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We present a theoretical study of the excitations of the two-dimensional supersolid state of a Bose-Einstein
condensate with either dipole-dipole interactions or soft-core interactions. This supersolid state has three gapless
excitation branches arising from the spontaneously broken continuous symmetries. Two of these branches are
related to longitudinal sound waves, similar to those in one-dimensional supersolids. The third branch is a
transverse wave arising from the non-zero shear modulus of the two-dimensional crystal. We present the results
of numerical calculations for the excitations and dynamic structure factor characterising the density fluctuations,
and study their behavior across the discontinuous superfluid to supersolid transition. We show that the speeds
of sound are described by a hydrodynamic theory that incorporates generalized elastic parameters, including the
shear modulus. Furthermore, we establish that dipolar and soft-core supersolids manifest distinct characteristics,
falling into the bulk incompressible and rigid lattice limits, respectively.

I. INTRODUCTION

A supersolid is a state of matter in which phase and trans-
lational symmetries are broken. Here we refer to a D-
dimensional supersolid as being a system that spontaneously
develops aD-dimensional crystal structure whilst still exhibit-
ing superfluidity. For this system it is expected that the bro-
ken symmetries will lead to (D+1)-Nambu-Goldstone modes
that manifest as gapless excitation branches [1]. The experi-
mental production of supersolid states in atomic gases [2–6]
has generated interest in their properties, including their ex-
citation spectra. The D = 1 case [7–13] has two gapless
excitation branches of longitudinal character, which are re-
ferred to as first and second sound1. A D = 2 supersolid has
recently been been produced using a dipolar Bose gas in an
oblate shaped trapping potential [16, 17]. This system has an
rich phase diagram with different ground state crystal patterns
separated by first order transitions [18–22], and is an interest-
ing system for considering the interplay of crystalline order
with vortices [23–26].

Here we study the excitation spectrum of a D = 2 super-
solid. We consider the case of a zero-temperature gas in the
thermodynamic limit, which admits a well-defined band struc-
ture allowing us to investigate the gapless modes in detail. We
show that a hydrodynamic theory provides a precise descrip-
tion of the excitations in terms of a set of underlying elastic
parameters. Supersolids with D > 1 exhibit a shear mod-
ulus, characterising the stiffness of the crystal to transverse
(i.e. shear) deformations. This also manifests as a new gap-
less branch of transverse excitations, where the motion of the
crystal is perpendicular to the direction of wave propagation.

1 These associated excitation branches are also commonly referred to as den-
sity and phase branches. The second sound is associated to a reduced su-
perfluidity (i.e. normal component) arising from the spontaneously broken
translational symmetry (see [12, 14, 15]).

This is in contrast to the other two gapless branches which are
longitudinal.

To illustrate the properties ofD = 2 supersolids we present
results for two systems. These systems differ in the relative
importance of elastic and compressibility effects, and exhibit
different behavior for first and second sound across the tran-
sition. The first system is a dipolar Bose-Einstein condensate
(BEC) in a planar trap, where the atoms are confined along the
direction that dipoles are polarized and free in the perpendic-
ular plane. The second system is a 2D BEC of atoms interact-
ing with a finite-ranged soft-core interaction. The excitations
of both systems can be obtained by numerically solving the
Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) equations. While the excita-
tion spectrum for the 2D soft-core system has been previously
studied [27–29], we present the first results for 2D dipolar ex-
citations in the thermodynamic regime. The thermodynamic
limit has the advantage over finite (harmonically trapped) sys-
tem studies (e.g. see [20, 30]), because the in-plane quasimo-
mentum is a good quantum number, leading to well-defined
excitation bands that allow a clear interpretation of their prop-
erties (e.g. speeds of sound). For both systems we develop
a hydrodynamic model, involving five elastic parameters that
we determine from ground state calculations. We show that
the hydrodynamic model provides an accurate description of
the speeds of sound determined by numerical calculation of
the BdG excitations, and provides insight into the origin of
the different behavior of the two system across the transition,
and deep into the crystal regime. While both systems studied
are not directly comparable (e.g., the dipolar BEC is a three-
dimensional system, while the soft-core BEC is 2D) by study-
ing both we reveal the general applicability of hydrodynamic
theory to 2D supersolids.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II and Appen-
dices A and B we describe the two systems we study in this
work, and their transition to a supersolid state with a triangular
crystalline structure. We present results for the excitations and
dynamic structure factors determined by numerical solutions
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of the BdG equations in Sec. III. In Sec. IV we outline the
hydrodynamic theory for the D = 2 supersolid. We discuss
how the relevant elastic parameters that appear in this theory
can be determined from ground state calculations. The hydro-
dynamic predictions for the speeds of sound are compared to
those obtained from the BdG calculations. We then discuss
the key parameters distinguishing the behavior of the dipolar
and soft-core systems and identify the two relevant limits of
the hydrodynamic results to describe these systems. Finally,
we conclude in Sec. V.

II. SUPERSOLID SYSTEMS

Here we introduce the two systems examined in this work.
Both systems are described by Hamiltonians that are trans-
lationally invariant in the xy-plane. The ground state phase
diagram depends on the average atomic areal density, ρ, and
various microscopic parameters (e.g. interactions), with 2D
crystalline ground states occurring in appropriate parameter
regimes.

The first system we introduce is a dipolar BEC of highly
magnetic atoms under axial harmonic confinement with angu-
lar frequency ωz , but with the atoms free to move in the xy-
plane. The atoms interact by a short ranged contact interaction
with s-wave scattering length as and the long-ranged dipole-
dipole interaction, characterized by the dipole length add. In
this system quantum fluctuation effects become important in
the dipole dominant regime, ϵdd ≡ add/as > 1, with the fluc-
tuations able to stabilise the condensate from mechanical col-
lapse [31–33]. This system is well-described by an extended
meanfield theory with details given in Appendix A. Here we
consider a BEC of 164Dy atoms with ωz/2π = 72.4Hz, and
add = 130.8 a0, to be comparable to the phase diagrams
produced for this system in Refs. [18, 22]. The system is
constrained to have mean areal density ρ, which serves as a
thermodynamic parameter. We choose to present results for
ρ = 0.04/a2dd ≈ 8.3×1014m−2, which is well below the crit-
ical point density of ρc ≈ 0.098/a2dd, and is comparable to the
densities used in experiments [16]. Under these conditions the
nature of the ground state depends on the value of as, which is
controlled in experiments using Feshbach resonances. For our
choice of density the ground state is uniform for ϵdd < 1.31
(i.e. as > 99.7a0) and is a triangular crystal for ϵdd ≥ 1.31.
We show examples of these states in Fig. 1. As ϵdd increases
the overlap between unit cells decreases and at each lattice site
a filament shaped droplet (elongated in the dipole direction z)
forms. It is useful to characterise the strength of the modu-
lation of the density in the xy-plane by the density contrast
defined as

C =
ϱmax − ϱmin

ϱmax + ϱmin
, (1)

where ϱmax and ϱmin are the maximum and minimum of the
areal density ϱ(x, y) of the ground state. The density contrast
as a function of ϵdd is shown in Fig. 1(a), revealing the discon-
tinuous character of the transition. In these results we have
extended the uniform superfluid state beyond the transition

point where it is a metastable state. However, at ϵdd ≈ 1.32
(as ≈ 99.0a0), a roton excitation softens and the uniform state
is dynamically unstable.

FIG. 1. (a) The superfluid fraction fs and density contrast across
the first-order uniform superfluid to supersolid phase transition. (b)-
(d) Ground state density (left) and excitation spectra along the three
symmetry directions of the Brillouin zone (right) [see inset to subplot
(d)] for a planar dipolar gas at three values of ϵdd. Density isosur-
faces at 0.55×1020m−3 (blue) and 3×1020m−3 (red) and shown in
a box of size 11µm×11µm×14µm. The heat map image shows the
dynamical structure factor frequency broadened by ωb = 10−2ωz .
The excitation spectra are shown as white lines, dashed lines being
odd axial modes which don’t contribute to the structure factor. Re-
sults for 164Dy atoms with an average areal density of ρ = 0.04/a2dd
and axial confinement of ωz/2π = 72.4Hz. The superfluid fraction
is discussed in Sec. IV A.

The second system is a 2D BEC of atoms that interact via
the soft-core potential of strength U0 and range asc. This sys-
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FIG. 2. (a) The superfluid fraction and density contrast across the
first-order uniform superfluid to supersolid phase transition. (b)-(d)
Ground state density (left) and excitation spectra along the three sym-
metry directions of the Brillouin zone (right) for a 2D soft-core sys-
tem at three values of Λ. The ground state densities are shown in a
box of size 4 asc × 4 asc. The excitation spectra are shown as white
lines, on top of a heat map image showing the dynamical structure
factor frequency broadened by ωb = 0.35ω0. The three symmetry
directions of the Brillouin zone are the same as the ones depicted in
the inset of Fig. 1(d). The three green diamonds mark the position of
the modes plotted in Fig. 3 in an equivalent symmetry direction.

tem has been extensively studied as supersolid model (e.g. see
[27–29, 34–38]). Schemes have been proposed to realize soft-
core interactions in ultra-cold atom experiments [39, 40], but
there has been limited reported experimental activity in the
regime relevant to supersolidity thus far. We consider the sys-
tem in a regime well-described by meanfield theory, with fur-
ther details given in Appendix B. The phase diagram for the

2D soft-core model depends on the single dimensionless pa-
rameter Λ = mπρa4scU0/ℏ2. The melting value Λm = 39.49
separates uniform superfluid states (for Λ < Λm) from tri-
angular crystal states. We show examples of these states in
Fig. 2, and the behavior of the density contrast as a func-
tion of Λ is shown in Fig. 2(a). Similar to the dipolar sys-
tem, the transition from unmodulated to modulates states also
occurs discontinuously as Λ changes, with the unmodulated
states remaining metastable until the roton completely softens
at Λ = 46.30.

For both systems, we find the ground state by minimizing
the energy density, E , i.e. the energy per unit area. It is con-
venient to write this E(ρ;v,a1,a2), being a function of ρ, the
superfluid velocity2 v and {a1,a2}, being the direct lattice
vectors of the crystal. The ground state for average density ρ
is obtained by minimising the energy density for v = 0 with
respect to the lattice constant3. Additional details are given in
Appendices A and B.

III. EXCITATION RESULTS

The excitation spectrum can be determined by linearizing
around the ground state ψ(x) with a time-dependent ansatz of
the form

Ψ(x, t) =e−iµt/ℏ

[
ψ(x) +

∑
νq

{
cνquνq(x)e

−iωνqt

−c∗νqv∗νq(x)eiω
∗
νqt

}]
, (2)

where µ is the ground state chemical potential, cνq are the
expansion amplitudes, and ν and q are the band index and
planar quasimomentum of the excitation, respectively. Here
{uνq(x), vνq(x)} are the quasiparticle amplitudes, with re-
spective energies ℏωνq, and these are determined by solving
the BdG equations (see Appendix C, and Refs.[28, 41]).

In Figs. 1 and 2 we show results for the excitation spec-
tra for the dipolar and soft-core models, respectively. These
results are shown along the symmetry directions of the first
Brillouin zone. For both sets of results the case shown in sub-
plot (b) is close to the phase transition, whereas subplots (c)
and (d) are for states with higher values of the density con-
trast. The excitations are shown as solid white lines on top of
the dynamic structure factor, S(q, ω), which is obtained as

S(q, ω) =
∑
ν

∣∣∣∣∫ dx (u∗νq − v∗νq)e
iq·xψ

∣∣∣∣2 δ(ω − ωνq). (3)

The dynamic structure factor reveals the density fluctuations
associated with the excitations, notably S(q, ω) vanishes for
excitations that do not affect the density.

2 We are interested in stationary superfluids, but introduce v to define the
superfluid fraction.

3 The ground state configuration for both models is a triangular lattice, thus
we can take a1 = ax̂, and a2 = 1

2
ax̂+

√
3
2
aŷ, with lattice constant a.
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In all results we see that the gapless excitation bands
emerge from the Γ point, and that these all have a linear de-
pendence on the excitation wavevector near Γ. For the dipo-
lar case shown in Figs. 1(b) and (c), the lowest branch (close
to Γ) is a transverse excitation of the crystal, which has no
weight in the dynamic structure factor4. The next branch is
the second sound or phase mode, which has a weak density
contribution. These two lowest branches have similar speeds
of sound (i.e. slope near Γ), and as ϵdd increases the second
sound speed decreases and becomes slower than the transverse
speed of sound [see subplot (d)]. The third gapless branch of
the spectra is known as first sound and is a longitudinal den-
sity wave. This excitation branch rises much more steeply
than the other two, i.e. exhibiting a much higher sound speed.
It is instructive to compare these results to the spectra along
the three symmetry directions calculated for the 2D soft-core
supersolid (also studied in Ref. [28]). As shown in Fig. 2, the
order of the three branches is preserved while varying Λ, with
the gapless transverse branch always sandwiched in between
the second sound mode and the first sound mode. In Fig. 3, we
show three exemplar modes that have the same quasimomen-
tum q but belong to the three different gapless energy bands.
To highlight the character of each mode, we plot the change in
density ∆|ψ|2 = N−1|ψ+ cνquνq(x)− c∗νqv

∗
νq(x)|2 − |ψ|2,

obtained by subtracting the ground state density from the per-
turbed density, normalized by N to the same value as the
ground state. Here, we observe that the second sound branch
(a) keeps the location of the density maxima fixed, but den-
sity changes along the direction of propagation by atom tun-
nelling between sites. The transverse sound branch (b) causes
a shearing of the lattice sites (i.e. transversal motion). The
first sound branch (c) exhibits longitudinal displacement of
the lattice sites, consistent with a classical crystal excitation.
Notice that, to help the visualization, the quasimomentum q
of the selected modes is chosen along along the x-axis, which
is equivalent to the Γ−K symmetry direction in Fig. 2.

IV. HYDRODYNAMIC DESCRIPTION

The features of the linear part of the excitation spectrum
of a 2D supersolid, i.e., the low-energy region for small mo-
menta (q ≪ π/a), are well captured by a hydrodynamic de-
scription [14, 42]. This approach is based on long-wavelength
perturbations of the ground state, obtained by applying small
variations to the three fields associated with conserved quanti-
ties and broken symmetries: the change in average density δρ,
the displacement field ui={x,y} that deforms the planar coor-
dinates as xi → x′i = xi + ui, and the superfluid phase field
ϕ. Before writing the Lagrangian density for a 2D supersolid
to obtain the three speeds of sound, it is useful to extract the
elastic parameters of the system. Later, these will appear as
coefficients of the Lagrangian.

4 Note that at low q the first and second sound branches have small weight
due to the density fluctuations being suppressed, but for the transverse ex-
citation branch the weight vanishes at all q.
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FIG. 3. Effect of excitations from the lowest three gapless bands on
the supersolid density profile. The change in density ∆|ψ|2 (divided
by its maximum value) from the addition of an excitation in the (a)
second sound, (b) transverse, and (c) first sound bands. The lines
intersect at the locations of the density peaks of the ground state.
Results for 2D soft-core mode using q = (0.4, 0)/asc and Λ = 42.5.
[cf. Fig. 2(c)].

A. Elastic parameters

The first parameter is the superfluid fraction determined by
the energetic response of the ground state to changes in the
superfluid velocity (see Ref. [36, 43, 44]). In general the su-
perfluid fraction is a tensor given by

fs,ij =
1

mρ

∂2E
∂vi∂vj

, (4)

where the indices i, j = {x, y} denote the planar coordi-
nates. For the triangular ground state this tensor is isotropic,
i.e. fs,ij = fsδij , and we can simply refer to the superfluid
fraction as a scalar value fs. As a consequence, the average
superfluid density ρs = fsρ, and the average normal density
ρn = (1− fs)ρ, are also isotropic quantities.

The other elastic parameters involve the dependence of the
energy density on the areal density and lattice vectors. The
second derivative of E with respect to the average density ρ
defines

αρρ =
∂2E
∂ρ2

, (5)

which relates to the isothermal compressibility at constant
strain:

κ̃ =
1

ρ2αρρ
. (6)

The elastic tensor associated with the crystalline structure is
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given by

Cijkl =
∂2E

∂uij∂ukl
, (7)

where uij = 1
2 (∂iuj + ∂jui) is the strain tensor arising from

the displacement field u. We obtain this tensor by evaluating
how the ground state energy density changes with the lattice
vector deformations a′σ=1,2,i = (δij+uij)aσ,j (using the Ein-
stein summation convention). We have verified that the elastic
tensor for the triangular ground state is isotropic [45], being
of the form

Cijkl = λ̃δijδkl + µ̃(δikδjl + δilδjk), (8)

where {λ̃, µ̃} are the Lamé parameters. We denote αuu =

λ̃ + 2µ̃, which is the diagonal element of the elastic tensor
(i.e. Cxxxx = Cyyyy), also known as the longitudinal or P-
wave modulus. We also have a special interest in the shear
modulus µ̃, which is given by off-diagonal tensor elements,
such as Cxyxy .
Finally, we consider the density-strain coupling parameter
given by the mixed partial derivative

αρu =
∂2E
∂uii∂ρ

, (9)

which describes the coupling between changes in average den-
sity and the unit cell area.

B. Hydrodynamic theory

We now give the quadratic Lagrangian density for the fields
δρ, ui, δϕ, and solve the Euler-Lagrange equations to extract
the speeds of sound. The quadratic Lagrangian density for a
supersolid, introduced by Yoo et al. [14], reads:

Lquad
SS =− ℏδρ∂tϕ− ρ

ℏ2

2m
(∂iϕ)

2 − αρuδρ∂iui

− 1

2
αρρ(δρ)

2 +
1

2
mρn

(
∂tui −

ℏ
m
∂iϕ

)2

− 1

2
Cijkl∂iuj∂kul.

(10)

From the solution of the Euler-Lagrange equations (see Ap-
pendix D), one gets the three speeds of sound:

mc21 =
1

2
(a∆ +

√
a2∆ − 4b∆), (11)

mc22 =
1

2
(a∆ −

√
a2∆ − 4b∆), (12)

mc2t =
µ̃

ρn
, (13)

where we have defined

a∆ =ραρρ − 2αρu +
αuu

ρn
, (14)

b∆ =
ρs
ρn

(
αρραuu − α2

ρu

)
. (15)
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FIG. 4. Elastic properties and speeds of sound for a planar dipolar
BEC at the first-order transition to a supersolid. (a) Speeds of sound.
We show the speed of first sound in the uniform (light red) and super-
solid (red) phases, and the speeds of transverse and second sound in
the supersolid phase (as labelled in subplot). Results from the BdG
analysis are shown as lines, and the hydrodynamic predictions using
the elastic parameters from the ground state calculations are shown
as markers. (b) The elastic parameters characterising the dependence
of the ground state energy on lattice and density changes. The char-
acteristic energies mc2u (17) (light green) and mc2κ (16) (grey) are
also shown for reference. In all subplots the uniform-to-supersolid
transition point is indicated by the white to light-blue shaded area in
the background. The uniform results are continued below the tran-
sition (where it is metastable) until it becomes dynamically unstable
when the roton softens (at as ≈ 99a0). Insets to subplots (a) and (b)
show the behaviour near the transition in detail. The other parame-
ters are the same as in Fig. 1.

The quantities c1, c2 and ct represent the first, second and
transverse speeds of sound, respectively, and they are fully
determined by the elastic coefficients and density of the sys-
tem.

C. Hydrodynamic results

In Figs. 4 and 5 we consider properties of the dipolar and
soft-core systems across the superfluid to supersolid phase
transition. The speeds of sound extracted from linear fits to
the q → 0 behavior of BdG energies calculated for the gap-
less branches are shown in Figs. 4(a) and 5(a). The uniform
superfluid state only has a single gapless branch: first sound
(c1). In the transition to a supersolid there is almost no change
in c1 for the dipolar case, while a significant upward jump in
c1 occurs for the soft-core case. We also note that in the dipo-
lar system c1 is higher relative to the other speeds of sound
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FIG. 5. Elastic properties and speeds of sound for a 2D soft-core
BEC at the first-order transition to a supersolid. (a) speeds of sound
and (b) elastic parameters. The color code and the quantities are the
same as in Fig. 4. The uniform results are continued below the tran-
sition (where it is metastable) until it becomes dynamically unstable
when the roton softens (at Λ = 46.30).

than in the soft-core system. The second sound speed c2 is
always much lower than first sound. Except close to the tran-
sition in the soft-core system, c2 generally decreases as we go
deeper into the crystalline phase. This reduction in c2 is a sign
of the reduced superfluidity. Indeed, sufficiently far into the
crystalline phase we expect a transition to an isolated droplet
crystal and the superfluidity will vanish, although this is be-
yond the theories we use here (see [46]).

The elastic parameters extracted from the ground state so-
lutions are presented in Figs. 4(b) and 5(b), with fs appearing
in Figs. 1(a) and 2(a). From these parameters we can eval-
uate the hydrodynamic predictions for the speeds of sound
from Eqs. (11)-(13). These results are plotted as symbols
in Figs. 4(a) and 5(a) and reveal excellent agreement with
the BdG results. It is interesting to consider the role of the
density-strain term αρu, as our results show this term is rela-
tively small, and it is neglected in some treatments [12, 15].
For the dipolar results, dropping this term shifts the hydrody-
namic prediction for c2 down by about 0.3% and the c1 pre-
diction up by 0.4%. Including the density strain term gives
results in better agreement with the BdG results, but both sets
of results are almost indiscernible from the BdG results on the
scales of our figures.
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FIG. 6. Comparison of first and second speeds of sound to limiting
results for the (a) dipolar and (b) soft-core results. Colored solid and
dotted lines are the BdG results for the speeds of sound with the same
colors as used in Figs. 4(a) and 5(a). Black dotted and dashed lines
indicate the rigid lattice and bulk incompressibility limiting results
for c1 and c2.

D. Limiting behavior

To gain a deeper understanding of the behavior of these sys-
tems it is useful to introduce the characteristic speeds cκ and
cu [47], defined as

mc2κ ≡ ρ
αρραuu − α2

ρu

αuu
=

1

ρκ
, (16)

mc2u ≡ αuu

ρn
. (17)

The first speed is associated with the system compressibility
κ [14, 47] and the second is associated with the lattice elas-
tic properties. In the uniform superfluid, with a single gapless
excitation branch that dominates the low q density response
of the system, cκ describes the first sound5. In the supersolid
phase neither of these characteristic speeds correspond to any
of the speeds of sound, but they are useful for defining two
regimes of behavior. For reference, we indicate these quan-
tities compared to the other elastic parameters in Figs. 4(b)
and 5(b). We observe that cκ ≫ cu in the dipolar supersolid,

5 Here αuu and αρu are both zero and Eq. (11) reduces to cκ.
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whereas cκ ≪ cu in the soft-core case. This emphasizes the
contrasting importance of compressibility and lattice elastic-
ity in the properties of the two supersolids.

1. Bulk incompressible limit

We take the bulk incompressible limit to be when cu ≪ cκ,
which is relevant to the dipolar supersolid. Within this regime
ct is unaffected but c1 and c2 become

c1 →
√
c2κ + fnc2u, (18)

c2 →
√
fscu, (19)

where fn = 1 − fs is the normal fraction. These two limits
approximately describe the first and second sound velocity in
the dipolar model, as shown in Fig. 6(a).

2. Rigid lattice limit

The rigid lattice limit occurs when cu ≫ cκ. As noted be-
fore, this is the regime appropriate to the soft-core supersolid.
Within this regime ct is unaffected but c1 and c2 become

c1 →
√
c2u + fnc2κ, (20)

c2 →
√
fscκ. (21)

These two limits approximately describe the first and sec-
ond sound velocity in the soft-core 2D model, as shown in
Fig. 6(b).

The extreme case cu → ∞ can be realised with a BEC
loaded into an optical lattice6. Here the lattice sites cannot
move (cf. Refs. [48, 49]) and the system has a single gapless
band corresponding to second sound.

V. OUTLOOK AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have contrasted the excitation spectra of
D = 2 supersolids arising in two different systems. We have
focused on the three gapless excitation branches and their as-
sociated speeds of sound. Our work demonstrates that hydro-
dynamic theory provides an accurate prediction of the speeds
of sound based only on a set of generalized elastic parame-
ters that are determined from ground state calculations. We
find that the dipolar system is dominated by its compressibil-
ity (cκ ≫ cu) whereas the soft-core system is in the rigid lat-
tice regime (cκ ≪ cu). As a result the first sound speed of the
dipolar system is significantly larger than the other speeds of
sound, and there is barely any jump in the first sound speed at
the superfluid to supersolid transition. A recent proposal has

6 This is an artificial supersolid, because translational invariance is not spon-
taneously broken.

suggested a method for measuring the long-wavelength exci-
tation frequencies, and longitudinal speeds of sound in a 1D
supersolid using a periodic optical potential [15]. This method
can be directly extended to the 2D supersolid.

Our results will provide a basis for better understanding
the equilibrium and dynamical properties of higher dimen-
sional supersolids, which are being explored in experiments
with dipolar gases. We have also calculated the excitations
and compared to the hydrodynamic theory for a higher den-
sity dipolar BEC (ρ = 0.08/a2dd) and find results that are
qualitatively similar to those presented here, except that cκ is
slightly larger. An interesting remaining question is to extend
our analysis to even higher densities, where the dipolar super-
solid transitions to a stripe state or a hexagonal state. An inter-
esting aspect of the stripe state that its superfluid fraction and
elastic tensor will become anisotropic. Such high densities
will be difficult to reach in experiments with magnetic gases,
but these parts of the phase diagram might be accessible to
polar molecules gases which have strong dipole-dipole inter-
actions [50, 51]. This presents a rich playground for studying
superfluidity in the presence of crystalline order.

Note added. Recently the preprint Ref. [52] appeared,
which also considers the elastic properties of soft-core super-
solids.
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Appendix A: Planar dipolar BEC

Here we discuss the details of our model of a planar dipolar
BEC of magnetic atoms. The atoms are free move in the xy-
plane and the planar kinetic energy is given by

Tv =
(−iℏ∇⊥ +mv)2

2m
, (A1)

where ∇⊥ is the 2D gradient and we have allowed for a su-
perfluid velocity v (cf. [8, 53]). In the z-direction the single
particle Hamiltonian includes harmonic confinement

Hz = − ℏ2

2m

∂2

∂z2
+

1

2
mω2

zz
2, (A2)

with ωz being the angular frequency. The magnetic dipole
moments of the atoms are taken to be polarized along z by a
bias field and the interactions are described by the potential

U(r) =
4πasℏ2

m
δ(r) +

3addℏ2

mr3

(
1− 3

z2

r2

)
, (A3)
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where r = x − x′ is the relative separation between the
particles. Here as is thes-wave scattering length, add =
mµ0µ

2
m/12πℏ2 is the dipole length, and µm is the atomic

magnetic moment. The ratio ϵdd = add/as characterises the
relative strength of the dipole-dipole to s-wave interactions
and when this parameter is sufficiently large the ground state
undergoes a transition to a crystalline state with spatial mod-
ulation in the xy-plane.

The eGPE energy functional for this system is

E =

∫
uc

dxψ∗ (Tv +Hz +
1
2Φ+ 2

5γQF|ψ|3
)
ψ, (A4)

where we have introduced the effective potential

Φ(x) =

∫
dx′ U(x− x′)|ψ(x′)|2, (A5)

and the effects of quantum fluctuations are described by the

term with coefficient γQF = 128πℏ2

3m as

√
a3
s

π Q5(ϵdd), where

Q5(x) = ℜ{
∫ 1

0
du[1 + x(3u2 − 1)]5/2} [54]. Because the

system is infinite in the xy-plane we restrict the spatial ex-
tent of the wavefunction to the unit cell (uc) defined by the
direct lattice vectors {a1,a2} and impose periodic boundary
conditions. To accurately calculate Φ(x) in the unit cell we
employ the z-cutoff truncated interaction potential introduced
in Ref. [55].

The average density condition enforces the following nor-
malization constrain on the wavefunction∫

uc

dx |ψ(x)|2 = ρA, (A6)

where A = |a1 × a2| is the area of the unit cell. The ground
state is determined for a specified value of ρ and v = 0 by
minimising the energy density

E(ρ,a1,a2,v) ≡ E/A. (A7)

with respect to the unit cell parameters {a1,a2}. For the pur-
pose of computing the elastic parameters, we are also inter-
ested in small changes in the parameters {ρ,a1,a2,v} (i.e. to
make finite difference derivatives) from the ground state val-
ues. In this case the energy density is minimised with respect
to ψ, but with the other parameters specified.

Appendix B: 2D soft-core condensate

The 2D soft-core model is for a BEC of atoms in the xy-
plane and interacting with a potential of the form Usc(r) =
U0θ(asc − |r|), where asc is the soft-core radius, U0 is the
potential strength, and θ is the Heaviside step function. The
meanfield energy functional for this system is similar to the
dipolar case, but with out any z-direction or quantum fluctua-
tions

E =

∫
uc

dxψ∗ (Tv + 1
2Φsc

)
ψ, (B1)

where

Φsc(x) =

∫
dx′ Usc(x− x′)|ψ(x′)|2. (B2)

In this system it is convenient to adopt asc as the unit of length
and ℏω0 = ℏ2/ma2sc as the unit of energy, and to define the
dimensionless interaction parameter

Λ =
mπρa4scU0

ℏ2
. (B3)

The normalization condition, definition of energy density, and
procedure to obtain ground states is then the same as described
for the dipolar case.

It is worth noting that as discussed by Macrì et al. [28], for
any finite value of Λ the meanfield description of 2D soft-core
system will be valid for sufficiently high density ρ. There have
also been comparisons validating the meanfield 2D soft-core
model against quantum Monte Carlo results in Ref. [28] (also
see [37]).

Appendix C: Bogoliubov-de Gennes equations

The Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) framework describes the
quasiparticle excitations about a stationary solution7 ψ(x).
This solution satisfies the time-independent GPE Lψ = µψ,
where

L = T0 +Φsc, (soft-core) (C1)

L = T0 +Hz +Φ+ γQFψ
3, (dipolar) (C2)

and µ is the chemical potential.
The quasiparticle modes can be determined by linearising

the time-dependent evolution, iℏΨ̇ = LΨ, with an expansion
of the form given in Eq. (2). This leads to the BdG equations(

L+X − µ −X
X −(L+X − µ)

)(
uνq
vνq

)
= ℏωνq

(
uνq
vνq

)
,

(C3)

where uνq and vνq have the Bloch form fνq(x) =
f̄νq(x)e

iq·x with f̄νq(x) periodic in the unit cell, and X is
defined so that

Xf =ψ

∫
dx′Usc(x−x′)f(x′)ψ(x′), (soft-core) (C4)

Xf =ψ

∫
dx′U(x−x′)f(x′)ψ(x′) . . .

+
3

2
γQFψ

3f. (dipolar) (C5)

7 Here we consider solutions for v = 0 where ψ can be taken to be real.
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Appendix D: Euler Lagrange equations

From Eq. (10) we obtain the Euler-Lagrange equations to
describe the evolution of the hydrodynamic fields

ℏ∂tϕ = −αρρδρ− αρu∂iui, (D1)

m(∂tδρ− ρn∂tiui) = −ℏρs∂2i ϕ, (D2)

ρn(m∂
2
t ui − ℏ∂tiϕ) = αρu∂iδρ+ Cijkl∂jkul. (D3)

We can further decompose u = ut + ul in to transverse (ut

with ∇·ut = 0) and longitudinal (ul with ∇×ul = 0) parts.

Using this decomposition and Eq. (8), the last Euler-Lagrange
equation can be written as

ρn(m∂
2
t ul − ℏ∂t∇ϕ) = αρu∇δρ+ αuu∇2ul, (D4)

ρnm∂
2
t ut = µ̃∇2ut. (D5)

The normal mode solutions of these equations are of the form
X = Xwe

i(q·x−ωt), where X = {δρ, ϕ, ul, ut} and Xw is
the excitation amplitude (also see [14, 47]). Three non-trivial
solutions can be found with dispersion relations of the form
ω = cq, yielding the speeds of sound given in Eqs. (11)-(13).

[1] H. Watanabe and T. Brauner, Spontaneous breaking of continu-
ous translational invariance, Phys. Rev. D 85, 085010 (2012).

[2] J. Léonard, A. Morales, P. Zupancic, T. Esslinger, and T. Don-
ner, Supersolid formation in a quantum gas breaking a continu-
ous translational symmetry, Nature 543, 87 (2017).

[3] J.-R. Li, J. Lee, W. Huang, S. Burchesky, B. Shteynas, F. Ç.
Top, A. O. Jamison, and W. Ketterle, A stripe phase with super-
solid properties in spin–orbit-coupled Bose–Einstein conden-
sates, Nature 543, 91 (2017).

[4] L. Tanzi, E. Lucioni, F. Famà, J. Catani, A. Fioretti, C. Gab-
banini, R. N. Bisset, L. Santos, and G. Modugno, Observation
of a dipolar quantum gas with metastable supersolid properties,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 130405 (2019).

[5] F. Böttcher, J.-N. Schmidt, M. Wenzel, J. Hertkorn, M. Guo,
T. Langen, and T. Pfau, Transient supersolid properties in an ar-
ray of dipolar quantum droplets, Phys. Rev. X 9, 011051 (2019).

[6] L. Chomaz, D. Petter, P. Ilzhöfer, G. Natale, A. Trautmann,
C. Politi, G. Durastante, R. M. W. van Bijnen, A. Patscheider,
M. Sohmen, M. J. Mark, and F. Ferlaino, Long-lived and tran-
sient supersolid behaviors in dipolar quantum gases, Phys. Rev.
X 9, 021012 (2019).

[7] G. Natale, R. M. W. van Bijnen, A. Patscheider, D. Petter, M. J.
Mark, L. Chomaz, and F. Ferlaino, Excitation spectrum of a
trapped dipolar supersolid and its experimental evidence, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 123, 050402 (2019).

[8] S. M. Roccuzzo and F. Ancilotto, Supersolid behavior of a dipo-
lar Bose-Einstein condensate confined in a tube, Phys. Rev. A
99, 041601 (2019).

[9] L. Tanzi, S. M. Roccuzzo, E. Lucioni, F. Famà, A. Fioretti,
C. Gabbanini, G. Modugno, A. Recati, and S. Stringari, Su-
persolid symmetry breaking from compressional oscillations in
a dipolar quantum gas, Nature 574, 382 (2019).

[10] M. Guo, F. Böttcher, J. Hertkorn, J.-N. Schmidt, M. Wenzel,
H. P. Büchler, T. Langen, and T. Pfau, The low-energy Gold-
stone mode in a trapped dipolar supersolid, Nature 564, 386
(2019).

[11] D. Petter, A. Patscheider, G. Natale, M. J. Mark, M. A. Baranov,
R. van Bijnen, S. M. Roccuzzo, A. Recati, B. Blakie, D. Bail-
lie, L. Chomaz, and F. Ferlaino, Bragg scattering of an ultracold
dipolar gas across the phase transition from Bose-Einstein con-
densate to supersolid in the free-particle regime, Phys. Rev. A
104, L011302 (2021).

[12] J. Hofmann and W. Zwerger, Hydrodynamics of a superfluid
smectic, J. Stat. Mech.: Theory Exp. 2021 (3), 033104.

[13] T. Ilg and H. P. Büchler, Ground-state stability and excitation
spectrum of a one-dimensional dipolar supersolid, Phys. Rev.
A 107, 013314 (2023).

[14] C.-D. Yoo and A. T. Dorsey, Hydrodynamic theory of super-
solids: Variational principle, effective lagrangian, and density-
density correlation function, Phys. Rev. B 81, 134518 (2010).
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