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Spin-orbit-coupled Bose-Einstein condensates are a flexible experimental platform to engineer
synthetic quantum many-body systems. In particular, they host the so-called stripe phase, an
instance of a supersolid state of matter. The peculiar excitation spectrum of the stripe phase, a
definite footprint of its supersolidity, has so far remained out of experimental reach. We achieve
in situ imaging of the stripes and directly observe both superfluid and crystal excitations. We
investigate superfluid hydrodynamics and reveal a stripe compression mode, thus demonstrating
that the system possesses a compressible crystalline structure. Through the frequency softening
of this mode, we locate the supersolid transition point. Our results establish spin-orbit-coupled
supersolids as a platform of choice to investigate supersolidity and its rich dynamics.

Supersolidity is an exotic phase of matter character-
ized by two spontaneously-broken continuous symme-
tries, translational symmetry and U(1) gauge symmetry
[1, 2]. They are associated to two independent order pa-
rameters and manifest themselves as a modulated den-
sity, reminiscent of a solid, and a global phase coherence,
characteristic of a superfluid [3–5]. This dual nature leads
to a remarkably rich excitation spectrum with both su-
perfluid and crystal excitations [6], including two gapless
Goldstone modes. After the first realizations of super-
solids in quantum gases [7–11], exploring their dynamics
has thus been the focus of experimental research in re-
cent years [12–19] as it provides an unambiguous signa-
ture of supersolidity. Bose-Einstein condensates (BECs)
with spin-orbit coupling, where the internal states of the
particles are linked to their momentum through optical
coupling [20], have been shown to host a supersolid state
of matter in the form of the so-called stripe phase. Due to
its conceptual simplicity, it can be described analytically
and is thus ideally suited to study the exotic properties
of supersolids [20–24]. However, only very fragile real-
izations of the stripe phase have been demonstrated so
far, and the contrast of the stripes, i.e., of the density
modulation, was vanishingly small [8, 25]. As a result,
the excitations of this phase have been widely believed
to be experimentally inaccessible and a debate has arisen
over their nature [26]. It was fueled by the observation
that other platforms fall into two distinct categories: su-
persolids that support phonon modes [13, 15], and su-
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persolids that are stiff [12], meaning that the periodicity
of their density modulation is fixed. This led to the fol-
lowing question: are spin-orbit-coupled supersolid stripes
stiff or do they host phonon modes?

In this work, we experimentally explore the excitation
spectrum of the stripe phase and show that spin-orbit-
coupled supersolids have a compressible crystal structure
and are not stiff. By harnessing the tunable interaction
properties of ultracold potassium, we overcome the limi-
tations of previous approaches and realize a stable stripe
phase that persists at coupling regimes with strong mod-
ulation contrast. While the modulated density pattern
could only be probed indirectly in previous experiments
[8, 25], here we achieve in situ imaging of the stripes
using a matter-wave magnification scheme. By exciting
the collective modes of the system, we are able to ad-
dress both superfluid and crystal-like aspects of super-
solids. We show the existence of particle flow between
the stripes and observe a stripe compression mode, i.e.,
an oscillation of the modulation period, which unambigu-
ously proves the compressibility of the crystalline struc-
ture. Furthermore, we locate the phase transition from
the supersolid to an unmodulated superfluid through fre-
quency softening of the compression mode.

I. Supersolid spin-orbit-coupled condensates

In spin-orbit-coupled BECs, supersolidity stems
from the unconventional dispersion relation and the
momentum-dependent interactions that arise due to the
mixing of spin and spatial degrees of freedom [20–23].
The dispersion relation displays two minima in momen-
tum space [28], which results in two possible phases at
the many-body level, sketched in Fig. 1(a). The plane-
wave phase, which appears when a single minimum is oc-
cupied, has a homogeneous density profile. In contrast,
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FIG. 1. A robust high-contrast spin-orbit-coupled supersolid. (a) Spin-orbit-coupled BECs at small coupling have
a dispersion relation with two minima, leading to two possible many-body phases: the unmodulated plane-wave phase (one
minimum occupied) and the modulated supersolid-stripe phase (both minima occupied). (b) Two-photon Raman coupling
scheme with two beams of frequency difference ∆ωR, coupling strength Ω, detuning δ, and recoil momentum per beam h̄kR
(tunable through the angle of the Raman beams θ), used to engineer spin-orbit coupling. (c) Dispersion relation E(k) of
the lower optically-dressed state (solid line), compared to that of the bare atomic states (dashed lines). Colorscale: spin
polarization P of the dressed state. The system can be modeled as a mixture of condensates in the left ℓ and right r wells,
which consist of a coherent superposition of the bare spin states (red and blue circles) and have modified effective interaction
properties given by the effective scattering lengths aℓℓ, aℓr and arr. (d) Effective interaction parameters at δ = 0 vs. Raman
coupling Ω, calculated via the mixture model. Vertical black dashed line: supersolid phase transition point Ωc separating the
supersolid-stripe phase and the plane-wave phase. This figure shows how tuning interaction strengths can stabilize the stripe
phase vs. the plane-wave phase. (e) Phase diagram of a homogeneous spin-orbit-coupled BEC featuring a large and stable
supersolid stripe phase, calculated with the variational ansatz of [23, 27]. C is the contrast of the density modulation. Dashed
lines: phase boundaries calculated with the mixture model. Gray band: region experimentally explored in this work, with
detuning h̄δ = 0.00± 0.02ER. Parameters in (d) and (e) correspond to 41K at a magnetic field B = 51.7G and with a density
1× 1014 atoms/cm3, which realizes a robust and high-contrast supersolid stripe phase.

the stripe phase, which occurs when both minima are
occupied, has a spontaneously modulated density profile
while it retains the spatial phase coherence of the con-
densate [20–23], and constitutes a supersolid [6]. The
experimental challenge is to create a situation where the
stripe phase occupies a significant portion of the phase
diagram [20]. To quantitatively investigate the stability
of the stripe phase and find a suitable regime to probe
supersolid excitations, we have developed an analytical
model.

This model considers the dressed states at the two
minima of the dispersion relation, which emerges when
two different states ↓ and ↑ (e.g., internal atomic states
[20, 25], or different bands of an optical lattice [8]) are
coupled through an optical field that transfers momen-
tum to the atoms. A pair of laser beams in a two-
photon Raman configuration with frequency difference
∆ωR, two-photon Rabi frequency Ω and two-photon de-
tuning δ is used, as depicted in Fig. 1(b). It leads to
a momentum transfer 2h̄kR along the x direction ex,
with h̄kR the recoil momentum unit and h̄ = h/(2π)
the reduced Planck’s constant. The atom-photon dressed
states have a momentum-dependent spin composition,
which is set by the polarization parameter P = δ̃/Ω̃,

where δ̃ = δ−2h̄kRk/m and Ω̃ =
√

Ω2 + δ̃2 are the gener-

alized detuning and Rabi frequency. Here m is the atomic
mass and h̄k is the momentum along x in the frame ro-
tating at ∆ωR and co-moving with the Raman coupling
fields [29]. In this frame, the single-particle Hamiltonian
of the system takes the translationally invariant form

Hkin =
h̄2

2m
(k + kRσzex)2 − h̄δ

2
σz +

h̄Ω

2
σx, (1)

where σx and σz are Pauli matrices. For h̄Ω < 4ER,
where ER = h̄2k2R/2m is the Raman recoil energy, the
dispersion relation of the lower dressed state features two
minima, see Fig. 1(c). The system behaves as a mix-
ture of condensates in the left (ℓ) and right (r) wells
that are non-orthogonal. Thus, a modulated density
profile emerges due to interference between them when
both ℓ and r are simultaneously occupied and miscible
[20, 28]. Their overlap increases with the spin-orbit cou-
pling strength, leading to a contrast of the density modu-
lation that, away from the transition, scales linearly with
Ω [29].

Our effective field theory is based on the effective inter-
actions of the optically-dressed states, which are given by
the polarization at the dispersion minima [29]. We name
it the mixture model because it builds on the mixture
picture introduced by [20, 28]. It delivers analytic ex-
pressions for both ground state properties and collective
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FIG. 2. In situ observation of supersolid stripes. (a) Single shot experimental image of the in situ density profile of the
cloud at h̄Ω = 2.00± 0.08ER measured with matter-wave optics. The image is rescaled to represent the expected cloud aspect
ratio before matter-wave magnification along x. Top right: corresponding density profile integrated along the stripes. The
black line denotes a modulated Gaussian fit with stripe spacing d. Bottom right: histogram showing the spatial phase of the
modulation ϕ over 350 realizations. (b) Spacing d of the stripes vs. Raman coupling Ω measured from in situ (blue circles) and
time-of-flight (gray squares, see [29]). Solid line: single-particle theory prediction, obtained from the inverse of the momentum
difference of the minima of the dispersion relation (shown on the right for different spin-orbit coupling strengths Ω). Errorbars
correspond to one standard error of the mean (eom). The blue shaded area shows the systematic error of the in situ data from
the magnification calibration.

excitations [29] and highlights the conceptual simplicity
of spin-orbit-coupled supersolids. Figure 1(d) shows the
effective interaction parameters according to our mixture
model for a gas with bare scattering lengths a↑↑, a↓↓, and
a↑↓ at detuning δ = 0. Increasing Ω reduces the effective
intra-well interactions aℓℓ, arr and increases the inter-
well ones aℓr. As a result, the miscibility of the system is
reduced and it becomes energetically favorable to occupy
a single minimum of the dispersion relation as soon as
aℓr > aℓℓ or aℓr > arr. The crystal-like modulation is
then lost and the system transitions to the plane-wave
state. This relation between interactions and coupling
strength demonstrates that obtaining a stripe phase at
large couplings requires a↑↓ ≪ a↑↑, a↓↓. This situation is
not available in atomic species like the 87Rb used in pre-
vious works, where the small scattering length difference
yields a very fragile supersolid phase with a contrast of
the density modulation C < 5% [20, 25, 30, 31]. However,
we can achieve it by exploiting two-component potassium
BECs, where the interactions are tunable using Feshbach
resonances [32]. The complete phase diagram of the sys-
tem with 41K at 51.7 G in the parameter space of Ω and
δ is depicted in Fig. 1(e). The stripe phase appears as
a dome that is not centered at δ = 0 due to the setting
a↓↓ < a↑↑. The phase diagram shows the contrast C
according to the variational model of Refs. [23, 27], in
excellent agreement with the black dashed lines, which
are analytical predictions from our mixture model. This
constitutes an unusually large, stable, and high-contrast
supersolid stripe phase and provides an excellent regime
to perform our experiments.

II. In situ observation of supersolid stripes

We realize the supersolid stripe phase with a Bose-
Einstein condensate of 41K atoms in states |↓⟩ ≡

|F = 1,mF = 0⟩ and |↑⟩ ≡ |F = 1,mF = −1⟩. By set-
ting the magnetic field to B = 51.7 ± 0.1 G, between
an intra-spin and an inter-spin Feshbach resonance, we
tune the bare state interactions to (a↑↑, a↓↓, a↑↓) = (115±
10, 65±1, 40±8) a0, where a0 is the Bohr radius [32]. We
couple the two states with two Raman laser beams of or-
thogonal polarizations at the tune-out wavelength λR =
768.97 nm, for which scalar potentials cancel. We work at
a zero two-photon Raman detuning h̄δ = 0.00 ± 0.02ER

(gray band in Fig. 1(e)), where the phase transition point
is independent of the atomic density for our parameter
regime [33]. The Raman beams have a relative angle of
θ = 94 ± 1◦, which leads to a momentum transfer along
the x direction of 2h̄kR = 4πh̄sin(θ/2)/λR [29].

A major challenge for the observation of the super-
solid density modulation is the large optical density of
the cloud and the small period of the stripes d (< 1 µm).
Previous experiments circumvented this difficulty by in-
directly revealing the density modulation through Bragg
scattering of light [8, 25]. We instead obtain direct ac-
cess to the stripes by magnifying the density distribu-
tion by a factor of 25 ± 2 along the modulated direction
with matter-wave optics, before observing the magnified
stripes with absorption imaging [29]. Figure 2(a) shows a
typical in situ atomic density distribution, as well as the
corresponding integrated density profile for a spin-orbit
coupling strength h̄Ω = 2.00± 0.08ER. We find that the
position of the stripes, given by the spatial phase ϕ of
the modulation pattern, takes random values from one
experimental realization to another (see right panel).

To investigate the periodicity of the stripes, we extract
the stripe spacing from in situ images taken at different
spin-orbit coupling strengths Ω. Figure 2(b) shows that
the stripe spacing d increases significantly with Ω, which
can be understood from a momentum-space picture. The
stripe spacing is given by the momentum difference ∆k
of the two dressed states through d = 2π/∆k which, at
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equilibrium, corresponds to the difference between the
two minima of the dispersion relation (see right panel).
It can also be inferred from spin-resolved momentum-
space images obtained through time-of-flight expansion.
Contrary to the in situ one, this analysis is model depen-
dent [29], resulting in a spacing π/kR at the zero-coupling
point by construction. The data is shown as gray squares
in Fig. 2(b). Within their respective uncertainties, both
in situ and time-of-flight data agree with the theory pre-
diction. Thus, our observations demonstrate that the
period of spin-orbit-coupled supersolids is not externally
imposed by the wavelength of the coupling laser. This
variable crystalline pattern stands in contrast to cavity-
mediated supersolidity, where the modulation period is
fixed by the light wavelength [12].

III. Probing superfluid hydrodynamics
through excitations

Supersolids are characterized by a superfluid flow
through the crystalline structure that maintains the
global phase coherence of the system [1, 5]. While
previous experiments demonstrated phase coherence in
spin-orbit-coupled supersolids using Talbot interferome-
try [25], our in situ images allow us to investigate instead
the superfluid hydrodynamic properties of the system.
To this end, we followed the procedure developed for su-
persolids in dipolar gases [14] and studied the population
imbalance between stripes. Figure 3(a) shows the imbal-
ance between side stripes η as a function of the displace-
ment D of the central stripe with respect to the center
of mass of the cloud (see illustration of D and η in the
inset and [29]). We see a clear linear correlation between
displacement and imbalance, revealing that a phase shift
of the crystal structure is compensated by a superfluid
counterflow. Such a phase shift provides evidence that
the low-energy crystal Goldstone mode of the finite-size
system is excited [14].

To probe other signatures of superfluidity, we investi-
gate the collective breathing and dipole modes of the sys-
tem, which we detect through the evolution of the cloud’s
width σ and the displacement of its center of mass x0,
respectively. In conventional BECs, a ratio of their fre-
quencies ωB/ωD =

√
5/2 (with ωB and ωD the breathing

and dipole mode frequencies) signals a system described
by superfluid hydrodynamics and thus supports the su-
perfluid character of the cloud [34]. Fig. 3(b) shows the
breathing oscillation of our system. We find a frequency
of ωB/ωD = 1.5±0.1, in good agreement with the conven-
tional BEC prediction. This behavior is consistent with
numerical simulations of the Gross-Pitaevskii equation
which implicitly assume superfluid hydrodynamics [33].
Here the dipole mode frequency ωD differs from the trap-
ping frequency ωx because spin-orbit-coupled systems vi-
olate Kohn’s theorem [35, 36], analogously to superfluids
subjected to an optical lattice [37, 38]. Another interest-
ing aspect is that, due to the changing size of the cloud,
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FIG. 3. Crystal Goldstone mode and superfluid hydro-
dynamics. (a) Population imbalance between side stripes
η vs. displacement of the central stripe D with respect to
the center of mass of the cloud (see inset and [29]). For
a harmonically-trapped system with superfluid flow, where
a sliding of the density modulation is compensated by par-
ticle exchange between the stripes, both quantities are lin-
early correlated and provide evidence for the crystal Gold-
stone mode. (b) Top panel: Breathing mode of the overall
cloud, observed through its size σ vs. time. Solid line: sinu-
soidal fit used to extract the breathing frequency ωB, yielding
ωB/ωD = 1.5 ± 0.1 ∼

√
5/2 with ωD the dipole mode fre-

quency, as expected from superfluid hydrodynamics. Bottom
panel: number of stripes in the supersolid cloud. It dynami-
cally changes during half of a breathing oscillation (see shaded
area in top panel), supporting the existence of superfluid flow
across the system. Errorbars denote one standard eom.

the number of stripes in the supersolid varies with time.
The bottom panel of Fig. 3(b) shows that the superfluid
flow can dynamically create additional stripes. Thus, our
data support the superfluid character of the system via
the frequency of its breathing mode and the existence of
dynamic particle flow between the stripes.

IV. Stripe compression excitations and
location of the supersolid phase

transition

Supersolids host a rich excitation spectrum originating
from both their crystal-like and their superfluid char-
acter. Previous studies have revealed significant differ-
ences between platforms. Dipolar supersolids host crys-
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FIG. 4. Stripe compression mode and supersolid phase transition. (a) In situ observation of the stripe compression
mode. After a rapid ramp of the coupling strength Ω ending at t = 0, the spacing of the stripes d oscillates in time, demonstrating
that the crystal structure is not stiff. Errorbars denote one eom. Bottom: sketch of the stripe compression in real space (left)
and in momentum space (right). (b) Observation of mode softening from momentum-space measurements. Top: collective
frequencies of the dipole mode (red squares) and stripe compression mode (blue circles), in units of the trapping frequency
ωx, vs. coupling strength Ω. Solid lines: mixture model predictions without fitting parameters. Vertical black dashed line:
thermodynamic limit prediction of the critical point Ωc [29]. Bottom: example oscillations of the relative momentum of the
dressed states h̄∆k for h̄Ω = 0, 1.50 ± 0.06 and 2.10 ± 0.08ER, with the exponentially decaying sinusoidal fits (solid lines)
used to extract the corresponding frequencies. Errorbars: error on the fit (top panel) and standard deviation of up to three
repetitions (bottom panel). (c) Top: frequency softening of the stripe compression mode for magnetic fields B = 51.52± 0.02,
51.75± 0.02 and 51.85± 0.02G (from dark to light blue, respectively). Bottom: phase diagram of the supersolid-to-plane-wave
phase transition, calculated from the mixture model. Solid blue lines: magnetic field values corresponding to the top panel.
Gray dashed line: phase boundary predicted by the mixture model.

tal phonon-like modes [13, 15]. Instead, phonons are ab-
sent in cavity supersolids and multimode cavities are re-
quired to restore them [39]. This difference has led to
controversial discussions on a supposed stiffness of the
stripe pattern of spin-orbit-coupled supersolids, which
were only recently clarified theoretically with the predic-
tion of stripe compression modes akin to those of dipo-
lar supersolids [26]. Here, we address this question ex-
perimentally. To this end, we prepare the system by a
non-adiabatic ramp of the spin-orbit coupling strength
Ω, which is slow enough to remain in the lower dressed
state, but sufficiently fast to excite the stripe pattern
[29]. Figure 4(a) depicts the evolution of the modulation
period d over time for a system with h̄Ω = 2.00±0.08ER.
Remarkably, we observe that d is not constant, but in-
stead displays a dynamical oscillation corresponding to
a stripe compression mode. Its appearance proves that
supersolids in spin-orbit-coupled BECs are not stiff. Ob-
serving this mode is a smoking gun of a fully dynamic
supersolid, as it reveals the existence of a crystal phonon
branch [26].

In a momentum-space picture, this mode is caused
by an out-of-phase oscillation of the ℓ and r conden-
sates in their dispersion minima, and within our effective
mixture model thus corresponds to a spin-dipole mode.
This mode disappears at the transition to the plane-wave
phase. Its frequency has been theoretically predicted to
reduce its value when approaching the supersolid stripe

to plane-wave phase transition, reaching a minimum at
the transition point Ωc [40, 41]. In the next series of ex-
periments, we therefore focus on determining the critical
value Ωc for a spin-orbit coupling detuning δ = 0 through
the frequency of the compression mode. To measure its
softening, it is essential to prepare the ground state of
the system. In spin-orbit-coupled BECs, this is challeng-
ing due to the existence of very long-lived metastable
states [20] with spin polarization P ̸= P0, where P0 is
the polarization of the ground state. In the limit of large
system sizes our mixture model predicts that, for each
value of Ω, P0 minimizes the stripe compression mode
frequency ωSC [29]. We thus experimentally minimize
ωSC as a function of polarization P for different coupling
strengths Ω, which allows us to investigate the expected
mode softening of the compression mode when approach-
ing Ωc. To enhance our detection in the regimes of weak
coupling Ω and large spin polarization P , we exploit mo-
mentum space images to perform this measurement [29].

Figure 4(b) summarizes our results. It displays the fre-
quencies of the dipole and stripe compression modes as a
function of the spin-orbit coupling strength Ω, measured
at the polarization P that experimentally minimizes ωSC,
thus approximating the ground state polarization P0.
We observe that the frequency of both modes diminishes
when increasing Ω. For the dipole mode (red squares), it
is due to the reduction of curvature of the dispersion rela-
tion at the minima (i.e., an increase of the effective mass
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[42, 43]). The frequency of the dipole mode vanishes
at the plane-wave to single-minimum transition, which
in the single-particle regime takes place at h̄Ω = 4ER

and has been investigated in previous works [35, 36]. It
does not show particular features in the Raman coupling
range explored here. In contrast, the frequency of the
compression mode (blue circles), dramatically decreases
when approaching the expected supersolid phase transi-
tion point Ωc (vertical black dashed line). The softening
of the mode can also be clearly observed in the three
exemplary oscillations included in the figure.

We compare our experimental results with our the-
oretical prediction (solid lines) and find a good agree-
ment. The theoretical lines have no fitting parameters
and result from a method originally developed to an-
alytically predict the mode frequencies in conventional
mixtures [44], which we adapt to our mixture model
[29]. In the vicinity of the phase transition point the
experimental data deviates from the thermodynamic-
limit theory due to finite size effects, which give a fi-
nite gap to the zero-energy modes. All measurements
displayed in Fig. 4(b) are taken at a magnetic field
B = 51.75± 0.02 G, resulting in a supersolid phase tran-
sition located at h̄Ωc = 2.05 ± 0.08ER (vertical dashed
line). By exploiting the rich Feshbach spectrum of 41K
[32], we can furthermore tune the bare-state interactions
and displace the phase transition point. The top panel of
Fig. 4(c) summarizes the results of such measurements,
which are in good agreement with the theoretical expec-
tations (solid lines) and the predicted phase diagram of
the system as a function of the magnetic field (bottom
panel). This final measurement showcases the tunability
of the supersolid phase transition in our system.

V. Conclusion

We have leveraged the tunable interaction properties
of potassium atoms to realize a robust and high-contrast
supersolid stripe phase in a spin-orbit-coupled BEC. We
have imaged in situ its density modulation and have ob-
served its rich dynamics. By observing a crystal com-
pression mode, we have demonstrated that spin-orbit-
coupled supersolid stripes are not stiff. We have used
the frequency softening of this mode to locate the phase
transition. Natural extensions of our work include the
observation of other supersolid excitation modes, such
as the crystal Higgs mode, and collective spin breathing
[33, 40] and stripe angle oscillations [26], that could clar-
ify how the spin degree of freedom further distinguishes
spin-orbit-coupled supersolids from other platforms. Our
system also opens the possibility of investigating the su-
perfluid fraction across the phase transition [24]. Finally,
by setting the effective interactions between the dressed
condensates to attractive values (aℓr < 0) it is possible

to cancel the overall mean-field energy and reveal be-
yond mean-field effects. They are expected to stabilize
quantum liquid droplets [45, 46] with supersolid proper-
ties [47, 48], thus providing a platform to systematically
investigate the influence of quantum fluctuations on su-
persolidity.
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Cellex and Fundació Mir-Puig. C.S.C., S.H., and
R.R. acknowledge support from the European Union
(Marie Sk lodowska-Curie–713729, Marie Sk lodowska
Curie–101149245 Epiquant, and Marie Sk lodowska-
Curie–101030630 UltraComp). V.B.M. acknowledges
support from the Beatriu de Pinós Program and the
Ministry of Research and Universities of the Government
of Catalonia (Grant No. 2019-BP-00228). J.C. acknowl-
edges support from the Ministry of Economic Affairs
and Digital Transformation of the Spanish Government
through the QUANTUM ENIA project call – Quantum
Spain project, and A.C. acknowledges support from the
UAB Talent Research program during the early stages
of this work.
Author contributions: C.S.C. and R.R. developed and

took preliminary data on the first Raman coupling and
matter-wave optics magnification experimental schemes.
S.H., V.B.M. and R.V. developed the final magnifica-
tion scheme, devised the experimental collective excita-
tion methods and observables, and took the final data.
S.H. and R.V. analyzed the final data. J.C., C.S.C, L.T.,
and A.C. developed the theory. J.C., C.S.C., and V.B.M.
performed numerical simulations. S.H., R.V., J.C., and
L.T. wrote the manuscript. L.T. developed the concept,
and A.C. and L.T. supervised the work.



7

[1] M. Boninsegni and N. V. Prokof’ev, Colloquium: Super-
solids: What and where are they?, Rev. Mod. Phys. 84,
759 (2012).

[2] A. Recati and S. Stringari, Supersolidity in ultracold
dipolar gases, Nat. Rev. Phys. 5, 735 (2023).

[3] A. F. Andreev and I. Lifshitz, Quantum theory of defects
in crystals, Sov. Phys. JETP 29, 1107 (1969).

[4] G. V. Chester, Speculations on Bose-Einstein condensa-
tion and quantum crystals, Phys. Rev. A 2, 256 (1970).

[5] A. J. Leggett, Can a solid be ”Superfluid”?, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 25, 1543 (1970).

[6] J. Hofmann and W. Zwerger, Hydrodynamics of a super-
fluid smectic, J. Stat. Mech. 2021, 033104 (2021).
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[20] Y. J. Lin, K. Jiménez-Garćıa, and I. B. Spielman, Spin-
orbit-coupled Bose-Einstein condensates, Nature 471, 83
(2011).

[21] C. Wang, C. Gao, C.-M. Jian, and H. Zhai, Spin-orbit
coupled spinor Bose-Einstein condensates, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 105, 160403 (2010).

[22] T.-L. Ho and S. Zhang, Bose-Einstein condensates with
spin-orbit interaction, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 150403
(2011).

[23] Y. Li, L. P. Pitaevskii, and S. Stringari, Quantum tri-
criticality and phase transitions in spin-orbit coupled
Bose-Einstein condensates, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 225301
(2012).

[24] G. I. Martone and S. Stringari, Supersolid phase of a spin-
orbit-coupled Bose-Einstein condensate: A perturbation
approach, SciPost Phys. 11, 92 (2021).
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[37] M. Krämer, L. Pitaevskii, and S. Stringari, Macroscopic
dynamics of a trapped Bose-Einstein condensate in the
presence of 1D and 2D optical lattices, Phys. Rev. Lett.
88, 180404 (2002).

[38] C. Fort, F. S. Cataliotti, L. Fallani, F. Ferlaino, P. Mad-
daloni, and M. Inguscio, Collective excitations of a
trapped Bose-Einstein condensate in the presence of a
1D optical lattice, Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 140405 (2003).

[39] Y. Guo, R. M. Kroeze, B. P. Marsh, S. Gopalakrishnan,
J. Keeling, and B. L. Lev, An optical lattice with sound,
Nature 599, 211 (2021).

[40] L. Chen, H. Pu, Z.-Q. Yu, and Y. Zhang, Collective exci-
tation of a trapped Bose-Einstein condensate with spin-
orbit coupling, Phys. Rev. A 95, 033616 (2017).

[41] K. T. Geier, G. I. Martone, P. Hauke, and S. Stringari,
Exciting the Goldstone modes of a supersolid spin-orbit-
coupled Bose gas, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 115301 (2021).

[42] Y.-J. Lin, R. L. Compton, K. Jiménez-Garćıa, W. D.
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Materials and Methods

I. Experimental parameters and system
preparation

BEC preparation. We perform the experiments with
a 41K BEC in the Zeeman sublevels of the F = 1
hyperfine manifold |↓⟩ ≡ |F = 1,mF = 0⟩ and |↑⟩ ≡
|F = 1,mF = −1⟩. To prepare an incoherent spin mix-
ture of variable spin composition, we start with a BEC
in |↓⟩, apply a radio-frequency (rf) pulse to transfer the
cloud partially to state |↑⟩, and hold the cloud for 3 ms
to let it decohere. The spin composition of the sys-
tem depends on the length of the rf pulse. Throughout
the paper, we quantify it via the polarization parame-
ter of the cloud P , which we experimentally measure as
P = (N↑ −N↓)/(N↑ +N↓) with Ni the number of atoms
in state i =↑, ↓.

Confining potentials. We trap the atoms in a crossed
optical dipole trap consisting of a guide beam along the
x direction and a confining beam along the z direction,
see fig. S1(a). It creates a spin-independent potential on
the atoms Vho = m(ω2

xx
2 +ω2

yy
2 +ω2

zz
2)/2, where ωi are

the trapping frequencies, see table S1.
Interactions. We set the magnetic field B in the range

51.5 − 51.9 G, in between two Feshbach resonances that
allow us to adjust the bare scattering lengths a↑↑ and a↑↓,
leaving a↓↓ unchanged [32]. To improve the accuracy of
the a↑↓ scattering length values, to which the stripe com-
pression mode frequency is very sensitive, we measure
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FIG. S1. Experimental setup and scattering length.
(a) Sketch of the optical setup. Top panel: x-z-plane (side
view) with confining beam, guide beam and direction of the
magnetic field B. Bottom panel: x-y-plane (top view) with
guide beam and Raman beams. (b) Top panel: location of
the ↑↓ Feshbach resonance through loss spectroscopy. Blue
circles (red squares) show the atom number of state ↑ (↓).
The shaded area indicates the field B0 of the resonance. Bot-
tom panel: dependence of the a↑↓ (purple dashed line), a↑↑
(blue solid line) and a↓↓ (red solid line) scattering lengths on
the magnetic field B as resulting from the loss spectroscopy
measurements and [32]. Vertical black dotted lines line: mag-
netic field values used in this study.

Parameter In situ Time-of-flight
ωx/2π (Hz) 150± 7 270± 12
ωy/2π (Hz) 180± 15 290± 15
ωz/2π (Hz) 103± 5 103± 5
B (G) 51.7± 0.1 51.52± 0.02, 51.75± 0.02,

51.85± 0.02
a↑↑ (a0) 115± 10 146± 6, 110± 2, 103± 1
a↓↓ (a0) 65± 1 65± 1, 65± 1, 65± 1
a↑↓ (a0) 40± 8 50± 1, 39± 2, 23± 6
N (103) typ. 15 35± 5

TABLE S1. Experimental parameters. Trapping frequen-
cies in the crossed optical dipole trap (ωx, ωz), magnetic field
B, scattering lengths a↑↑, a↓↓, and a↑↓ in units of the Bohr
radius a0, and total atom number N , for the different experi-
ments presented in the main text. In situ experiments: Figs.
2, 3, and 4(a). Time-of-flight experiments: Figs. 2(b), 4(b)
and 4(c).

the location of its Feshbach resonance through loss spec-
troscopy in our BEC mixture (see fig. S1(b)). To this
end, we ramp the magnetic field from 54.2 G to a vari-
able value B within 0.5 ms and hold the cloud for 15 ms.
The losses are maximal at B0 = 52.00±0.03 G, which we
identify with the position of the resonance. The scatter-
ing length vs. magnetic field values used throughout the
paper are depicted in fig. S1(b) (bottom panel), where
we have shifted the predictions of a↑↓ from [32] accord-
ing to our new calibration. The interaction parameters
used for the different measurements are summarized in
table S1. There, errorbars in the scattering lengths cor-
respond to the field stability during the measurements
and do not take into account potential systematic errors
on the Feshbach resonance parametrization [32].

Raman coupling. We introduce spin-orbit coupling
along the x axis by coupling the states |↓⟩ and |↑⟩ with
a two-photon Raman transition of two-photon Rabi fre-
quency Ω and detuning δ, which we calibrate as in our
previous work [49]. For all measurements, we set δ = 0,
where the phase boundary is independent of the atomic
density for the densities we realize in the experiment.
The Raman lasers have orthogonal polarizations and op-
erate at the tune-out wavelength λR = 768.97 nm [50, 51],
thus avoiding additional confinement. After preparing
the spin mixture, the spin-orbit coupling strength Ω is
ramped within tramp = 30 ms (6 ms for time-of-flight
data) from zero to its final value. This ramp is slow
enough to avoid excitations to the higher Raman dressed
band (2π/Ω ≈ 0.1 ms), but fast enough to excite collec-
tive modes of the stripes (in situ: 2π/ωx ≈ 7 ms, time-of-
flight: 2π/ωx ≈ 4 ms). To excite the stripe compression
mode at low Raman coupling h̄Ω < 1ER (data points
in Fig. 4), we first ramp the coupling to 1ER and then
reduce it to its final value.
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FIG. S2. Matter-wave optics magnification. (a) Exper-
imental magnifying sequence, which consists of two phases:
the compression phase and the guided expansion phase.
Green area: power of the optical confining beam. Orange
dashed area: power of the Raman coupling beams. Insets:
sketches of the density distribution of the cloud at different
key steps of the sequence (purple). The solid green line rep-
resents the harmonic trap made by the confining beam. (b)
Calibration of the magnification of the matter-wave optics
scheme. The circles correspond to the measured magnifica-
tion as a function of expansion time texpand. Solid line: lin-
ear fit. Black square: resulting magnification for the guided
expansion time used in the main text (texpand = 14ms, dot-
ted line). Dashed line: theoretical expectation MMWO,theo =
ωMWOtexpand.

II. In situ experiments

Matter-wave optics scheme. To resolve in situ the su-
persolid stripes, we adapt previous matter-wave optics
methods to magnify the density profile of the cloud [52–
54] to a spin-orbit-coupled system. Our scheme mag-
nifies the profile only along the direction of the stripes
x and consists of several steps summarized in fig. S2.
First, we simultaneously turn off the Raman coupling
(projecting the dressed states back into the bare states)
and increase the confinement of the harmonic trap along
the x direction to a frequency ωMWO. Then, we let
the atoms evolve in the trap for a quarter of the x
trap period T = 2π/ωMWO. Subsequently, we switch
the x confinement off and let the cloud expand in a
guide beam along x for a time texpand = 14 ms, during
which we switch off the magnetic field. This leads to a
magnification of the in situ density profile by a factor
MMWO,theo = ωMWOtexpand = 24 ± 1, see experimental
calibration below. Finally, we perform spin-independent
absorption imaging at zero magnetic field to obtain the
total density profile of the cloud n = n↑ + n↓ and ob-
serve the magnified stripes. Due to the guiding beam,
our scheme magnifies the density distribution only along
x and not along y. We expect a small effect on the cloud
size in y direction from the sudden increase of power of
the confining beam, which is why the y pixelsize in Fig.
2(a) is indicated in arbitrary units (a.u.).

Matter-wave optics calibrations. We calibrate the mag-
nification of the matter-wave optics sequence by applying
a standing-wave optical lattice along the x direction on
the BEC spin-mixture in the absence of Raman coupling.
Its spacing is dcalib = λcalib/2, where λcalib = 1064 nm.
We apply our magnifying scheme described above for
guided expansion times texpand ranging between 7 to
29 ms and extract the magnification from a linear fit to
the data, see fig. S2(c). We obtain a magnification of
MMWO = 25 ± 2, which is compatible with the theory
expectation MMWO,theo = 24 ± 1.

To verify the effect of interactions during the matter-
wave optics sequence, we create a moving lattice and ex-
ploit Bragg diffraction of a single component BEC. Puls-
ing the lattice imparts momentum to a fraction of the
atoms that depends on the Bragg pulse length tBragg.
The interference between the diffracted and undiffracted
atoms then yields a modulated density profile of spacing
dcalib, whose contrast can be controlled through tBragg.
By comparing the expected and measured contrast as a
function of the pulse time, we conclude that interactions
lead to scattering halos that significantly reduce the con-
trast of the magnified modulated density profiles, but do
not affect the spacing of the modulation [33]. In the su-
persolid data, we thus restrict our analysis to the stripe
spacing and do not exploit the measured values of the
contrast.

Data analysis. We post select our in situ data by
discarding images if the Fourier transform of the inte-
grated 1D density profile does not feature a peak above
a fixed threshold in the spatial frequency region of inter-
est (> 0.05 µm−1). 37% of the images where kept for Fig.
2(b) and 94% of the images where kept for Fig. 2(a), 3
and 4(a). This difference comes from varying day-to-day
experimental conditions. Since the stripe contrast scales
linearly with the spin-orbit coupling strength Ω, stripe
spacing measurements were limited to Ω > 1.4ER/h̄.
Following the theoretical analysis of [23], the integrated
1D density profile is then fitted by a modulated Gaussian

Nfit(x) = Ae−(x−x0)
2/2σ2

×
[
1 + C sin

(
2π(x− x0)

d
+ ϕ

)]
.

(S1)
Here, d, ϕ and C are respectively the spacing, the phase
and the contrast of the supersolid stripe pattern, while
x0 and σ are the center-of-mass position and the charac-
teristic size of the cloud. The initial guess for the spacing
is obtained from the position of the peak in the Fourier
analysis. Such a fit is shown in Fig. 2(a). All the in situ
data presented in Fig. 2, 3 and 4(a) is extracted from
the fitting parameters yielded by this procedure. In Fig.
3(a), we calculate the imbalance η as the normalized dif-
ference of the integrated density of the third stripe to the
left and the third stripe to the right of the center stripe,
whose positions we obtain from the fit. We then correlate
η to the displacement D of the center-most stripe with
respect to the center position x0.
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FIG. S3. Momentum-space imaging scheme. (a) Top
panel: dispersion relation of the spin-orbit-coupled system
with dressed BECs in both minima. The blue and red circles
represent the left (right) dressed BECs, being composed of the
majority blue (red) bare spin state and a smaller admixture of
the red (blue) state. Bottom panel: projection onto the bare
states when switching off the Raman coupling, yielding four
clouds with different spin and momentum. (b) Example of
a spin-resolved time-of-flight image. The momentum transfer
2h̄kR (grey arrows) is fixed by the Raman beams and indepen-
dent of the spin-orbit coupling strength Ω, while the relative
momentum h̄∆k between the dressed BECs is variable. It is
the interference between same spin clouds separated by h̄∆k
that yields the stripe spacing, which can thus also vary. (c)
Left panel: Momentum |h̄kj | of the left j = l (blue) and right
j = r (red) state versus Ω measured from the momentum of
the clouds in time-of-flight. Right panel: Absolute value of
the polarization |P | of the left (blue) and right (red) Raman-
dressed state vs. Ω. Errorbars denote one eom. Black lines:
single-particle predictions at the dispersion minima kℓ(kr).

III. Time-of-flight experiments

Data collection. For the time-of-flight measurements,
we abruptly switch off the Raman coupling, which
projects the dressed BECs back onto the bare states and
leads to two distinct momentum components per spin
state, see fig. S3(a). We then let the atoms expand for
14.2 ms, during which we apply a magnetic field gradient
in z direction to perform Stern-Gerlach separation of the
spin states. Finally, we image the atomic distribution
along the (x+ y) axis and obtain spin resolved images of
the momentum distribution, see example in fig. S3(b).

Data analysis. The stripe spacing (grey squares in
Fig. 2(a)) is extracted from the relative momentum of
the two central momentum clouds, and assuming a to-
tal Raman momentum transfer of 2h̄kR. We take data
vs. holding time, such that we can infer mean values
despite the presence of collective excitations. This tech-
nique thus allows to measure the stripe spacing for low
spin-orbit coupling strength and very polarized mixtures.
However, as opposed to the in situ data, it relies on as-

sumptions regarding the spin-orbit coupling. For the fre-
quency measurements of the stripe compression mode of
Fig. 4(b), we determine the momentum difference ∆k of
the two minima in the frame co-moving with the Ra-
man coupling fields from the lab-frame momentum of
the two central peaks (klab↑,0 , k

lab
↓,0). To this end, we use

the relation ∆k = klab↑,0 − klab↓,0 + 2kR. For the dipole
oscillation frequency, we measure the total momentum
ktot = klab↑,0 + klab↓,0 .
Comparison to single-particle predictions. To verify

our system preparation and data collection procedures,
we measure the group momentum and polarization of
the spin-orbit-coupled BEC for different spin-orbit cou-
pling strengths, see fig. S3(c). The data points are con-
sistent with the single-particle predictions for Raman-
dressed states at the minima of their dispersion relation,
|kj/kR| =

√
1 − [h̄Ω/(4ER)]2 and P = δ̃(kj)/Ω̃, with

j = ℓ, r.

IV. The mixture model

Raman-coupled BECs. We consider a BEC subjected
to two Raman beams of frequency difference ∆ωR. They
couple states |↓⟩ and |↑⟩, and impart a recoil momen-
tum h̄kR per beam along the x axis. In the laboratory
frame, the gas is described by the spinor wavefunction
{|↑, klab⟩ , |↓, klab⟩}. We perform a gauge transformation
U = exp [i (∆ωRt− 2kRx)σz/2] to the frame rotating
at ∆ωR and the atomic basis {|↑, k + kR⟩ , |↓, k − kR⟩}
[28, 55] which, unless indicated otherwise, is the one used
throughout the paper.

By diagonalizing the corresponding single-particle ki-
netic Hamiltonian Hkin, which corresponds to Eq. (1)
from the main text, we obtain two dressed bands

ϵ±(k) = h̄2(k2 + k2R)/(2m) ± h̄Ω̃(k)/2 (S2)

and their corresponding higher and lower energy dressed
states

|+,k⟩ = S(k) |↑,k⟩ + C(k) |↓,k⟩ ,
|−,k⟩ = −C(k) |↑,k⟩ + S(k) |↓,k⟩ , (S3)

with Ω̃ =
√

Ω2 + δ̃2, δ̃ = δ − 2h̄kRk/m, C(k) =√
(1 + δ̃/Ω̃)/2, and S(k) =

√
(1 − δ̃/Ω̃)/2. Here, k =

k · êx is the momentum along the x axis.
Lower energy band Hamiltonian. To treat the many-

body problem, we introduce the field operators ϕ̂†
±(k)

and ϕ̂±(k) that create and annihilate a particle in band
state |±,k⟩, respectively. Moreover, we consider that the
BEC does not occupy the higher dressed band. This as-
sumption is valid for the preparation procedure employed
in the experiment, for which the excitations remain small
compared to the band separation Ω̃. It allows us to trun-
cate the description of the system to the lower dressed
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band |−,k⟩. Then, the many-body Hamiltonian reads

Ĥ ≃
∫

d3k

(2π)3
ϕ̂†
−ϵ−ϕ̂− +

1

2

∫ 4∏
j=1

d3kj

(2π)3
Ĥint, (S4)

with

Ĥint =ϕ̂†
−(k4)ϕ̂†

−(k3)ϕ̂−(k2)ϕ̂−(k1)χ(k1,k2,k3,k4)

× 4πh̄2

m
δ(3)(k4 + k3 − k2 − k1),

(S5)

which describes two-body collisions between atoms of
incoming momenta k1 and k2 and outgoing momenta
k3 and k4. As pointed out in Ref. [56] and dis-
cussed in detail in our previous works [49, 57–59], due to
their momentum-dependent spin composition the dressed
atoms experience modified scattering amplitudes

χ(k1,k2,k3,k4) =a↑↑C(k2)C(k4)C(k1)C(k3)

+a↓↓S(k2)S(k4)S(k1)S(k3)

+a↑↓C(k2)C(k4)S(k1)S(k3)

+a↑↓S(k2)S(k4)C(k1)C(k3), (S6)

where kj = kj · êx.
Presentation of the mixture model. We consider the

regime where the spin-orbit-coupled BEC has a single-
particle dispersion relation ϵ− with two minima along
the x direction, as required for supersolidity. It cor-
responds to the conditions h̄Ω < 4ER and h̄|δ| <

4ER

(
1 − [h̄Ω/ (4ER)]

2/3
)3/2

. The positions of the min-

ima for the left (ℓ) and right (r) wells, which we de-
note kr > 0 and kℓ < 0, fulfill the recursive equation
kj/kR = −δ̃ (kj) /Ω̃ (kj), with j = ℓ, r. Because the
gas has a small momentum spread around such wells,
we can describe its low energy properties by truncating
the lower dressed band Hamiltonian Eq. (S4) around
them. Formally, we recast the momentum around ℓ (r)
as q = (k − kℓ(r), ky, kz) and replace the field operator

of the dressed band ϕ̂−(q) by two new field operators,

one per well φ̂ℓ(r)(q) = ϕ̂−(kℓ(r)ex + q) [28, 33]. The
corresponding inverse-Fourier-transformed operators are
φ̂ℓ(r)(r), but the physically-relevant operators in position

space are instead φ̂′
ℓ(r)(r) = exp

(
−ikℓ(r)x

)
φ̂ℓ(r)(r), which

take into account the phase difference between the two
fields. We name this effective field theory the mixture
model. It allows us to treat the spin-orbit-coupled BEC
as an effective mixture of condensates with momenta cen-
tered at kℓ(r) and modified kinetic and interaction prop-
erties, which depend on the spin-orbit coupling parame-
ters. While Ref. [20] exploited it to describe the many-
body phase diagram of a spin-orbit-coupled BEC treating
Ω as a perturbation, in this work we show that it yields
accurate analytical expressions for the relevant physical
observables beyond the perturbative regime, provides an
intuitive understanding of the behavior of the system,

and emphasizes how supersolidity is straightforward to
understand in the spin-orbit-coupled platform. We use
this model to produce all theoretical predictions pre-
sented in the main text.
Derivation of the mixture model Hamiltonian. In the

mixture model, the kinetic energy term of the Hamilto-
nian is simplified by performing a second-order Taylor ex-
pansion of the dispersion relation in q, which yields ε− ≈
h̄2

(
k2ℓ(r) + k2

⊥

)
/(2m) − ER + h̄2(k − kℓ(r))

2/(2m∗
ℓ(r)) +

h̄δkR/(2kℓ(r)). The result corresponds to that of conven-
tional BECs, but with an effective mass m∗

j along the x
direction that encapsulates the modified curvature of the
dressed-band dispersion at the minima j = ℓ, r

1

m∗
j

=
1

m

[
1 − 4

kj/kR
4kj/kR − h̄δ/ER

(
1 − k2j/k

2
R

)]
. (S7)

Such effective mass is crucial to understand the dipole
excitations of the system measured in Fig. 3(b) and 4(b).

To be consistent with the kinetic energy expansion to
second order in momentum around q, we expand the in-
teracting part of the Hamiltonian to zero order in q. Due
to momentum conservation, the only allowed collisions
are of the form, i i → i i (intrawell) or i j → j i (inter-
well), and thus

Ĥint ≈
∑
i=ℓ,r

∑
j=ℓ,r

4πh̄2aij
m

φ̂†
i (q4)φ̂†

j(q3)φ̂i(q2)φ̂j(q1)

× δ(3)(q4 + q3 − q2 − q1),

(S8)

where aij = χ(ki, kj , ki, kj) are the effective scattering
lengths of the mixture. Explicitly, the effective scattering
lengths take the form

ajj =a↑↑
(1 − kj/kR)2

4
+ a↓↓

(1 + kj/kR)2

4
+ a↑↓

(1 − k2j/k
2
R)

2
,

aℓr =a↓↓
(1 + kℓ/kR)(1 + kr/kR)

2

+a↑↑
(1 − kℓ/kR)(1 − kr/kR)

2

+a↑↓
1 − kℓkr/k

2
R +

√
1 − k2ℓ/k

2
R

√
1 − k2r/k

2
R

2
,

(S9)

where we have used the location of the minima kj/kR =

−δ̃ (kj) /Ω̃ (kj) and the expressions for C and S. The de-
pendence of the aij with the spin-orbit coupling strength
are used in Figs. 1(c), (d) and 4(b), (c) of the main text.

In position space, the complete Hamiltonian of the
mixture model takes the form

Ĥ ≈
∑
j=ℓ,r

∫
d3r φ̂′†

j

(
− h̄2

2m∗
j

∂2

∂x2
− h̄2

2m
∇2

⊥ +
∆j

2

)
φ̂′
j

+
1

2

∑
ij=ℓ,r

gij

∫
d3rφ̂′†

i (r)φ̂′†
j (r)φ̂′

i(r)φ̂′
j(r),

(S10)
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where we have defined gij = 4πh̄2aij/m and introduced
the energy difference between the left and the right wells
∆ℓ,r = ±(ϵ−(kℓ) − ϵ−(kr)).
Supersolid stripe phase. Within the mixture model,

supersolidity occurs when dressed-state interactions favor
both the spatial overlap of the two modes φ̂′

r and φ̂′
ℓ, i.e.,

the gas is in the miscible regime of the dressed mixture,
and their simultaneous macroscopic occupation.

Writing their mean-field wavefunctions as φ′
j(r) =

|φ′
j(r)| exp(iθs,j), with j = ℓ, r, the atomic wave-

functions in the bare basis ↑, ↓ take the form
ϕ↓ =

∑
j=ℓ,r S(kj)|φj | exp(iθs,j − ikjx) and ϕ↑ =∑

j=ℓ,r C(kj)|φj | exp(iθs,j − ikjx), from which we com-
pute the total mean-field density

n(r) = |ϕ↓(r)|2 + |ϕ↑(r)|2 = |φ′
ℓ(r)|2 + |φ′

r(r)|2

+ 2 |φ′
ℓ(r)| |φ′

r(r)|
[
C(kr)C(kℓ)

+ S(kr)S(kℓ)
]

cos [(kr − kℓ)x + θs] , (S11)

where θs = θs,ℓ − θs,r is the relative phase between the ℓ
and r condensates. For |φ′

ℓ(r)| |φ′
r(r)| > 0 and Ω > 0, the

density profile of the spin-orbit-coupled BEC exhibits a
spatial modulation along the x direction. Its period is
given by the inverse of the momentum difference ∆k =
kr − kℓ between the two dispersion minima, as observed
in Fig. 2(b).

We determine the boundaries of the supersolid stripe
phase from the mean-field energy density of the dressed
mixture in the homogeneous limit

E =
1

2

[
grr n

2
r + gℓℓ n

2
ℓ + 2gℓr nℓnr + ∆r(nr − nℓ)

]
=

1

2
n̄2

[
g̃nn + g̃ss (S − S0)

2 − g̃ssS
2
0

]
.

(S12)

Here we have introduced the polarization of the mixture
S =

∫
d3r(|φl|2 − |φr|2)/N , and written the densities of

the effective mixture components as nℓ,r = n̄(1 ± S)/2,
where n̄ is the mean density of the gas. Moreover,
we have defined S0 = −[g̃ns − ∆r/(2n̄)]/g̃ss, where
g̃nn = (gℓℓ + grr + 2gℓr)/4, g̃ss = (gℓℓ + grr − 2gℓr)/4
and g̃ns = (gℓℓ − grr)/4. To our order of approximation,
the effective Hamiltonian does not include any terms
that allow population transfer between the two dressed
modes. While spatial confinement and thermal effects
enable the exchange, previous experiments on spin-orbit-
coupled BECs have shown that their rates are not signif-
icant on typical experimental timescales [20]. Therefore,
we can treat the effective polarization S as a conserved
quantity. It relates to the bare basis spin polarization
P =

∫
d3r(|ϕ↑|2 − |ϕ↓|2)/N = (N↑ − N↓)/N simply by

P = −(1 − S)kr/(2kR) − (1 + S)kℓ/(2kR).
From Eq. (S12), it follows that the effective mixture

is miscible when g̃ss > 0, and that both minima are oc-
cupied in the ground state when |S| < 1. The ground
state polarization is then given by S = S0. The bound-
aries of the stripe phase are therefore found by imposing

|S0| = 1 and g̃ss ≥ 0, which gives the condition for the
critical values of Ω and δ

∆r(Ωc, δc) = 2g̃ns(Ωc, δc)n̄± 2g̃ss(Ωc, δc)n̄, (S13)

used to determine the boundaries of the stripe-to-plane-
wave phase transition in the phase diagram of Fig. 1(d).
Along δ = 0, and for gjj > gii, Eq. (S13) implies
aii(Ωc) = aℓr(Ωc), as illustrated in Fig. 1(c). In these
conditions, and within our effective model, Ωc becomes
independent of the atomic density. Likewise, the con-
trast of the stripes C becomes density independent. In-
deed, by using the expressions for the band minima at

δ = 0, kℓ,r = ∓kR

√
1 − [h̄Ω/ (4ER)]

2
, we retrieve the

contrast from the density profile of Eq. (S11), which

reads C =
√

1 − (g̃ns/g̃ss)2h̄Ω/(4ER). As discussed in
the main text, it increases linearly with Ω.

V. Collective mode frequencies

Ehrenfest model. The mixture model can also be
employed to derive analytical expressions for the collec-
tive excitations of the spin-orbit-coupled BEC in a har-
monic trap investigated in Figs. 3(b) and 4(a)–(c). Here
we restrict our analysis to the conditions of the exper-
iment: grr, gℓℓ > gℓr so that the ground state of the
mixture is not fully magnetized, a spin-independent har-
monic trapping potential Vho, and a Raman detuning
δ = 0, for which ∆ℓ,r = 0 and the effective masses of
both dressed components are identical 1/m∗

ℓ,r = 1/m∗ =

(1 − [Ω/(4ER)]
2
)/m.

The dipole modes of a mixture along the x direction
involve in-phase and out-of-phase oscillations of the two
components and can be characterized by the oscillations
of the first moments of the distribution δxj ≡ ⟨x⟩j =∫
xnjd

3r, where nj = φ∗
jφj/Nj is the density profile

of the j component normalized to 1 and Nj is its atom
number. Following the work of Refs. [44, 60] on conven-
tional mixtures, we characterize such oscillations using
the Ehrenfest theorem, which states that the time evolu-
tion of expectation values follows classical laws of motion

∂2

∂t2
δxℓ(r) = − 1

m∗ ⟨∂xVℓ(r)(r⃗, t)⟩. (S14)

Here we have introduced the total mean-field potential
acting on the j component

Vj = Vho(r⃗) + gjjNjnj(r⃗, t) + gjiNini(r⃗, t), (S15)

with i ̸= j. Combining the two expressions yields

∂2

∂t2
δxj = ω̄2

xδxj −
gℓrNi

m∗

∫
nj∂xnid

3r, (S16)

where ω̄x ≡ ωx

√
m/m∗. In the following, we con-

sider the regime of small-amplitude rigid oscillations,
and assume that nj(r⃗, 0) are even functions. Then,
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nj(r⃗, t) ≃ nj(r⃗, 0) − ∂xnj(r⃗, 0)δxj and the integral reads∫
nj∂xnid

3r = −(δxj − δxi)I, where we have defined
I ≡

∫
∂xnj(r⃗, 0)∂xni(r⃗, 0)d3r.

Equations (S16) can be rewritten in matrix form

∂2

∂t2

(
δxr

δxℓ

)
≈ −

(
ω̄2
x − ξr ξr
ξℓ ω̄2

x − ξℓ

)(
δxr

δxℓ

)
, (S17)

where we have defined the coefficients ξj ≡ gℓrNiI/m
∗.

The two dipole mode frequencies are given by the eigen-
frequencies of the normal modes ω2

D and ω2
SC. The first

eigenvalue corresponds to the in-phase dipole mode ωD,
which oscillates at the effective trap frequency ωD = ω̄x.
It differs from the trap frequency ωx by a factor

√
m/m∗,

corresponding to the effective mass correction along the
x direction. Its dependency on the spin-orbit coupling
strength Ω is clearly visible in Fig. 4(b). The correct
value of ωD must also be taken into account to interpret
the breathing oscillation experiments of Fig. 3(b).

The second eigenvalue yields the out-of-phase spin-
dipole mode which, as discussed in the main text, cor-
responds to the stripe compression mode. Its frequency
ωSC =

√
ω̄2
x − ξr − ξℓ depends on the interactions of the

system and exhibits a softening at the supersolid stripe-
to-plane-wave transition.

Analytical expression for ωSC. We derive an analyt-
ical expression for the stripe compression mode in the
Thomas-Fermi regime, where the thermodynamic limit
of the trapped system and the phase transition are well
defined. To this end, we extremize the Thomas-Fermi
energy functional

E[nj ] ≈
∫

d3r

[
Vho(Nrnr + Nℓnℓ) +

1

2
(grrN

2
r n

2
r

+ gℓℓN
2
ℓ n

2
ℓ + 2gℓrNℓNrnℓnr)

]
. (S18)

under the constraints
∫
njd

3r = 1. From the result, we
obtain the explicit density profiles of the two compo-
nents nj(r, 0) = max

[
αj − βj(ω

2
xx

2 + ω2
yy

2 + ω2
zz

2) , 0
]
,

where βj = m(gii − gℓr)/[2Nj(gℓℓgrr − g2ℓr)] and αj =

[15wxwywz/(8π)]
2/5

β
3/5
j , and a general expression for

the stripe compression mode frequency

ω2
SC = ω̄2

x− ξr − ξℓ = ω̄2
x−

2gℓrNω̄2
x

m
min (βr, βℓ) . (S19)

Given that βℓ (βr) is a monotonously decreasing (in-
creasing) function of the polarization of the mixture
S = (Nℓ − Nr)/(Nℓ + Nr), ω2

SC(S) will be minimal at
the crossing βℓ(Smin) = βr(Smin), which implies

Smin =
grr − gℓℓ

gℓℓ + grr − 2gℓr
. (S20)

Remarkably, this same condition on the polarization min-
imizes the mean-field energy of the mixture Eq. (S18).
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FIG. S4. Effect of polarization on the stripe compres-
sion mode frequency. (a) Stripe compression mode fre-
quency ωSC vs. Raman coupling Ω (x axis) and polarization
P (colorscale) for a finite size system (circles) compared to
the thermodynamic limit prediction (solid line), as computed
from the Ehrenfest model and the density profiles obtained
from Gross-Pitaevskii numerical simulations. At each value
of Ω, the polarization that minimizes ωSC converges to that
of the ground state in the thermodynamic limit, except very
close to the transition point where a finite gap and a small
shift in Ωc take place. (b) Experimental measurements, which
are in good agreement with the theory predictions except
in the close vicinity of the transition point (see text). The
shaded area indicates the magnetic field uncertainty.

Therefore, the ground state of the spin-orbit-coupled sys-
tem at δ = 0 and in the Thomas-Fermi regime fulfills

ω0
SC = min(ωSC) = ωx

√
m

m∗

√
1 − gℓr(gℓℓ + grr − 2gℓr)

gℓℓgrr − g2ℓr
,

(S21)

which can be explicitly written in terms of the spin-orbit
coupling strength Ω by using the expressions of the ef-
fective scattering lengths, the position of the minima and
the effective scattering length. This result is independent
of the total number of particles, as expected in the ther-
modynamic limit. It yields the theoretical predictions for
the stripe compression mode frequency included in Figs.
4(b), (c) of the main text.
Stripe compression mode softening at the supersolid

phase transition. Our analytical expression for the
stripe compression mode frequency Eq. (S21) predicts
a softening of the mode at the phase transition between
the supersolid stripe phase and the plane-wave phase,
where gℓr → min(gℓℓ, grr) and thus ω0

SC → 0. In the
thermodynamic limit, this allows one to locate the phase
transition point Ωc by experimentally finding for each
value of the Raman coupling Ω the polarization P that
yields the minimal stripe compression mode frequency,
which is also that of the ground state. In any experi-
ment, however, finite size effects will appear. To estimate
their role for our experimental parameters, we numeri-
cally solve the Gross-Pitaevskii equations of the dressed
mixture as a function of Ω for different values of P , and
extract the corresponding value of ωSC by computing the
integral I from the obtained profiles. Figure S4(a) shows
the numerical values of ωSC obtained by this procedure
as a function of Ω and P . The parameters are chosen to
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match the experimental conditions of the time-of-flight
measurements of Fig. 4(b), see table S1. Away from the
transition, we find min(ωSC) to be well approximated by
the Thomas-Fermi prediction Eq. (S21). In the vicinity
of the transition, however, the numerical results show a
finite gap, and a shift of the position of the global mini-
mum towards values of Ω below Ωc.

These predictions are compared to our experimental
results in fig. S4(b). There, for each value of Ω, we vary
the polarization P of the spin-orbit-coupled BEC by ad-
justing the length of the rf pulse before switching on
the Raman coupling. The experimental data reproduces
well the expected finite size gap, but lies closer to the
thermodynamic limit predictions than to our finite-size
numerical simulations near the phase transition point.
This discrepancy is not completely explained by consid-

ering our magnetic field uncertainty (blue shaded area
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