the growth rate at the I-th mode.
It is only non-zero for [ = 1,2, 3, and the most unstable mode
isl=2.

Appendix G: Azimuthal modulational instability of
a vortex soliton

The azimuthal modulational instability of a vortex
soliton can be directly analyzed in a Bogoliubov anal-
ysis [23, 76]. We do this by introducing small perturba-
tions to the scale-invariant stationary-state solution of a
vortex soliton,



>

l

'Q[}(R’ 9»%) = {¢VS(R) +

where ¢s(R) is the radial wavefunction, R = \/n, |gf|r
is the rescaled radial coordinate, 7 = v,7 is the rescaled
time with v, = Anp|gs|/m, and i = p/(R7y,) is the scaled
chemical potential as in the main text. Here, u; and v
are the Bogoliubov coefficients for the [-th angular mode,

1|.0? 1.9 s+1)? 5 |~
-3 | &+ hm - G ] — (2|ys|* + i)
*2 1| 82 1
vs 2lomm T R

and further discretize the coordinate R and wavefunc-
tions (ug, vy, ¢vs) with 500 grid points of step size AR =

0.03. Here, (8872 = ((52"]',1 - 2(52”' + 5i’j+1)/AR2 and

R2
ij
(%%)ij = (—0;j—1+0; j+1)/(2ARR;), where i(j) is the

grid index and §; ; is the Kronecker delta. We calcu-
late the growth rate 7; by solving the above eigenvalue
problem. The result is shown in Fig. 11, where the most
unstable mode is at | = 2, corresponding to the blue
dashed line in Fig. 3(c). Our result is consistent with
the split instability discussed in Refs. [23, 25].

{ul(R)e—iwﬁ-'riw _i_vl*(R)eiw;%—ize} } IR0,

13

(G1)

(

and w; is the corresponding eigenvalue. If the imaginary
part of w; is non-zero, the mode becomes unstable with
an exponential growth rate 4; = |Im(w;)|. Substituting
Eq. (G1) into the scale-invariant 2D GPE and gathering
all the terms evolving in the form of e~ ™7 and e™i 7, we
obtain the Bogoliubov equations in the matrix form

,¢2
Vs
. (s=0?
OR R?

uy
Uy

| + @Il + ) (
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