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While quantum turbulence has been addressed both experimentally (predominantly for superfluid
4He and 3He) and theoretically, the dynamics of various ensembles of quantized vortices was followed
in time only until the vortices decay into phonons. How this “thermalization” is achieved is still an
unelucidated question. Here, we report on the microscopic treatment of the real-time dynamics of
an initial ensemble of quantized vortices and anti-vortices, with no phonons, at zero temperature,
in a Unitary Fermi Gas (UFG). We follow the system in time until “thermalization” is achieved, and
a clear non-Markovian evolution of the single particle occupation probabilities is observed.

Quantum turbulence, which occurs in the absence of
or very small viscosity, shares similarities with classical
turbulence, for which dissipation is a critical ingredient.
Classical turbulence is studied typically with the Navier-
Stokes equations for the vector velocity field u of an in-
compressible fluid, which read

∂u

∂t
+ (u ⋅∇)u = ν∇2u − ∇p

ρ
, ∇ ⋅u = 0, (1)

where ν, p, and ρ stand for the shear kinematic viscos-
ity, pressure, and the matter density respectively. When
the viscosity vanishes this equation describes the motion
of an ideal fluid, derived by Euler in 1775 [1, 2]. The
classical turbulence regime occurs when the dimension-
less Reynolds number Re = uL/ν is large or ν → 0, where
L is the characteristic length of the flow. The solutions
of time-dependent partial differential equations change
qualitatively when the highest order of the spatial deriva-
tives changes from second to first [3]. The Navier-Stokes
equations can be derived from the Boltzmann transport
equation [4–7], which consists of the free transport part,
which describes the independent mean field particle mo-
tion, and the collision integral, responsible for local equi-
libration. The Boltzmann equation is strictly valid for
dilute systems, when collisions are assumed to happen
“instantaneously and at a particular point in space.” [7]
The evolution of the distribution function is described
with the Boltzmann equation “over times long compared
with the duration of collisions” and “over distances large
compared with the size of the region in which collisions
takes place.” [7] Under such conditions, the mean free
path exceeds the average separation between particles.
These assumptions imply that different collisions are un-
correlated in time and space, and hence have a Markovian
character, in a manner similar to the Langevin noise in
Brownian motion.

Consider the simple example of one or more “fluids”
made up of dust particles, thus non-interacting, and with
sizes negligible in comparison to their average separa-
tion, and each “fluid” with its own velocity probability

distribution, in the absence of any external fields. All
elementary constituents follow trajectories with a con-
stant velocity. Each such “fluid” satisfies the Euler equa-
tions, and moreover, each dust “fluid” satisfies the Navier-
Stokes equations independently. One can have a very
strange situation, for example, two or more interpen-
etrating “dust rivers,” which do not affect each other,
in which dust particles in each “river” follow their inde-
pendent trajectories, which can even cross each other.
Any small interaction between particles would “elimi-
nate” crossings, leading to what in quantum mechanics
is often referred to as avoided level crossings. One can
define an average density and velocity at each point in
space, but the time evolution of such a mixture cannot
be described by Euler equations. No well-defined contin-
uous limit from a fluid with interactions (ν ≠ 0) to a ideal
fluid exists, which may elucidate why turbulent motion
appears so formally complex, see also Ref. [8] and earlier
references therein for related situations.

In the case of superfluids (such as liquid helium 3 and
4, neutrons and protons in neutron stars, nuclear sys-
tems, cold atom systems) the interactions between the
elementary constituents are strong, unlike in an ideal
fluid, which is assumed to be in local equilibrium at all
times in the case of ideal gases. However, at T = 0 the
viscosity of the superfluids vanishes, and according to
the Feynman conjecture [9, 10] quantized vortices can
cross and reconnect and generate a “turbulent” evolution
of the superfluid. One can infer that the main differ-
ence between classical and quantum turbulence, which
according to Feynman [9] happens when quantized vor-
tices cross and reconnect, is in the strength of the inter-
actions between the elementary components of the fluid.
Since at finite temperatures, but below the critical tem-
perature, a superfluid has both normal and superfluid
components [11, 12] the turbulent motion can have mixed
characteristics of both quantum and classical fluids, due
to the “friction” between the normal and superfluid com-
ponents and the excitation of Kelvin waves [10], which
leads to emission of phonons, apart from crossings and
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reconnections of quantized vortex lines.
The Unitary Fermi Gas [13–16] is a remarkable

strongly interacting quantum Fermi system, with a very
large pairing gap and a large critical temperature [17,
18]. The fermion-fermion interaction is characterized by
an infinite scattering length and a zero-range interac-
tion [19], particles interact only in the s-wave, the scat-
tering phase shift is δ0(k) ≡ π/2, and the two-fermion
scattering cross section reaches its maximum allowed by
unitarity σ(k) = 4π/k2, where k is their relative wave
vector. The only dimensional parameter that determines
the properties of the UFG is the average inter-particle
separation [16]. (We use units h̵ = m = 1.) The UFG
is a pure quantum system with no classic limit. It has
the remarkable behavior at any energy, both in and out of
equilibrium, that the single-particle occupation probabil-
ities n(k)→ C/k4, in the limit k →∞ [20–22]. Thus, the
total particle number ∫ d3k n(k) converges very slowly,
a patently non-Maxwellian behavior.

The real-time dynamics of the UFG is described within
an extension of the Time-Dependent Density Func-
tional Theory (TDDFT) to fermionic superfluids, the
(Time-Dependent) Superfluid Local Density Approxima-
tion ((TD)SLDA) [23–26], which by design looks like
the Time-Dependent-Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov approxi-
mation. It is trivial to show that the TDSLDA framework
is fully equivalent to the description of a non-equilibrium
evolution of a fermionic superfluid with Gorkov equa-
tions [27–29], or, alternatively, with a generalized fully
quantum Boltzmann kinetic equation [30]. While in the
(semi-)classical Boltzmann equation [4–7] one can intro-
duce a phase-space distribution, in the deep quantum
regime only the canonical/natural occupation probabil-
ities can be meaningfully defined for a time-dependent
system [31–35]. Unlike in the (semi-)classical Boltzmann
equation, in TDSLDA the kinetic evolution of a many-
body system can describe interference effects and entan-
glement [35–37]. For the justification, validity, verifica-
tion, and structure of TDSLDA the reader can consult
Refs. [23–26, 38] and studies referred therein. The en-
ergy density functional in TDSLDA unfortunately can-
not be directly linked with the particle interactions in
the Schrödinger equation, except by “fitting” its dimen-
sionless parameters and reproducing accurate Quantum
Monte Carlo data as described in Refs. [14, 23]. In this
manner the infinite scattering length a and the zero-
rage interaction radius r0 become a set of finite dimen-
sional parameters α,β, and γ [14, 23], similar to the run-
ning coupling constants in quantum field theory. The
UFG is indeed a strongly interacting system with an es-
timated mean free path of a quasiparticle around the
Fermi level given by λ ≈ 1/(σ(k)n0) ≈ O(n−1/30 ), where
n0 = k3F /3π2 is the average number density. This is true
only if the Pauli effect is not accounted for, which is cru-
cial, see Refs. [5, 6]. The vacuum fermion-fermion scat-
tering cross section σ(k) = 4π/k2 is strongly renormal-
ized in the medium and it can lead to strong induced p-
wave interactions and even a p-wave pairing gap between

fermions with identical spins [39, 40], similar in spirit to
the proton-neutron pairing in nuclear system [30]. The p-
wave correlations effects have not yet been incorporated
into TDSLDA studies.

The numerical simulations described below were per-
formed on supercomputers Frontier and Summit at
Oak Ridge National Laboratory, using code W-SLDA
Toolkit [41], specifically designed to describe the time
evolution of a UFG accurately. The capabilities of the
framework in describing complex phenomena involving
quantum vortices was demonstrated in works [36, 42? –
49]. The code solves the TDSLDA equations on spatial
3D lattice of size Nx ×Ny ×Nz. Similar codes, but for
nuclear systems, were described in [38, 50]. The UFG dy-
namics was simulated in a cubic box (Nx = Ny = Nz = 32)
of size L3 = (Nxl)3 with periodic boundary conditions
and a finite lattice constant l. In this respect, our nu-
merical implementation is similar to Lattice Quantum
Chromodynamics and the only numerical approximation
is in using a finite time-step, with well-controlled errors
O(∆t5). With this code, we evolved the 2N3

x = 65,536
complex, nonlinear, coupled, 3D+time, PDEs for up to
3.75×106 time-steps with relative numerical errors of 10−6
and 10−8 respectively for the conservation of the total en-
ergy and of the total particle number.

The dynamics of the quantized linear and ring vortices
in the UFG, their crossing, and their reconnections were
studied previously in Ref. [42, 43, 48, 49]. The vortex
dynamics is qualitatively similar to Feynman’s conjec-
ture [9]. In the present study we start with an ensemble
of 12 linear vortices and anti-vortices, as an initial con-
strained state of an unpolarized UFG, at T = 0 [36], with
vanishing total circulation. As the ensemble of vortices
evolves in time vortices start bending, crossing and recon-
necting, while emitting phonons, see movie [51]. Their
total linear length shortens with time, until eventually
no remnants of the initial vortex configuration survives,
and the entire system reaches a “thermal” state. We have
simulated an unpolarized UFG with the total number of
particles N = N↑ +N↓ ≈ 1000, where N↑ and N↓ are the
number of fermions with spin up and down. The average
spatial number density is approximately n0 = N/V ≈ 0.03
for the lattice constant l = 1. The size of the many-body
Fock space for an unpolarized UFG (N↑ = N↓) in such a
cubic box for N fermions is [35] 2(NxNyNz)

2

≈ 0.3 × 109.
Similar results, but for shorter trajectories, were obtained
for lattice sizes l = 0.8,0.5 and correspondingly higher
momenta cutoffs kcut = π/l. One can use Bethe’s approx-
imate estimate of the energy level density of a fermion
system [52]

ρ(E)∝ exp[2
√
aE]∝ exp(S(E)) ≈ O[exp(cN)], (2)

where S is the thermodynamic entropy, c ≈ O(1) and
N ≈ 1,000. ρ(E) ≈ O(10100) in our case gives an idea
of how many states the system has to visit in an energy
shell ∆E in order to satisfy Gibbs’s equality between the
infinite time average and the phase space average of any
observable.
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FIG. 1. The fractional sum 0 ≤ σ1(t) ≤ 2 of the abso-
lute differences between single-particle occupation probabili-
ties nm(t) at the initial time and at the final time t.
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FIG. 2. The time-dependent occupation probabilities nm(t)
at several times during the evolution. Due to the s-wave col-
lisions the single-particle occupation probabilities in the final
“thermalized” state are drastically redistributed. The states
are ordered in decreasing order of the initial occupation prob-
ability nm(0). Since ∑m nm(t) = N↑ = N↓ the initial high
occupation probability quasiparticle states are depopulated
at the expense of quasiparticle states with higher energies,
but smaller than the upper cutoff energy ϵcut ≈ O(π

2
/2l2),

see inset.

In the deep quantum regime, the only meaningful
counterpart to the (semi-)classical phase-space distri-
bution, are the single-particle occupation probabilities
nm(t). Fig. 1 illustrates the dramatic change with time
of the single-particle occupation probabilities. In the
case of a time-dependent Hartree-Fock simulation the oc-
cupation probabilities will remain either 1 or 0 for all
times. In the presence of s−wave interactions, the ini-
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FIG. 3. The initial and final canonical occupation proba-
bilities ñm(t) = v2m(t), ordered by magnitude, which are the
eigenvalues of the correspond instantaneous one-body den-
sity matrix, see Ref. [30, 53]. In the inset we show the ra-
tio of the initial over final canonical occupation probabili-
ties ñ0

m/ñ
f
m. Since canonical occupation probabilities change

with time there is no one-to-one correlation between their sub-
scripts m.

FIG. 4. The average fluctuation of the number density as
a function of time. Here n0 = N/V is the average particle
number density and V is the volume of the cubic simulation
box. In the inset we show the relative number density fluctu-
ations n(x,0, z, t)/n0−1 at times tϵF = 10,000 and 10,050, for
a quarter of the lattice, after all vortices have disappeared.

tial single-particle occupation probabilities are those of
a fermion system with pairing correlations in the pres-
ence of quantized vortices, see blue dots in Fig. 2. For
states with relatively small quasi-particle energies the
occupation probabilities are somewhat similar to the
Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) [54] single-particle dis-
tribution. For zero-range interactions and arbitrary scat-
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FIG. 5. The time evolution of the average of absolute value of
the pairing gap, divided by its value in the homogeneous UFG
at the same number density. The inset shows the average
fluctuation of this quantity.

tering length the occupation probabilities have the uni-
versal large momentum tail k-behavior of the momen-
tum distribution n(k, t) ≈ C/k4 for any many-fermions
state [13, 15, 16, 20–22], see Fig. 3 for the canonical oc-
cupation probabilities. For k ≫ kF the energy of single-
particle states with high m-values is dominated by the
kinetic energy alone and a power law behavior is appar-
ent in these log-log plots for m > 3,000 at all times, see
also Refs. [30, 35, 53]. For large momenta k the index
m ≈ 4πk3/3 (as in the case of non-interacting fermions)
and ñm(t) ≈ C̃/m4/3.

In the case of a time-dependent system one has to in-
troduce the canonical occupation probabilities at each
time step, see Ref. [35], since particle occupation prob-
abilities nm(t) are not uniquely defined. The canonical
occupation probabilities are gauge invariant and instante-
nous eigenstates of the time-dependent one-body density
matrix [53]. Then the time-dependent many-body state
acquires the BCS form

∣Φ(t)⟩ =∏
m

[um(t) + vm(t)a†
m(t)a

†
m(t)]∣0⟩, (3)

αm,m(t) = um(t)am,m(t) ∓ vm(t)a†
m,m, (4)

where αm,m(t)∣Φ(t)⟩ = 0, u2
m(t) + v2m(t) = 1, 0 ≤ um(t),

vm(t) ≤ 1, N = 2∑m v2m(t), and a†
m(t), a

†
m(t) are time-

dependent canonical creation fermionic operators [35].
Surprisingly, the initial and final canonical occupation
probabilities ñm(t) are very similar, see Fig. 3.

In (semi-)classical Boltzmann kinetic approaches [4–
7] a collision integral is added to the equations for the
phase-space distribution, which is derived at each time
step by using the hypothesis that the system attained a
“molecular” equilibrium/chaos, and then evaluating the
change in the phase-space distribution at each time step

using perturbation theory. This implies that the dynam-
ics is slow enough that after each particle collision the
system equilibrates. In this respect that collision inte-
gral plays the same role as the noise in the Langevin
equation, which describes the Brownian motion. Conse-
quently, one expects in a pure kinetic approach that the
redistribution of the occupation probabilities should have
a similar Markovian character, and that the departure of
the phase-space distribution from its initial values as a
function of time should be proportional to

√
t. However,

the time evolution of the quantity σ1(t) [30, 35, 53]

σ1(t) =
∑m ∣nm(t) − nm(0)∣

N
, (5)

illustrated in Fig. 1 shows a clear piecewise linear depen-
dence on time, depending on the character of the sys-
tem at different stages during the evolution. We prefer
to illustrate the non-Markovian behavior by focusing on
0 ≤ σ1(t) ≤ 2 as σ1(t) is a transparent measure of the
fractional change in all occupied single-particle states.
The quantity, σ1(t), reaches its lower limit in the case
when the occupation probabilities do not change in time,
e.g. in a time-dependent Hartree-Fock problem, when
particle collisions are absent. In a UFG there is only
one scale for the single-particle energies, as the mean
field and the pairing field/collision term are of the or-
der of the Fermi energy ϵF = k2F /2 [16], and those are
the only quantities expected to control the occupation
probabilities re-distributions. Moreover, unlike in the
(semi-)classical Boltzmann evolution, the “collisions” are
not isolated either in time or in space, the system is
not dilute in this deep quantum limit, and the quantum
“jumps” are thus correlated and particles are entangled.
The equivalent of f(r,p, t) ⇄ 1 − f(r′,p′, t) transition
in the semi-classical Boltzmann equation [5, 6] is the ac-
tion of the pairing gap um(r, σ, t) → ∆(r, t)vm(r,−σ, t)
or vm(r,−σ, t) → −∆∗(r, t)um(r, σ, t) in the TDSLDA
equations [30]. In a UFG um(r, σ, t), vm(r, σ, t), and
∆(r, t) are fully delocalized in space.

For very small times tϵF < 700 the linear vortices start
deforming slightly, but still do not cross [51]. In the next
stage, for times 700 < tϵF < 1200, the vortices cross, re-
connect, and their overall length shortens. The dynam-
ics result in the formation of a state costing four aligned
vortices. They persist up to time tϵF ≈ 4300, after which
they start to reconnect again and finally annihilate. For
times tϵF > 5000 only local fluctuations of the number
densities survive in the system. It is not surprising that
the rate of change of σ1(t) varies, depending on the pres-
ence, density, and character of vortices in the system.

After crossing and reconnections of the vortex lines,
and “thermalization” of the system for times tϵF > 6,000,
see Fig. 4, the system becomes quasi-homogeneous, apart
from small quantum fluctuations of the number density
O(n(r⃗, t)) ≈ 0.01n0. Judging by the final occupation
probabilities in Fig. 2 (green dots) one would naively ex-
pect the final state would be characterized by a very high
temperature. In the “thermal” regime (tϵF > 6,000) the
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average spatial fluctuations of n(r, t) are of the order of
1%, see Fig. 4, and a similar order for the pairing gap,
see Fig. 5. Furthermore, the pairing gap in the initial
state, where quantized vortices are present, and in the
final state, where the quantized vortices have “melted”
into phonons, are surprisingly similar as well, the spa-
tially averaged absolute value of the pairing gap changed
by less than ≈ 5%, see Fig. 5, and in the final state these
fluctuations are at the level of ≈ 1%. The entire sys-
tem is now at a finite “effective” temperature T , below
the critical temperature Tc ≈ 0.16ϵF [55]. Furthermore,
it is characterized by relatively small amplitude thermal
quantum fluctuations of the number density and of the
pairing gap, see Figs. 4 and 5. While in the initial state
there are currents, due to the presence of quantized vor-
tices, which contribute about 10% to the total energy of
the system, in the “thermalized” state the currents con-
tribute only about 0.01% to the total energy and the
system is basically at stand still.

Our results present a clear scenario of the thermaliza-
tion of the wave function of an isolated superfluid system
during a non-equilibrium evolution. The thermalization
of a many-body wave function is a topic with a very long
history [56–63], which typically conclude “that a generic
initial state will approach thermal equilibrium at least
as fast as” ttherm ≈ O(h̵/δ) [59]. A time-dependence
occurs only if the initial state is a mixture of eigenstates
within a finite energy interval δ. The “wave function

thermalization" process discussed here is different from
that discussed previously in literature. The UFG is a
pure quantum system with no classical limit, and Berry’s
conjecture does not apply [64, 65].
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