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Vortex mass, which is the inertia of a quantum vortex, has never been observed in superfluids and is
a long-standing problem in low temperature physics. The impact of the mass is considered negligible
in typical experiments with superfluid 4He. Recent developments of experimental techniques for
manipulating quantum vortices in superfluid atomic gases have enabled us to test this problem
more accurately. By introducing universal time and length scales to many-body problems of massive
quantum vortices, the theoretical description is formulated in the simplest manner and is universally
applicable to different quantum fluids, including fermionic and multicomponent superfluids. There
are two branches, the cyclotron and massless branches, for the circular motion of a pair of like-
sign vortices. The cyclotron branch can be considered stable as a clear evidence of vortex mass
in fermionic superfluids such as superfluid 3He-B. The impact of the mass on the massless branch
is small but can be enhanced by taking the difference in the two-body dynamics of point vortices
with different initial conditions. Our results imply that the vortex mass is a direct cause of the
splitting instability of a doubly quantized vortex at absolute zero and that the universal length
scale characterizes the final state after the instability. It is also demonstrated that a pair of massive
vortices with opposite circulations has a critical distance characterized by the length scale, below
which they are spontaneously annihilated without thermal fluctuations.

I. INTRODUCTION

A three-dimensional flow with vortices, which is gen-
erally complicated to treat analytically, is described in
terms of vorticity rather than fluid velocity in hydro-
dynamics [1]. In hydrodynamics, a qualitative under-
standing of vortex dynamics is obtained approximately
by assuming that the continuous vorticity distribution
is a collection of vortex filaments, that is, vortex tubes
with infinitesimal cross sections [1]. The vortex fila-
ment model has been successfully applied to the invis-
cid quantum liquids of superfluid 4He, where the cir-
culation is quantized and vortices exist as stable topo-
logical defects with elementary circulation κ defined by
Planck constant over the mass of the condensation parti-
cles [2]. Although this model is applicable to superfluid
atomic gases, two-dimensional superfluid flows, rather
than three-dimensional flows, have been widely studied
because they enable us to observe the time evolution of
vortices directly and control their motion in a sophisti-
cated manner in highly oblate atomic clouds [3–6]. Two-
dimensional vortex dynamics are described in the point
vortex model (PVM) [7] instead of the vortex filament
model, where a collection of vortices is mathematically
identified with a two-dimensional Coulomb gas [8].

In superfluids, it is believed that a vortex has inertia,
called vortex mass, which is typically neglected in clas-
sical hydrodynamics. A quantum vortex forms the core,
in which the superfluid order parameter vanishes. Low-
energy quasiparticles or elementary excitations are bound
to the core of a vortex, and their localized population
causes inertia in the vortex [9–11]. In multicomponent
superfluids, the core of a quantum vortex in a superfluid
component may be occupied by other components, the

mass of which contributes to the vortex mass [12–17]. If
the vortex core behaves as an external object, then a vir-
tual or induced mass is added to the above mass [18].
The vortex mass is safely negligible in superfluid 4He be-
cause its core size is on the order of Å and is much smaller
than other relevant lengths. In contrast, some theories
suggest that the mass of a straight vortex is proportional
to the logarithm of the system size over the core size [19–
21], even though it can be logarithmically divergent in
the typical setup of superfluid 4He. Based on the simi-
larity of its derivation to the electromagnetic mass, this
type of logarithmic vortex mass is called the relativistic
mass [22]. The non-logarithmic mass introduced above is
called the non-relativistic mass. Despite these conflicting
theories, the vortex mass is a long-standing problem in
low temperature physics and has not yet been qualita-
tively verified.
Recent improvements in experimental techniques mo-

tivated us to address this problem, particularly for super-
fluids with ultracold atoms. First, the distance between
the vortices is comparable to the vortex core size in typ-
ical experiments [5, 23, 24]. In this situation, in contrast
to the superfluid 4He, the vortex mass is expected to
influence the many-body dynamics of quantum vortices.
Second, the vortex dynamics of a uniform superfluid can
be observed in a two-dimensional box trap [23, 24]. This
contrasts with vortex dynamics in a conventional system
trapped by a harmonic potential, where the density inho-
mogeneity makes it difficult to treat theoretically [5, 25].
Finally, the initial condition of the point-vortex dynamics
can be manipulated using the pinning potential [23, 26].
The problem of vortex mass is now being discussed for all
types of superfluids, from scalar to multicomponent su-
perfluids of bosonic and fermionic condensates. Unified
theoretical descriptions and efficient observation methods
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for examining vortex mass are desired.
In this study, we theoretically investigate the dynamics

of massive point vortices in uniform superfluids at zero
temperature. By introducing the characteristic time and
length and using the resultant universal equation of mo-
tion, we focus on the simplest many-body problem: the
dynamics of pair of vortices. In terms of the compressibil-
ity of fluids or the Mach number, we evaluate feasibility
of the two circular orbit solutions of like-sign pairs for
bosonic and fermionic superfluids. It is shown that the
vortex mass can be quantitatively measured by experi-
mentally controlling the initial velocity along the circu-
lar orbit. We also show that the vortex mass causes the
splitting instability of a doubly quantized vortex at zero
temperature. Additionally, we investigate the dynamics
of a vortex–antivortex, focusing on the oscillation in the
relative direction.

This paper is organized as follows. We formulate the
equation of motion for massive point vortices with the
universal scales of time and length in Sec. II. We also
discuss the possible range of vortex mass, especially in
ultracold atoms. In Sec. III, we present the main re-
sults of the dynamics of a vortex–vortex pair based on
analytical and numerical calculations of trajectories de-
pending on the initial conditions in bosonic and fermionic
superfluids. In Sec. IV, we investigate the dynamics of
a vortex–antivortex pair in the same manner as that of
a vortex–vortex pair. The summary and discussion are
presented in Sec. V.

II. MASSIVE POINT VORTEX MODEL

A. Formulation

We consider the two-dimensional dynamics of N vor-
tices without a background flow. In the conventional
PVM [7], the ith vortex moves along with the sum of the
flows induced by all the other vortices;

dri(t)

dt
=

N∑
j ̸=i

vij (1)

with induced velocity

vij =
Γj

2π

ez × (ri − rj)

|ri − rj |2
,

where Γj is the circulation of the jth vortex and ez is the
unit vector along the z-axis. The circulation of the most
stable vortex is κ, which is the circulation quantum, and
we set Γj = ±κ. Suppose an isolated pair of vortices
with a distance r = |r2 − r1| and the same circulation
(Γ1 = Γ2 = κ). These vortices will rotate about the
vortex centroid rG = r1+r2

2 with an angular velocity

Ω0(r) =
κ

πr2
. (2)

If the circulations are in opposite directions (Γ1 = −Γ2 =
κ), the pair does not rotate but moves through the fluid
with a centroid velocity

V0(r) =
κ

2πr
. (3)

The massive PVM corresponds to a system of charged
cylinders with logarithmic potential in a uniform mag-
netic field. In this analogy to the conventional PVM,
the charged cylinders are massless, and accordingly, the
vortices have no inertia. We then write the equation of
motion for the massive point vortices as

mi
d2ri
dt2

= ρΓiez ×

dri
dt

−
N∑
j ̸=i

vij

 , (4)

wheremi is the mass of the ith vortex per unit length and
ρ is the fluid density. The right side of Eq. (4) represents
the Magnus force in hydrodynamics that acts when the
velocity dri

dt of the ith vortex is not equal to the sum of
the induced velocities. Equation (4) without vortex mass
(mi = 0) is reduced to Eq. (1).
Here, we discuss the conditions under which the mas-

sive PVM is applicable from the perspective of fluid com-
pressibility. In hydrodynamics [1], compressibility is typ-
ically neglected if the Mach number M , which is the ratio
of the relative motion speed u with respect to the local
flow velocity and speed of sound cs, fulfills the condition

M ≡ u

cs
≲ 0.3. (5)

In our case, u corresponds to the vortex velocity relative
to the sum of induced velocities;

u =

∣∣∣∣∣∣dridt
−

N∑
j ̸=i

vij

∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (6)

In this study, we simply combine condition (5) with
Eq. (6) to evaluate the applicability of massive PVM in
superfluid systems.
To gain insight into the massive PVM, we clarify the

correspondence in the analogy. By substituting qi →
√
ε0ρΓi and B →

√
ρ
ε0
, we obtain the equation of mo-

tion for a two-dimensional Coulomb gas under a uniform
magnetic field −Bez, as follows:

mi
d2ri
dt2

= qi
dri
dt

× (−B)ez +

N∑
j ̸=i

qiqj
2πε0

ri − rj
|ri − rj |2

. (7)

Here, mi and qi are the mass and charge of the ith parti-
cle, respectively, and ε0 represents the dielectric constant
in vacuum. The first and second terms on the right side
of Eq. (7) represent the Lorentz force and Coulomb in-
teractions, respectively. In the case of point vortices,
the Magnus force consists of counterparts of the Lorentz
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force and Coulomb interactions. The former contains the
self-velocity dri

dt and is named the self-Magnus term. The
latter represents the interaction between vortices; there-
fore, we refer to this as the mutual Magnus term.

To systematically describe our system, the universal
time and length scales should be introduced. For sim-
plicity, we assume that each quantum vortex has the
same vortex mass mi = mv. According to the above
analogy, the one-body vortex dynamics obey cyclotron
motion owing to the self-Magnus term: thus, the univer-
sal time scale is the inverse of the cyclotron frequency
|qi|B
mi

→ ρκ
mv

and is given by

τ =
mv

ρκ
. (8)

The universal length scale is associated with the many-
body effect or the mutual Magnus term and is introduced
by

σ =

√
mv

πρ
, (9)

where π is included for convenience of discussion.
Eventually, we can perform a universal analysis of

systems of massive quantum vortices by rendering the
equation of motion dimensionless in terms of τ and σ:
this is because the resulting dimensionless equation con-
tains no explicit parameters. For our two-vortex problem
(N = 2), by rescaling Eq. (7) with

t̃ =
t

τ
, r̃i =

ri
σ
,

we obtain the following coefficientless equation:

d2r̃i

dt̃2
= ±ez ×

dr̃i

dt̃
± 1

2

r̃i − r̃j
|r̃i − r̃j |2

(i, j = 1, 2). (10)

Similar to Newtonian mechanics, the vortex motion is

determined by the initial conditions r̃1(0), r̃2(0),
dr̃1(0)

dt̃
,

and dr̃2(0)

dt̃
. Our problem is substantially simpler than

those in previous studies [8, 13, 27]. Regardless of this
simplification, vortex dynamics are still complicated in
the presence of the self-Magnus term compared to con-
ventional mass point systems in Newtonian mechanics.
The positive (negative) sign of the first term on the right
side of Eq. (10) denotes that the circulation of the ith vor-
tex is +κ (−κ). The positive (negative) sign of the second
term corresponds to the problem of a vortex–(anti)vortex
pair, as discussed in Sec. III (Sec. IV).

B. Possible range of vortex mass

A simple model for a nonrelativistic mass considers a
quantum vortex a cylinder of radius rcore. In this case,
the vortex mass equals the mass of the cylinder and vir-
tual hydrodynamic mass. The latter is predicted by hy-
drodynamics and is given by πρr2core with fluid density

ρ [18]. The former, namely the vortex-internal mass, is
zero if the vortex core is empty. Quasiparticles bound at
the core can make this contribution nonzero in fermionic
superfluids [9, 10], which is of the same order as πρξ2 with
healing length ξ [22, 28]. Because the core size rcore of a
quantum vortex is on the order of ξ, the internal vortex
mass is comparable to the virtual hydrodynamic mass. In
bosonic superfluids, it has also been suggested that the
vortex internal mass is induced by the Kelvin modes or
the kelvon quasiparticles bounded at the core [11]. The
internal vortex mass can be larger than the virtual hydro-
dynamic mass in immiscible binary superfluids [12–17].
The core of the vortex in the first superfluid component
is represented by the second component by forming a
coreless vortex. The internal mass of the vortex is pro-
portional to the population of the second component and
is estimated as πρcorer

2
core, where ρcore denotes the mass

density of the second component.

The relativistic mass is related to the hydrodynamic
energy of the quantum vortex. Analogous to electro-
magnetics, the counterpart to the rest mass is a can-
didate for vortex mass [19, 22]. This is defined as

mrel =
Evor

c2s
∼ ρκ2

4πc2s
ln

Rsys

ξ with system size Rsys. Here,

Evor is the energy per unit of length and is associated
with the superfluid velocity field of a static vortex. When
Rsys is sufficiently large, the relativistic mass diverges
logarithmically. Furthermore, the mass can change ac-
cording to vortex motion because hydrodynamic energy
depends on the position and interactions with other vor-
tices.

To estimate the possible range of the vortex mass, we
ignored the variation in the relativistic mass caused by
vortex motion. The nonrelativistic mass is typically of
the same order as πρξ2. The relativistic mass mrel is of

the same order as πρξ2 multiplied by the factor ln
Rsys

ξ .

For large condensates [5], for example, we obtain that

ln
Rsys

ξ ≈ ln 76
0.3 ≈ 5.53. In the following analysis, we

reasonably choose the range of the vortex mass as 0 <
mv

πρξ2 ≲ 10. To clarify the effect of mass, we first consider

a uniform system without a boundary.

III. A VORTEX–VORTEX PAIR

In this section, we consider the dynamics of a pair of
quantum vortices with the same circulation, Γ1 = Γ2 =
κ. The problem is formulated in Sec. III A, and the sig-
nificant results are presented in the following sections. In
Sec. III B, the two solutions of the relative circular orbits
are evaluated in terms of the Mach number. In Sec. III C,
we propose an efficient method for experimentally de-
tecting vortex mass. Our results relate to the splitting
instability of a doubly quantized vortex in Sec. IIID.
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A. Effective radial potential

For the problem of a vortex–vortex pair, the equation
of motion is given by Eq. (10) with the plus sign of the
first and second terms. To clarify its correspondence
with Newtonian mechanics, we begin with an equation
without universal rescaling. We introduce the center of
mass coordinate rG = r1+r2

2 and the relative coordinate
rR = r2−r1. The two-body vortex problem can then be
reduced to two independent one-body vortex problems:

Mv
d2rG
dt2

= 2ρκez ×
drG
dt

, (11)

µv
d2rR
dt2

=
ρκ

2
ez ×

drR
dt

+
ρκ2

2π

rR
|rR|2

, (12)

where Mv = 2mv and µv = mv

2 are the total and reduced
mass, respectively. The general solution to Eq. (11) is

xG(t) = τvG(0) cos

(
t

τ
+ ϕ

)
+ (xG(0)− τvG(0) cosϕ),

yG(t) = τvG(0) sin

(
t

τ
+ ϕ

)
+ (yG(0)− τvG(0) sinϕ)

with Eq. (8) and the initial conditions rG(0) =
(xG(0), yG(0)) and ṙG(0) = (−vG(0) sinϕ, vG(0) cosϕ).
Thus, the center of mass motion is a uniform circular
motion of frequency τ and radius τvG(0), corresponding
to the cyclotron motion of a particle with charge

√
ε0ρκ

in a uniform magnetic field −
√

ρ
ε0
ez. For simplicity, we

set vG(0) = 0 and xG(0) = yG(0) = 0 and ignore the
center of mass motion, rG(t) = 0, below.
Equation (12) describes the relative motion. The first

term on the right represents the self-Magnus term. The
second term represents the mutual Magnus term, which is
nonlinear, and thus complicates the dynamics. To obtain
a deeper physical insight, we introduced the Lagrangian
of relative motion

LR(rR, ṙR) =
1

2
µvṙ

2
R +

ρκ

4
ez · (ṙR × rR) +

ρκ2

2π
ln

|rR|
σ

,

(13)
where a constant is added and included in the last term.
Using the polar coordinates rR = (r, θ), the Lagrangian
transforms into

LR(r, ṙ, θ, θ̇) =
1

2
µv(ṙ

2 + r2θ̇2)− ρκ

4
r2θ̇ +

ρκ2

2π
ln

r

σ
.

Here, the canonical momenta are

pr =
∂LR

∂ṙ
= µv ṙ, (14)

pθ =
∂LR

∂θ̇
= µvr

2θ̇ − ρκ

4
r2. (15)

The first term on the right side of Eq. (15) denotes the
mechanical angular momentum. The second term is de-
rived from the self-Magnus term. Hence, pθ is called a

FIG. 1. (Color online) Plots of the effective radial poten-

tial Ṽeff (solid) for several values of |p̃θ|. Dashed and dotted
guidelines show the harmonic potential by the self-Magnus
term and the logarithmic interaction potential by the mutual
Magnus term, respectively. Markers represent the local mini-
mum point for each |p̃θ|.

pseudo-momentum. The Hamiltonian is defined by the
Legendre transformation HR = ṙpr + θ̇pθ − LR and we
obtain

HR(r, θ, pr, pθ) =
p2r
2µv

+ Veff(r, pθ) (16)

with effective radial potential

Veff(r, pθ) =
p2θ

2µvr2
+

ρκ

4µv
pθ +

ρ2κ2

32µv
r2 − ρκ2

2π
ln

r

σ
. (17)

Hamilton’s equations are as follows:

ṙ =
∂HR

∂pr
=

pr
µv

,

θ̇ =
∂HR

∂pθ
=

∂Veff

∂pθ
,

ṗr = −∂HR

∂r
= −∂Veff

∂r
,

ṗθ = −∂HR

∂θ
= 0.

The last equation shows that pθ is conservative and can
be treated as a parameter. The first term on the right
side of Eq. (17) denotes the centrifugal potential. The
second term is a constant. The third term represents the
harmonic potential arising from the self-Magnus term.
The last term represents the logarithmic interaction po-
tential of the mutual Magnus terms. Therefore, the rela-
tive motion is finally reduced to one-dimensional motion
in the effective radial potential Veff .
To reveal the structure of Veff , we investigated the po-

sition of the extremum, dVeff

dr = 0 at r = r∗, where

r∗(pθ) ≡ σ

√√√√
2 +

√
4 +

(
4

pθ
mvσ2/τ

)2

≥ 2σ (18)
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with µv = mv

2 . In Eq. (18), the equality holds for pθ = 0,

and r∗ has a minimum 2σ [14]. As d2Veff (r∗)
dr2 > 0 holds for

any pθ, Veff exhibits a local minimum at r = r∗. Using
mv, τ , and σ, Veff is rescaled to the simplest form

Ṽeff ≡
Veff − ρκ

4µv
pθ

mv(σ/τ)2
=

p̃2θ
r̃2

+
1

16
r̃2 − 1

2
ln r̃,

where the constant term is subtracted for convenience,
with

r̃ ≡ r

σ
,

˜̇
θ ≡ τ θ̇,

p̃θ ≡ pθ
mvσ2/τ

=
r̃2

˜̇
θ

2
− r̃2

4
.

For reference, typical plots of Ṽeff and the local minimum
points are shown for several values of |p̃θ| in Fig. 1.

Finally, we review the finite size effect on the dynam-
ics of massive point vortices (see Ref. [12]). Supposing
that the condensates are trapped in a circular box po-
tential, we consider the dynamics of a vortex–vortex pair
in superfluids with a round boundary of radius Rsys. By
assuming an initial condition with high symmetry (see
Appendix A), we obtain the modified Hamiltonian of the
relative motion

H ′
R = HR +

ρκ2

2π
ln

[
1−

(
r

2Rsys

)4
]
, (19)

where HR denotes the Hamiltonian without boundaries,
given by Eq. (16). The logarithmic term in the second
term on the right side is added to Veff in HR and the
finite size effect is summarized by the factor ( r

2Rsys
)4.

Therefore, if the ratio between the inter-vortex distance
and the radius of the condensate is less than 0.31, the
contribution of the finite size effect becomes less than
1% and is therefore negligible.

B. Circular orbit solutions

Due to the conservation of pθ, we find that θ̇(t) is a
constant, according to Eq. (15) when r(t) is constant. As
Veff has the local minimum at r = r∗ for any pθ, it is clear
that there is the circular orbit solution with r(t) = r∗ and
ṙ(t) = 0. Substituting Eq. (15) into Eq. (18) and solving

this problem with respect to θ̇ = Ω, we have

Ω = Ω±(r∗) ≡
1

2τ

[
1±

√
1− 4

(r∗/σ)2

]
. (20)

We call these two branches with the plus and minus signs
the cyclotron and massless branches, respectively. From
Eq. (18), Ω± is always real. The graphs of Ω±(r) and
Ω0(r) are shown in Fig. 2.

Ω0 Ω−: massless branch

Ω+: cyclotron branch

𝑀 = 0.3 (Bose system)

FIG. 2. (Color online) Plots of the angular frequencies
Ω±,0(r) (solid) rescaled with τ and σ. The orange, blue,
and black curves correspond to Ω+, Ω−, and Ω0 = 1

τ(r/σ)2
,

respectively (see Eqs. (20) and (2)). The red regions rep-
resent the applicable condition of the massive PVM given
by Eq. (21) with the boundary M = 0.3 for mv

πρξ2
= 1

(dashed) and mv
πρξ2

= 10 (dotted) in bosonic superfluids, using

c̃Bs = 1
2

√
mv
πρξ2

. In fermionic superfluids, the lower boundary

is in the vicinity of r
σ

= 0, and the upper boundary is typi-
cally far above the plot area.

Although these solutions have already been demon-
strated in previous studies [12], we examine them in more
detail to reveal the physical meaning of the two branches.
The massless branch Ω− is asymptotic to frequency Ω0 of
the massless PVM for r∗

σ → ∞. The cyclotron branch Ω+

approaches the cyclotron frequency τ−1 for large r∗. This
behavior of Ω+ is attributed to the fact that the mutual
Magnus term owing to the inter-vortex interaction is less
important for a large distance r∗ and the motion reduces
to a one-body cyclotron motion. The two branches have
the same frequency Ω± = 2Ω0 at r∗ = 2σ. There exists
no solution for a circular orbit with r∗ < 2σ. These re-
sults are discussed in detail in Sec. IIID, which is related
to the splitting instability of a doubly quantized vortex.
The stability of the two branches can be evaluated by

computing the Mach number. If we fix an object in a flow
with a higher Mach number, the fluid compressibility is
important, and predictions of incompressible hydrody-
namics fail. For a circular orbit with frequency Ω and
radius r, the relative vortex speed is u =

∣∣ r
2Ω− r

2Ω0

∣∣,
using Eq. (6). According to Eq. (5), a circular orbit solu-
tion with frequency Ω(r) must satisfy the following con-
ditions:

M =
r

2cs
|Ω(r)− Ω0(r)| ≲ 0.3 (21)

with cs =
c̃sσ
τ . Hence, the solutions for the cyclotron and

massless branches are valid when Ω = Ω±(r) satisfies this
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condition. In other words, even if we could prepare the
initial condition of the circular orbit with Ω± outside the
condition (21), the vortices experience an extra drag force
owing to the emission of sound (or quasiparticles), and
the velocity of each vortex decays to a smaller value than
the initial one.

The condition (21) was quantitatively evaluated for
bosonic and fermionic superfluids. The speed of the first
sound in bosonic superfluids is cs ∼ κ

2πξ and is rescaled
as

c̃Bs =
cBs
σ/τ

∼
√

mv

πρξ2
.

This holds for both superfluid 4He and atomic Bose–
Einstein condensates [2, 29]. As shown in Fig. 2, Ω = Ω−
(Ω = Ω+) is typically included (excluded) in the range
given by Eq. (21); thus, the massless branch Ω− is feasi-
ble, whereas the cyclotron branch Ω+ is unstable. Ac-
cording to Ref. [30], the speed of the first sound in

fermionic superfluids is cs = vF

√
1
3 (1 + F s

0 )(1 + F s
1 /3)

with the Landau parameters F s
0,1 and the Fermi velocity

vF . As a result, one obtains

c̃Fs =
cFs
σ/τ

∼ ξn
1
3

√
mv

πρξ2
,

where n denotes the particle number density. The
rescaled sound speed c̃Fs of the Fermi systems has an

extra factor ξn
1
3 ∼ c̃Fs /c̃

B
s compared to Bose systems.

This factor could be significantly greater than unity. For
example, for the superfluid phase of 3He-B, where the
vortex dynamics was typically described by the vortex
filament model, this factor becomes substantially large,
yielding a large factor c̃Fs /c̃

B
s ≳ 102 [31]. Although the

range with small M for bosonic superfluids is narrow as
shown in Fig. 2, that for fermionic superfluids can be
substantially wide due to the large factor and then both
branches can be stabilized. For superfluid Fermi gases,
however, this factor is on the order of unity in typical
experiments, and the cyclotron branch Ω+ is unstable.
According to the Gintzburg–Landau theory, the factor
may be large when the healing length ξ increases as the
temperature approaches the superfluid critical tempera-
ture. Thermal dissipation plays an important role in vor-
tex dynamics, and we need to introduce a mutual friction
force into our model. This problem is beyond the scope
of the current study and is an interesting topic for future
work. In the following analysis, we focus on the mass-
less branch Ω− as the stable frequency for bosonic and
fermionic superfluids.

Finally, we investigate the circular orbit with Ω−.
Proving Ω−(r) > Ω0(r) for r ≥ 2σ can be done in a
straightforward manner by using Eqs. (2) and (20). This
relation indicates that the massless vortices are always
delayed compared to the massive vortices along the same
circular orbit. We can then analytically evaluate the de-
lay of the massless vortices by calculating the angle shift

∆θ after period 2π
Ω0

;

∆θana(r) = 2π

(
Ω−(r)

Ω0(r)
− 1

)
. (22)

Both the angle shift ∆θana(r) and the arc length differ-
ence r

2∆θana(r) are monotonically decreasing functions of
r. To make r

2∆θana larger than σ, 2σ, and 3σ, restrictions
r ≤ 3.70σ, r ≤ 2.48σ, and r ≤ 2.17σ are needed, respec-

tively, where the universal length scale σ =
√

mv

πρξ2 ξ ≲ ξ

typically corresponds to the core size in our parameter
range mv

πρξ2 ≲ 10.

C. Angle-shift enhancement

To verify the vortex mass more effectively, the angle
shift ∆θ can be enhanced by changing the initial angu-
lar velocity θ̇(t = 0). We assume that the initial veloc-
ity is manipulated by introducing a pinning potential, as
demonstrated experimentally [23, 26]. Although we can
theoretically select an arbitrary initial velocity within the
range of Eq. (5). The possible experimental range of the
initial velocity must be considered. The initial velocity is
assigned to the vortex by capturing it with vortex pinning
and operating it in a sophisticated manner. If the speed
of the pinning potential relative to the background super-
fluid velocity is higher than a certain threshold, the initial
velocity of the vortex cannot be precisely controlled. We
apply the criteria described in Ref. [32], where the vortex
is pinned when the relative speed is less than approxi-
mately 0.2cs. This condition is represented by the Mach
number defined in Eq. (21), with Ω replaced by θ̇(t = 0)

in M as r0
2cs

|θ̇(0) − Ω0(r0)| ≲ 0.2 with r0 ≡ r(t = 0).
Correspondingly, the possible range of the initial angular

velocity with ṙ(t = 0) = 0 is θ̇
(−)
0 ≲ θ̇(0) ≲ θ̇

(+)
0 with

θ̇
(±)
0 (r0) ≡ Ω0(r0)±

0.2cs
r0/2

. (23)

In Fig. 3, we plot the angle shifts ∆θ(±) with θ̇(0) =

θ̇
(±)
0 is a function of mv

πρξ2 for r0
ξ = 10, which are obtained

by the numerical simulation of the massive PVM [33].
Assuming experimental observations of the trajectories
of a vortex–vortex pair, we use

τξ =
2πξ2

κ
(24)

and ξ as the time and length scales instead of τ and σ
[34], where ξ corresponds to the observation resolution.
Evidently, |∆θ(±)| monotonically increases, and the dif-
ference ∆θ(+) −∆θ(−) is larger than ∆θana for any mv

πρξ2 .

Thus, by controlling the initial velocity, the impact of
the vortex mass on the angle shift can be enhanced, and
the arc-length difference r0

2 (∆θ(+)−∆θ(−)) is sufficiently
large enough to be more observable than r0

2 ∆θana. Here,
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𝑟0/𝜉 = 10

𝑟∗
+

𝑟∗
−

𝑟0

FIG. 3. (Color online) Plots of the angle shift ∆θ af-
ter a period 2π

Ω0(r0)
with several initial angular velocities for

r0
ξ

= 10. The graphs of ∆θ(±) are obtained numerically

with θ̇(0) = θ̇
(±)
0 (r0). The graphs of ∆θ

(±)
app and ∆θana are

obtained approximately (see Eq. (25)) and analytically (see
Eq. (22)). The inset shows the analytical solutions of the dif-
ference r∗ − r0 rescaled with ξ. The red, blue, and orange

curves represent the results for r∗ = r
(+)
∗ , r

(−)
∗ , and r0 with

θ̇(0) = θ̇
(+)
0 (r0), θ̇

(−)
0 (r0), and Ω0(r0), respectively.

by regarding the motion of massive vortices as the cir-
cular motion with r∗, which is the equilibrium point of
the effective radial potential Veff , we obtain approximate
solutions of ∆θ(±) as a function of r0

ξ and mv

πρξ2 :

∆θ(±)
app = 2π

(
Ω−(r

(±)
∗ )

Ω0(r0)
− 1

)

= 2π

{
1

2

(r0/ξ)
2

mv/πρξ2

[
1−

√
1− 4

mv/πρξ2

(r
(±)
∗ /ξ)2

]
− 1

}
(25)

with

r
(±)
∗

ξ
≡

r∗(pθ = p
(±)
θ )

ξ

=

√√√√√2
mv

πρξ2
+

√√√√4

(
mv

πρξ2

)2

+

(
4p

(±)
θ

ρκξ2

)2

, (26)

4p
(±)
θ

ρκξ2
≡ 4

ρκξ2

(mv

2
r20 θ̇

(±)
0 − ρκ

4
r20

)
=

mv

πρξ2

(
r0
ξ

)2

τξ θ̇
(±)
0 −

(
r0
ξ

)2

(27)

(a) 𝑚𝑣/𝜋𝜌𝜉
2 = 1 (b) 𝑚𝑣/𝜋𝜌𝜉

2 = 2

(c) 𝑚𝑣/𝜋𝜌𝜉
2 = 5 (d) 𝑚𝑣/𝜋𝜌𝜉

2 = 10

FIG. 4. (Color online) Typical trajectories of the
first vortex at r1 = − rR

2
= (− r

2
cos θ,− r

2
sin θ) with

(a) mv
πρξ2

= 1, (b) mv
πρξ2

= 2, (c) mv
πρξ2

= 5, and (d) mv
πρξ2

=

10. The red, blue, and orange lines represent the tra-
jectories with the initial conditions (r(0), θ(0), ṙ(0), θ̇(0)) =

(r0, 0, 0, θ̇
(+)
0 (r0)), (r0, 0, 0, θ̇

(−)
0 (r0)), and (r0, 0, 0,Ω−(r0))

with r0 = 10ξ, respectively. Black lines represent the
trajectories of the massless vortices given by r1(t) =
(− r0

2
cosΩ0(r0)t,− r0

2
sinΩ0(r0)t) in common with (a)-(d).

Each marker shows the position of the first vortex at t =
2π

Ω0(r0)
, and its size corresponds to the vortex core size. The

position of the second vortex is r2 = rR
2

= −r1, which is not
plotted for convenience.

and

τξ θ̇
(±)
0 =

2

(r0/ξ)2
± 0.4

r0/ξ
, (28)

where Eqs. (2), (15), (18), (20), (23), (24), and cs =
κ

2πξ = ξ
τξ

are used. As shown in Fig. 3, ∆θ
(±)
app agrees

very well with the numerical solutions. This ensures that
the vortex mass can be estimated quantitatively by ob-

serving ∆θ(±) and comparing it with ∆θ
(±)
app. Therefore,

the angular shift can be used as a tester for different pre-
dictions of the vortex mass, and Fig. 3 and the set of
Eqs. (25), (26), (27), and (28) provide sufficient informa-
tion to estimate the vortex mass efficiently and precisely
through experimental observations.
As shown in Fig. 3, we find the oscillation of the graphs

of ∆θ(±), especially for a large mv

πρξ2 , which is caused by

the oscillation of the vortices in the radial direction. Be-
cause the pseudo-momentum pθ changes according to the
initial angular velocity, the initial distance r0 is not the
minimum r∗ of the effective radial potential Veff except
for the circular orbit solutions. Thus, even if the initial
radial velocity ṙ(0) is zero, the trajectory is not neces-
sarily circular. Some trajectories of the first vortex for
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𝑚𝑣/𝜋𝜌𝜉
2 = 1

Large𝑀

𝑟∗
+

𝑟∗
−

𝑟0

Large 𝑀

FIG. 5. (Color online) Plots of the angle shift ∆θ af-
ter a period 2π

Ω0(r0)
with several initial angular velocities for

mv
πρξ2

= 1. The graphs of ∆θ(±) are obtained numerically

with θ̇(0) = θ̇
(±)
0 (r0). The graphs of ∆θ

(±)
app and ∆θana are

obtained approximately (see Eq. (25)) and analytically (see
Eq. (22)). The inset shows the analytical solutions of the
difference r∗ − r0 rescaled with ξ. The red, blue, and or-

ange curves represent the results for r∗ = r
(+)
∗ , r

(−)
∗ , and

r0 with θ̇(0) = θ̇
(+)
0 (r0), θ̇

(−)
0 (r0), and Ω0(r0), respectively.

Each graph is cut off for small mv
πρξ2

, where the voretex veloc-

ity is beyond the applicable condition of the massive PVM,
M ≤ 0.3, with cs = κ

2πξ
.

several values of mv

πρξ2 after a period 2π
Ω0(r0)

are shown in

Fig. 4. Clearly, the amplitude of the oscillation becomes
larger as mv

πρξ2 increases. The amplitude can be estimated

analytically from the difference between r∗ and r0, as
shown in the inset of Fig. 3. If the amplitude is signif-
icantly larger than the length resolution ξ, the vortex
mass can be verified by observing the oscillation instead
of the angular shift. However, it is difficult to observe
the amplitude within the investigated parameter range
(see Fig. 4(a)(b)). Therefore, observing the difference
∆θ(+) − ∆θ(−) is much more useful than the radial os-
cillation for efficiently detecting the impact of the vortex
mass.

For reference, we also show graphs of ∆θ(±), ∆θ
(±)
app,

∆θana, and r
(±)
∗ − r0 as functions of r0

ξ in Fig. 5. The

approximate solutions ∆θ
(±)
app also agree very well with

the numerical solutions ∆θ(±) because |r(±)
∗ −r0| is much

smaller than ξ. Contrary to Fig. 3, ∆θ(+) − ∆θ(−) and
∆θana decrease monotonically, and each graph is cut off
because of the condition M ≤ 0.3. Thus, a minimum
value of r0 restricts the experimentally operable range of
r0.

D. A cause of the splitting instability

The vortex mass is related to the splitting instability
of a doubly quantized vortex in a uniform superfluid at
absolute zero [35]. The lowest radius of the circular orbit
solutions in Eq. (18) implies that the vortex mass causes
dynamic instability. A pair of quantum vortices with
the same circulation κ cannot maintain their distance
r(< 2σ) and are dynamically unstable. This is in clear
contrast to the fact that the two vortices can assume a
circular orbit at any distance in a conventional massless
PVM.
During the splitting instability process, energy is emit-

ted to infinity through the spontaneous radiation of he-
lical phonons [35]. Assuming that the energetics of this
system by dividing it into PVM and phonon systems,
phonon emission is energy dissipation in the former. Dis-
sipation in the PVM system can affect the frictional
force of the relative vortex motion in the radial direction.
Thus, the final state of the splitting instability is a cir-
cular orbit solution with an equilibrium distance r∗(pθ),
as discussed in Sec. III B. Considering that this is a dis-
sipation process from the closest state of r → 0, the final
state of the splitting instability can be evaluated based
on the result for pθ = 0; the circular obit solution with
distance rfin ≳ r∗(pθ = 0) = 2σ.
In other words, the vortex mass is calculated from the

final state resulting from splitting instability. By consid-
ering ξ as the length resolution, the vortex mass mv is
estimated with the final distance rfin as follows:

mv

πρξ2
≲

(
rfin
2ξ

)2

. (29)

This expression enables us to estimate the upper limit of
the vortex mass from the observation of the final state of
the splitting instability.
An order estimation from a previous experiment on su-

perfluid Bose gases with rfin ∼ 50 µm and ξ ∼ 0.4 µm [25]
yielded mv

πρξ2 ≲ 103. This result seems too large to be sup-

ported by existing theoretical models. However, drawing
conclusions from this discrepancy is premature. This is
because the condensate was trapped by a harmonic po-
tential in the above experiment, and the observed insta-
bility could be strongly influenced by three-dimensional
non-uniformity [36]. On the otehr hand, no clear split-
ting was confirmed in the mean field model of dilute Bose
gases at absolute zero with numerical simulations of the
Gross–Pitaevskii equation [37]. This implies that the vor-
tex mass is very small or negligible in a scalar bosonic
superfluid at the mean field level [38]. Interestingly, ac-
cording to low energy effective field theory for superfluid
Fermi gases [39–41], the splitting instability may drasti-
cally change its behavior in the BEC–BCS crossover [42].
In particular, they observed a significant vortex splitting
on the BCS side, although the instability remains weak
on the BEC side. This suggests that the impact of vortex
mass is more significant in fermionic superfluids.
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IV. A VORTEX–ANTIVORTEX PAIR

We analyze the dynamics of a pair of quantum vortices
with opposite circulations Γ1 = −Γ2 = κ. The problem
is formulated in Sec. IIIA and we investigate the trans-
lational trajectory as the simplest case in Sec. IVB. We
consider manipulating the initial velocity as described
in the previous section and demonstrate that the vortex
mass leads to pair annihilation in Sec. IVC.

A. Effective relative potential

For the problem of a vortex–antivortex pair, the equa-
tion of motion with respect to r1 (r2) is given by Eq. (10)
with the plus (minus) sign of the first term and the mi-
nus sign of the second term. In the same manner as that
described in Sec. III A, we transform the equations into

Mv
d2rG
dt2

= −ρκez ×
drR
dt

, (30)

µv
d2rR
dt2

= −ρκez ×
drG
dt

− ρκ2

2π

rR
|rR|2

(31)

with rG = r1+r2

2 , rR = r2−r1, Mv = 2mv, and µv = mv

2 .
Unlike the vortex–vortex pair (Eqs. (11) and (12)), the
equations with respect to rG and rR are not independent.

To clarify this analysis, we introduce the Hamilto-
nian of the two-body vortex problem. According to Ap-
pendix B, the canonical momenta are given by

pG = MvṙG + ρκez × rR, (32)

pR = µvṙR. (33)

The pseudo-momentum pG is conservative because ṗG =
∂H
∂rG

= 0. Consequently, the Hamiltonian expressed in

Eq. (B8) is

H(rG, rR,pG,pR) =
p2
R

2µv
+ Ueff(rR,pG) (34)

with effective potential

Ueff(rR,pG) =
ρ2κ2

8µv

(
rR + ez ×

pG

ρκ

)2

+
ρκ2

2π
ln

|rR|
σ

,

(35)
where a constant is added and included in the last term.
The first term on the right side of Eq. (34) is the rela-
tive kinetic energy. The first term on the right side of
Eq. (35) denotes the harmonic potential associated with
the pseudo-momentum. The second term represents the
logarithmic interaction potential. Since pG is conserva-
tive, we can treat it as a parameter, and Ueff(rR) is called
the effective relative potential. Eventually, we succeed in
decoupling the center of mass and relative motions.

To describe the relative motion more clearly, we con-
sider the symmetrical initial condition with respect to

the y axis:

rR(0) = (xR(0), 0) (xR(0) > 0),

ṙG(0) = (0, vG(0))

As the equilibrium point of the harmonic potential in
Eq. (35), we define r̄R ≡ −ez × pG

ρκ = (x̄R, ȳR) as

x̄R ≡ ˜̄xRσ =

(
1 + 2

vG(0)τ

xR(0)

)
xR(0),

ȳR = 0,

(36)

where Eq. (32) is used. Then, Ueff(rR) has an extremum
at rR = (xR∗, yR∗) with

xR∗ ≡ x̃R∗σ =
x̄R

2

(
1±

√
1− 4

(x̄R/σ)2

)
(x̄R ≥ 2σ),

yR∗ = 0.

(37)

As ∂2Ueff (rR)
∂y2

R
> 0 holds for any xR and yR, the y-

component of the relative motion is determined to be
yR(t) = yR∗ = 0 if yR(t = 0) = 0 and ẏR(t = 0) = 0.
For simplicity, we set yR(t) = 0 and choose three values,
xR(0), ẋR(0), and vG(0), as the initial conditions. There-
fore, the relative motion is reduced to one-dimensional
motion in the effective relative potential Ueff(xR). Fi-
nally, we obtain the rescaled form

Ũeff ≡ Ueff(xR)

mv(σ/τ)2
=

1

4
(x̃R − ˜̄xR)

2 +
1

2
ln |x̃R|.

B. Translational trajectory solution

As a simple initial condition, we assume that the center
of mass velocity is equal to the velocity of the massless
vortices given by Eq. (3);

vG(0) = V0(xR(0)).

Inserting it into Eq. (36), we obtain

x̄R = xR(0) +
σ2

xR(0)
. (38)

Consequently, the specific forms of Ueff and xR∗ are de-
termined and shown in Fig. 6. The inflection point corre-
sponds to the initial position xR(0) when xR(0) = σ. The
local minimum (maximum) point corresponds to xR(0)
when xR(0) > σ (xR(0) < σ). Therefore, when the rela-
tive kinetic energy is zero at t = 0 with ẋR(0) = 0, the
inter-vortex distance becomes xR(t) = xR(0). Accord-
ingly, Eq. (30) shows that the acceleration term becomes
zero, and vG(t) = vG(0) = V0(xR(0)) holds. Thus, the
dynamics of a vortex–antivortex pair are translational
motion, which is identical to that of massless vortices.
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 6. (Color online) (a) Plots of the effective relative po-

tential Ũeff (solid) when vG(0) = V0(xR(0)) for several values
of x̃R(0). The dotted guideline shows the logarithmic interac-
tion potential. (b) The local maximum and minimum points
x̃R∗ given by Eq. (37) (solid) and the equilibrium point ˜̄xR of
the harmonic potential given by Eq. (38) (dotted). In each
panel, markers correspond to the initial position x̃R(0) of the
vortex.

However, when the relative kinetic energy is nonzero
with ẋR(0) ̸= 0, oscillations in the x-axis direction occur
(see Fig. 7). The amplitude of the oscillation is obtained
by calculating the turning points from the conservation
of total energy with Eq. (34). In the next section, we
analytically investigate the amplitude depending on the
initial velocity.

C. Relative oscillation and collision

Similar to Sec. III C, we consider manipulating the ini-
tial velocity to verify the vortex mass from the motion in
the x-direction. Here, we use the time and length scales
τξ and ξ, respectively, assuming experimental observa-
tions of the amplitude.

As shown in the previous section, the inter-vortex dis-

(a)𝑚𝑣/𝜋𝜌𝜉
2 = 1 (b)𝑚𝑣/𝜋𝜌𝜉

2 = 5 (c)𝑚𝑣/𝜋𝜌𝜉
2 = 10

FIG. 7. (Color online) Typical trajectories of the first and
second vortices at r1 = rG − rR

2
and r2 = rG + rR

2
with

(a) mv
πρξ2

= 1, (b) mv
πρξ2

= 5, and (c) mv
πρξ2

= 10. The red and

blue lines represent the trajectories with the initial condi-
tions rR(0) = (xR(0), 0), ṙR(0) = (±0.4cs, 0), and vG(0) =
(0, V0(xR(0))) with xR(0) = 10ξ, respectively. Black lines rep-
resent the trajectories of massless vortices given by r1(t) =

(−xR(0)
2

, V0(xR(0))t) and r2(t) = (+xR(0)
2

, V0(xR(0))t) in
common with (a)-(c). Each marker shows the position of the
vortex at t = 300τξ, and its size corresponds to the vortex
core size. Note that the three different trajectories overlap in
(a).

tance xR(t) approaches zero if the relative energy is
nonzero for xR(0) ≤ σ. Then, owing to the attractive
force caused by the logarithmic interaction in the pres-
ence of the vortex mas, the two vortices collide and an-
nihilate each other (see Fig. 6). This description of the
massive PVM shows the remarkable result that the pair
annihilation of vortices can occur without a mutual fric-
tion and thermal fluctuations. Therefore, the observation
of pair annihilation near zero temperature indicates the
existence of vortex mass. In our case, pair annihilation

typically occurs in the range xR(0) ≤ σ =
√

mv

πρξ2 ξ ≲ ξ

with mv

πρξ2 ≲ 10, where the cores of the two vortices over-

lap. The vortex mass is then ill-defined; thus, this initial
distance is unstable in the massive PVM. Hence, we at-
tempt to verify the vortex mass in another manner.
We also consider controlling the initial velocity using

vortex pinning. When vG(0) = V0(xR(0)), the maximum
and minimum values of ẋR(0) are

ẋR(0) = ±0.4cs

using M = 0.2 (refer the discussion of the Mach number

in Sec. III C) with u = | ẋR(0)
2 | (see Eq. (6)) and cs =

κ
2πξ .

We show some vortex trajectories for several values of
mv

πρξ2 in Fig. 7. As shown in the graph, the oscillation

amplitude in the x−axis direction becomes larger as mv

πρξ2

increases. The amplitude is calculated analytically and
plotted as a function of mv

πρξ2 in Fig. 8(a) and as a function

of xR(0)
ξ in Fig. 8(b). The graphs (orange) in Fig. 8(a) in-

crease monotonically, and the variations of the graphs in
Fig. 8(b) are small. For mv

πρξ2 = 1, the amplitude is much
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(a) 𝑥𝑅 0 /𝜉 = 10

(b) 𝑚𝑣/𝜋𝜌𝜉
2 = 1

Occurrence of pair annihilation
or large 𝑀

FIG. 8. (Color online) Plots of the amplitude of the rela-
tive oscillation rescaled with ξ as a function of (a) mv

πρξ2
and

(b) xR(0)
ξ

. In both panels, a fixed parameter is xR(0)
ξ

= 10

and mv
πρξ2

= 1, respectively. The orange, red, and blue

curves correspond to analytical results when (ẋR(0), vG(0)) =
(±0.4cs, V0(xR(0)), (0, V0(xR(0))+0.2cs), and (0, V0(xR(0))−
0.2cs). Each graph in (b) is cut off for small mv

πρξ2
, where pair

annihilation of vortices occurs or the vortex velocity is beyond
the applicable condition of the massive PVM, M ≤ 0.3, with
cs = κ

2πξ
.

smaller than the length resolution ξ; therefore, it may be
difficult to observe. Notably, the graphs in Fig. 8(b) are
cut off because of the applicable condition M ≤ 0.3 for
the massive PVM.

Furthermore, instead of manipulating ẋR(0), we con-

(a)𝑚𝑣/𝜋𝜌𝜉
2 = 1 (b)𝑚𝑣/𝜋𝜌𝜉

2 = 5 (c)𝑚𝑣/𝜋𝜌𝜉
2 = 10

FIG. 9. (Color online) Typical trajectories of the first
and second vortices at r1 = rG − rR

2
and r2 = rG + rR

2
with (a) mv

πρξ2
= 1, (b) mv

πρξ2
= 5, and (c) mv

πρξ2
= 10. The

red and blue lines represent the trajectories with the ini-
tial conditions rR(0) = (xR(0), 0), ṙR(0) = (0, 0), and
vG(0) = (0, V0(xR(0)) ± 0.2cs) with xR(0) = 10ξ, respec-
tively. Black lines represent the trajectories of massless vor-

tices given by r1(t) = (−xR(0)
2

, V0(xR(0))t) and r2(t) =

(+xR(0)
2

, V0(xR(0))t) in common with (a)–(c) in both Fig. 7
and this figure. Each marker shows the position of the vortex
at t = 300τξ, and its size corresponds to the vortex core size.
Note that the three different trajectories overlap in (a).

sider different initial velocities;

ẋR(0) = 0,

vG(0) = V0(xR(0))± 0.2cs,

where M = 0.2 holds. In Fig. 8, the graphs (red and
blue) of the amplitude agree well with previous results
(orange). This indicates that it is also difficult to ob-
serve the amplitude, as in the above case. However,
as shown in Fig. 9, we can see that the massive vor-
tices are delayed (proceed) in the y−axis direction when
vG(0) = V0(xR(0)) + 0.2cs (vG(0) = V0(xR(0)) − 0.2cs)
compared to the massless vortices. The distance be-
tween the massive and massless vortices may be suffi-
ciently large to be observed after a long time. It would
be an interesting topic for future work to suggest specific
methods to observe the distance efficiently.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We theoretically investigated the two-dimensional dy-
namics of quantum vortices with inertia based on the
massive PVM. The time and length scales in many-body
problems of massive vortices are respectively character-
ized by τ and σ, determined by the circulation quantum,
fluid density, and vortex mass [Eqs. (8) and (9)]. Con-
sidering the circular motion of two like-sign vortices, we
have two solutions: a cyclotron branch with rotational
frequency Ω+ and a massless branch with Ω−. The cy-
clotron branch Ω+ is a clear distinction from the result
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of the massless PVM but is typically unstable with a
large Mach number beyond the incompressible approx-
imation in bosonic superfluids (Fig. 2), whereas it can
be stabilized in fermionic superfluids. For the massless
branch Ω−, we revealed that massive vortices are delayed
or proceed substantially compared to massless vortices,
depending on the initial velocity along the circular tra-
jectory. In other words, the impact of the vortex mass
on the trajectory appears as an angle shift, which en-
ables us to quantitatively verify the vortex mass in the
experiments (Fig. 3). The inter-vortex distance of the
circular motion has a lower limit 2σ, which characterizes
the final state of the splitting instability of a doubly-
quantized vortex at zero temperature. We also showed
that a vortex–antivortex pair spontaneously annihilates
even at absolute zero if the relative kinetic energy is given
to vortices with distance r ≤ σ of translational motion
at the initial state.

The impact of the vortex mass is detectable, for exam-
ple, by tracking the angles of the circular trajectories of
like-sign vortices with opposite initial velocities in super-
fluid atomic gases in a box potential with slab geometry.
The initial velocity can be manipulated by introducing
two blue-detuned pinning potentials [23, 26] that move
along a circle with diameter r > 2σ. Revisiting the prob-
lem of splitting instability is another interesting direction
for examining the vortex mass. Therefore, it is help-
ful to observe the final distance rfin in both bosonic and
fermionic superfluids for evaluating the upper bound of
the vortex mass quantitatively with Eq. (29).

Because broken U(1)-symmetry of a superfluid in the
ground state is essential for describing the incompress-
ible potential flows within the massive PVM, our the-
ory is also applicable to certain types of multicompo-
nent superfluids. In addition to segregated binary BECs
proposed in Refs. [12–17], a strongly ferromagnetic su-
perfluid of 7Li atoms with a negative quadratic Zeeman
energy [43] is a timely target of our theory, in which a
vortex in a spin component is occupied by another spin
component, thus forming integer or fractional magnetic
skyrmions [44]. Intriguingly, the cyclotron branch can be
stable with a small Mach number in topological quantum
fluid 3He-B, where the vortex core is occupied by super-
fluid orders other than the bulk order [30, 45]; thus, the
vortex mass can be large.
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Appendix A: Finite size effect for a vortex–vortex
pair

Here, we show the Hamiltonian of the relative mo-
tion of a vortex–vortex pair with a round boundary (see
Ref. [12]). We consider a circular boundary with radius
Rsys and select its center as the origin of the coordinate
plane. When the boundary is at rest, the normal com-
ponent of the velocity field with respect to the boundary
must be zero at the boundary for the ideal fluid [1]. Ac-
cording to the method of images in electromagnetics [46],
an image vortex, which is the counterpart of an image
charge, is required to replicate the boundary condition.
In our case, the image vortex of the ith (i = 1, 2) vortex
at ri with +κ must be placed at

r′i =
R2

sys

|ri|2
ri (A1)

and have opposite circulations −κ. Then, one vortex
interacts with the three vortices; the other vortex and
two image vortices. The equation of motion of the ith
vortex is

mv
d2ri
dt2

= ρκez ×
(
dri
dt

− v′
ij

)
(j ̸= i) (A2)

with induced velocity

v′
ij =

κ

2π

ez × (ri − rj)

|ri − rj |2

− κ

2π

ez × (ri − r′i)

|ri − r′i|2
− κ

2π

ez × (ri − r′j)

|ri − r′j |2
. (A3)

Subsequently, we introduce the following Lagrangian:

L′(r1, r2, ṙ1, ṙ2)

=
1

2
mv(ṙ

2
1 + ṙ22) +

ρκ

2
(ṙ1 × r1 + ṙ2 × r2) · ez

+
ρκ2

2π
ln

|r1 − r2|
σ

− ρκ2

2π
ln

(
1− r1 · r2

R2
sys

)
− ρκ2

4π
ln

(
1− |r1|2

R2
sys

)
− ρκ2

4π
ln

(
1− |r2|2

R2
sys

)
,

(A4)

where the constants are added and included in each log-
arithmic term.

Similar to the calculations presented in Sec. IIIA, we
introduce rG = r1+r2

2 and rR = r2−r1. We set rG(t) = 0
by providing the proper initial condition based on the
two-fold rotational symmetry of the system with respect
to the origin. Therefore, the Lagrangian of relative mo-
tion is obtained by substituting r1 = −rR

2 and r2 = +rR

2
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into Eq. (A4):

L′
R(rR, ṙR)

= LR(rR, ṙR)−
ρκ2

2π
ln

[
1 +

|rR|2

(2Rsys)2

]
− ρκ2

2π
ln

[
1− |rR|2

(2Rsys)2

]
= LR(rR, ṙR)−

ρκ2

2π
ln

[
1− |rR|4

(2Rsys)4

]
, (A5)

where LR denotes the Lagrangian without a boundary,
given by Eq. (13). Consequently, the factor caused by
the finite size effect is summarized in an additional loga-
rithmic term. Using the polar coordinate rR = (r, θ), we
obtain the Lagrangian

L′
R(r, θ, ṙ, θ̇)

= LR(r, θ, ṙ, θ̇)−
ρκ2

2π
ln

[
1−

(
r

2Rsys

)4
]

(A6)

and the canonical momenta

p′r =
∂L′

R

∂ṙ
=

∂LR

∂ṙ
= pr, (A7)

p′θ =
∂L′

R

∂θ̇
=

∂LR

∂θ̇
= pθ (A8)

with Eqs. (14) and (15). Therefore, by performing the

Legendre transformation H ′
R = ṙp′r+ θ̇p′θ−L′

R, we obtain
the Hamiltonian given by Eq. (19).

Appendix B: Hamiltonian of a vortex–antivortex
pair

Here, we derive the Hamiltonian of a vortex–antivortex
pair, as shown in Eq. (34) (see Ref. [8]). According to
Eqs. (30) and (31), we introduce the Lagrangian

L(rG, rR, ṙG, ṙR)

=
1

2
Mvṙ

2
G +

1

2
µvṙ

2
R − ρκ

2
(ṙG × rR + ṙR × rG) · ez

− ρκ2

2π
ln

|rR|
σ

, (B1)

where a constant is added and included in the last term.
The canonical momenta are

p′
G =

∂L

∂ṙG
= MvṙG − ρκ

2
rR × ez, (B2)

p′
R =

∂L

∂ṙR
= µvṙR − ρκ

2
rG × ez. (B3)

The Hamiltonian is defined by the Legendre transforma-
tion H ′ = ṙG · p′

G + ṙR · p′
R − L and we obtain

H ′(rG, rR,p
′
G,p

′
R)

=
1

2Mv
p′2
G +

1

2µv
p′2
R +

ρ2κ2

2Mv
r2G +

ρ2κ2

32µv
r2R

+
ρκ

2µv
p′
R · (rG × ez) +

ρκ

2Mv
p′
G · (rR × ez)

+
ρκ2

2π
ln

|rR|
σ

. (B4)

Here, we consider performing a canonical transforma-
tion from the old momenta (p′

G,p
′
R) to the new momenta

(pG,pR). The following generating function is intro-
duced:

W = rG · pG + rR · pR − ρκ

2
(rG × ez) · rR. (B5)

Then, relationships between (p′
G,p

′
R) and (pG,pR) are

p′
G =

∂W

∂rG
= pG +

ρκ

2
rR × ez, (B6)

p′
R =

∂W

∂rR
= pR − ρκ

2
rG × ez. (B7)

Therefore, we have the new Hamiltonian

H(rG, rR,pG,pR)

= H ′(rG, rR,p
′
G(rR,pG),p

′
R(rG,pR)) +

∂W

∂t

=
p2
R

2µv
+

ρ2κ2

8µv

(
rR + ez ×

pG

ρκ

)2

+
ρκ2

2π
ln

|rR|
σ

, (B8)

which correspond to Eqs. (34) and (35). For reference,
we show Hamilton’s equations:

ṙG =
∂H

∂pG
=

∂Ueff

∂pG
, (B9)

ṙR =
∂H

∂pR
=

pR

µv
, (B10)

ṗG = − ∂H

∂rG
= 0, (B11)

ṗR = − ∂H

∂rR
= −∂Ueff

∂rR
. (B12)

The third equation indicates that the pseudo-momentum
pG is conservative.
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