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We characterize a system of tilted dipoles in a quasi two-dimensional (flattened) geometry and
in the thermodynamic limit. We consider a finite trapping in the z-axis achievable in current
experiments. We compute the phase diagram of the system at its equilibrium density for high
tilting angles, where it becomes self-bound, and a striped liquid state emerges. To characterize
the system, we perform a variational calculation, which is benchmarked with the solution of the
extended Gross-Pitaevskii equation. We connect the phenomenology in the thermodynamic limit to
the physics of the finite-size system, provide parameters for the realization of potentially supersolid
striped states and study the critical number for dipolar droplet formation. Our results are helpful
to guide potential experiments in the study of dipolar atoms in quasi two-dimensional geometries
in the dipole-dominated regime.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ultracold quantum gases with dipolar interactions
have risen to prominence in the last decade as a platform
to study a plethora of exotic phenomena in a controlled
environment. The interplay between the anisotropy
and long-range behaviour of the dipole-dipole interac-
tion (DDI) is responsible for the emergence of dipolar
droplets [1–5], which constitute an ultra-dilute liquid
state, supersolids [6–14], which combine two apparently
mutually exclusive properties like global phase coher-
ence and spatial periodicity, or anomalous thermal be-
haviour [14–17], in the form of the promotion of super-
solidity by increasing the temperature. Recently, many
efforts are being directed towards the realization of ultra-
cold atom experiments in a quasi two-dimensional geom-
etry, in a regime where physical phenomena exclusive to
the two-dimensional realm can be accessed. This includes
the measurement of the Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless
(BKT) transition for a system of 87Rb atoms [18], the
realization of a Bose glass in a quasicrystalline optical
lattice [19], or the direct probing of a 1D-2D crossover for
caesium atoms [20], to name a few. In the case of dipolar
systems, quasi two-dimensional systems have the added
interest of studying the interplay between the unique
properties of the DDI and a dimensional constrain. Due
to the anisotropy of the DDI, limiting the motion of par-
ticles in one direction introduces a new variable with re-
spect to the three-dimensional case: the polarization di-
rection of the dipoles. Moreover, quantum fluctuations,
which play a crucial role in dipolar systems by arrest-
ing the mean-field collapse [21–23] depend significantly
on dimensionality [24, 25]. Because of this, experimental
activity targeting these systems has emerged recently. In
particular, a bilayer of Dy atoms with a layer width on
the sub-50 nm scale has been realized [26], and the BKT
transition has been experimentally accessed for a dipo-
lar system, where the wave function of atoms along the
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tightly trapped direction approximately corresponds that
of the harmonic oscillator ground state [27]. In light of
this experimental activity, it is necessary to provide the-
oretical calculations pointing at the relevant parameters
for the observation of novel physical phenomena exclusive
to the quasi two-dimensional regime.
Several theoretical works have been produced along

the years with the goal of characterizing dipolar sys-
tems in flattened geometries under different specific con-
ditions. These include the study of the ground state,
collapse instability and excitations of the gas phase at
the mean field level [28–31], including finite tempera-
ture [32], and the characterization of the stripe phase for
bosons [30, 33, 34], fermions [35, 36] and mixtures [37],
where a spin-stripe phase emerges. The system has also
been studied in the 3D limit [38–41] and in the presence of
a two-dimensional lattice, both at zero and finite temper-
ature [42]. In particular, the results in the 3D limit show
the importance to modify the tilting angle of the dipoles
to reduce the necessary density for the experimental re-
alization of the stripe phase, which is excessively large
in the case of dipoles perpendicular to the plane of mo-
tion, and thus induces important three-body losses [39].
Through this approach, striped arrangements of tilted
dipoles have been observed in experiments [43], with the
number of stripes being controllable with the trap as-
pect ratio. In the strict two-dimensional case, quantum
Monte Carlo methods have been employed to study the
phases of the system for the case of a single layer [44–48],
a bilayer [49] and a multilayer [50] configuration.
Recently, a theoretical work brought the attention into

the liquid properties of the system of tilted dipoles in
the fully two-dimensional case [51], where the emergence
of an exotic, striped liquid phase in the thermodynamic
limit is shown. Nevertheless, the strict two-dimensional
limit, which is achieved when l ≪ a, with l the oscillator
length in the z-axis and a the scattering length, lies away
from the state of the art experiments, which typically
fulfill l > a. This has important consequences on re-
lating the phenomenology of the system with the s-wave
scattering length, which is of crucial importance in exper-
iments, while also impacting greatly the critical number
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FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the system of dipoles in a flattened geometry. Left: isodensity surfaces in the homogeneous
liquid phase. The different colors correspond to surfaces where n = 0.5npeak (red), n = 0.8npeak (light blue) and n = npeak

(dark blue), with n the 3D density and npeak the peak density. Center: isodensity surface (n = 0.5npeak (dark blue)) of the
system in the liquid stripe phase. Right: graphical representation of a polarized dipole (thick black arrow) with tilting angle α.

for the formation of droplets, as we shall illustrate below.
In this work, we perform a variational calculation to

obtain the phase diagram of an infinite system of tilted
dipoles in a flattened geometry at the equilibrium den-
sity. In specific cases, we benchmark our variational re-
sults with the solution of the extended Gross-Pitaevskii
equation (eGPE), which we also employ to perform cal-
culations of a finite size system under a box trap. This
paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we present the
variational theory and the eGPE. In Sec. III, we present
our results for both the thermodynamic limit (Sec. III A)
and the finite size system (Sec. III B) while in Sec. IV we
summarize the main conclusions of our work.

II. THEORY

We study a system governed by the energy functional

E[ψ] =

∫
drψ∗(r)

[
−ℏ2∇2

2m
+ U(r)

]
ψ(r)

+
1

2

∫ ∫
drdr′|ψ(r′)|2V (r− r′)|ψ(r′)|2

+

∫
drϵBMF

(
|ψ(r)|2

)
(1)

where U(r) = 1
2mω

2z2 for the infinite system and U(r) =
1
2mω

2z2 + Ubox(x, y) for the finite one with Ubox(x, y)
a box trap. V (r − r′) is the contact plus dipole-dipole
interaction, i.e.

V (r− r′) =
4πℏ2a
m

δ (r− r′) +
Cdd

4π

(
1− 3 cos2 θα

)
|r− r′|3

,

(2)

with a the s-wave scattering length and θα the angle
between the vector r − r′ and the polarization axis of
the dipoles. In the calculations, we change this direction
within the x-z plane, and define α as the angle between
the polarization direction and the z-axis (see Fig. 1).

Here Cdd = µ0µ
2 for magnetic dipoles. We restrict our-

selves to the regime where the collisions between particles
can be treated as a three-dimensional process, meaning

that l > a with l =
√

ℏ
mω , which is necessary for the

model interaction of Eq. 2 to be valid. We define char-
acteristic energy and length scales given by r0 = 12πadd
and E0 = ℏ2/(mr20) and present our results in these units.

The quantity ϵBMF

(
n = |ψ(r)|2

)
is an energy func-

tional accounting for beyond mean-field (BMF) effects.
In order to compute it, we follow Ref. [25], where the
BMF energy density is obtained for an homogeneous sys-
tem with periodic boundary conditions on the z-axis,
thus accounting approximately for the discretized excita-
tions due to finite trapping effects. Remarkably, the scal-
ing with the density depends on its value, since lower den-
sities only populate the lowest excitation along the z-axis
(meaning that the system is in the quasi two-dimensional
limit) while higher densities yield the 3D result. In prac-
tice, if we denote by nlim the limiting value of the density
where the scaling changes, the BMF energy density can
be fitted to [25]

ϵlowBMF(n) = C1n
2 + C2n

3 + C3n
5/2 n < nlim (3)

ϵhighBMF(n) = C4n
5/2 n > nlim (4)

The term C3n
5/2 is included in Eq. 3 with respect to

the result of Ref. [25] to improve the accuracy of the fit,
while Eq. 4 shows the well-known density scaling in the
3D limit [21, 22]. In the calculation for ϵBMF, we set
the value of the length of the z-axis to Lz = 4l, with l
the harmonic oscillator length of the trapping, and find
nlim numerically (see the Appendix A). This density is
an important parameter, as it helps to determine whether
the system is effectively two or three-dimensional. When
evaluating Eq. 1, we have to choose one of the two density
functionals from Eqs. 3 and 4. The choice is determined
by the peak density of the converged ground state. We
employ Eq. 3 if npeak ≲ nlim and Eq. 4 if npeak ≫ nlim.
It can be seen numerically that the energy functional of
Eq. 4 lays quantitatively very close (less than a few %
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away) to the standard LHY energy density correction in
three dimensions given in Refs. [21, 22].

At high enough values of the tilting and for a tight
confinement along the z-axis, the system is expected to
host either an unmodulated state, or a striped state [34,
51]. In order to find the lowest energy state, we perform a
variational minimization of Eq. 1 for two different ansatz.
These are the senoidal ansatz

ψS(r) =

√
n2D√
πσz

√
1 +A cos(ky)e−

1
2 (

z
σz
)
2

, (5)

with A, k and σz variational parameters, and the gaus-
sian ansatz

ψG(r) =

∞∑
j=−∞

∫
dr′

√
n2DLy
πσzσy

e
− 1

2

[(
y′
σy

)2
+
(

z′
σz

)2
]

× δ(y + jLy − y′) , (6)

where the variational parameters are Ly, σy and σz.
In both expressions, Ly is the length of the unit cell
in the y-axis (Ly = 2π/k for the senoidal ansatz),

n2D = N
LxLy

is the 2D density and the normalization

ensures that N =
∫ Lx/2

−Lx/2

∫ Ly/2

−Ly/2

∫∞
−∞ dr|ψS,G(r)|2. The

senoidal ansatz converges to an unmodulated state in the
limit A→ 0, meaning that with these wave functions we
can account for an unmodulated state, a phase coherent,
striped state and a highly incoherent striped state.
We insert Eqs. 5 and 6 into Eq. 1 to obtain expressions

for the energy of the system. In a general way, we split
the contributions of the energy into

ES,G = E1 + EV + EBMF (7)

E1 =

∫
drψ∗(r)

[
−ℏ2∇2

2m
+ U(r)

]
ψS,G(r) (8)

EV =
1

2

∫ ∫
drdr′|ψS,G(r

′)|2V (r− r′)|ψS,G(r
′)|2

(9)

EBMF =

∫
drϵBMF

(
|ψS,G(r)|2

)
. (10)

where the subindex “S, G” of Eq. 7 refers to the senoidal
and gaussian ansatz, respectively. The contributions to
the energy per particle E/N for the senoidal ansatz are
given by

E1/N =
ℏ2A2k2

8m

1

2π

∫ π

−π
dξ

sin2(ξ)

1 +A cos ξ
+

ℏ2

4mσ2
z

+
mω2σ2

z

4
(11)

EV/N =
n2D
2

(
Ṽ (0, 0) +

A2

2
Ṽ (0, k)

)
(12)

Ehigh
BMF/N = C4n

3/2
2D

√
2

5σ3
zπ

3/2

1

2π

∫ π

−π
dξ (1 +A cos ξ)

5/2
(13)

Elow
BMF/N = C1

1√
2πσz

n2D
1

2π

∫ π

−π
dξ (1 +A cos ξ)

2
+ C2

1√
3πσ2

z

n22D
1

2π

∫ π

−π
dξ (1 +A cos ξ)

3

+ C3n
3/2
2D

√
2

5σ3
zπ

3/2

1

2π

∫ π

−π
dξ (1 +A cos ξ)

5/2
, (14)

where the term Ṽ (kx, ky) of Eq. 12 is [33]

Ṽ (kx, ky) =
2
√
2πℏ2a
mσz

− 2
√
2πℏ2add
mσz

+
6ℏ2add
m

∫ ∞

−∞
dkz

k2x
k2

exp

(
−k

2
zσ

2
z

2

)
sin2 α

+
6ℏ2add
m

∫ ∞

−∞
dkz

k2z
k2

exp

(
−k

2
zσ

2
z

2

)
cos2 α .

(15)

Here, add = mCdd/(12πℏ2) is the dipole length. In much
the same way, the contributions of E/N for the gaussian
ansatz are
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E1/N =
ℏ2

2m

(
1

2σ2
y

+
1

2σ2
z

)
+
mω2σ2

z

4
(16)

EV/N =
n2D
2

(
Ly√
πσy

)2
A2

0Ṽ (0, 0) +

∞∑
j=1

A2
j

2
Ṽ (0, jk)

 (17)

Ehigh
BMF/N =

2C4

5

(
n2DLy
πσyσz

)3/2

(18)

Elow
BMF/N =

C1

2

n2DLy
πσyσz

+
C2

3

(
n2DLy
πσyσz

)2

+
2C3

5

(
n2DLy
πσyσz

)3/2

. (19)

where we have assumed that Ly ≫ σy. The coefficients
Aj from Eq. 17 are obtained from the Fourier series of
the density and given by

Aj = fj

√
πσy
Ly

exp

(
− (2πjσy)

2

4L2
y

)
, (20)

where f0 = 1 and fj = 2 for j > 0. The variational
minimization of the energy per particle for each ansatz
is performed numerically via a Simulated Annealing al-
gorithm.

Performing a functional minimization of Eq. 1 with
respect to ψ∗(r) with the constrain N =

∫
dr|ψ(r)|2 we

obtain the zero temperature, extended Gross-Pitaevskii
equation (eGPE), which is given by

µψ(r) =

[
−ℏ2∇2

2m
+ U(r) +

∫
dr′V (r− r′)|ψ(r′)|2

+
∂ϵBMF

∂n

∣∣∣∣
n=|ψ(r)|2

]
ψ(r) . (21)

We use the eGPE to benchmark our variational calcula-
tions in the thermodynamic limit and to study the finite
size system under a box trap in the x-y plane.

III. RESULTS

A. Infinite system

We start by discussing the results for the infinite sys-
tem. In this case, the trapping potential in Eq. 1 is
set to U(r) = 1

2mω
2z2, while the system extends indefi-

nitely in the x-y plane. Unless specified otherwise, we set
the trapping strength along the z-axis to ω = 2π × 906
Hz in all calculations, which in our units corresponds to
ℏω/E0 = 1. This trapping strength is close to the one
employed in the recent experiment [27], where the BKT
transition was probed for a dipolar system. For a given
value of the s-wave scattering length a, tilting α and
2D density n2D, we can minimize the energy per particle
E/N for each of the two ansatz of Eqs. 5 and 6. In par-
ticular, we are interested in the state of the system at the

FIG. 2. Energy per particle for the senoidal (top, see Eq. 5)
and gaussian (bottom, see Eq. 6) ansatz, respectively. The
value of the scattering length is set to a/add = 0.7. We
have subtracted the energy of the non-interacting system,
ENI/(NE0) = ℏω/(2E0).

equilibrium 2D density neq.2D, i.e. the 2D density at which
the energy per particle is minimized. We illustrate the
different qualitative behaviour of the energy per particle
as a function of n2D for the two ansatz in Fig. 2 for two
different sets of parameters {a/add, α} = {0.7, 1.23} and
{0.7, 1.35}. From the figure, we see that EG/N increases
monotonously with the density in both cases and the min-
imum value is achieved for n2D → 0, withN , LxLy → ∞.
This is because the gaussian ansatz describes an array of
incoherent stripes, spaced by a distance Ly. Since the
inter-stripe energy is globally repulsive, the minimum
energy is achieved for infinitely spaced stripes, charac-
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FIG. 3. Phase diagram of the infinite dipolar system in a
flattened geometry at the equilibrium 2D density.

terized by a given ratio of particles per length along the
x-axis, N/Lx. Moreover, in the range of values of Ly
where the inter-stripe interactions are neglectable, EG/N
stays essentially unchanged for n2DLy = constant. The
gaussian ansatz describes a striped system that can cor-
respond to either a gas (EG/N > ENI/N) or a liquid
(EG/N < ENI/N), where ENI/(NE0) = ℏω/(2E0) is the
energy per particle of the non-interacting system. This is
because if EG/N > ENI/N , a finite system expands in-
definitely to reduce its energy while if EG/N < ENI/N ,
the system prefers to bunch into stripes to do so. Moving
on to the results for the senoidal ansatz, ES/N shows two
different qualitative trends for the parameters chosen: ei-
ther it increases monotonously with n2D or it shows a
minimum at a given 2D density. As known from ther-
modynamics, the former trend corresponds to a gas (ex-
panding) state, while the latter corresponds to a liquid.

For each set of parameters {a, α} we perform the vari-
ational energy minimization for the senoidal and gaus-
sian ansatz and look for the lowest energy state at the
equilibrium 2D density. From these calculations, we ob-
tain the phase diagram of the system, which is shown in
Fig. 3. The system shows three distinct phases: a gas
phase, which is characterized by a vanishing neq.2D and ab-
sence of order, an unmodulated liquid phase, which has
a finite equilibrium 2D density at which E/N < ℏω/2
with absent order and finally a liquid, modulated phase,
where E/N < ℏω/2 for neq.2D and the system shows mod-
ulations. We observe there is a maximum value of the
scattering length for the emergence of modulations at
the equilibrium density, which lies around a/add ≃ 0.76
for our parameters of choice, or a ≃ 99.4a0 for 164Dy
atoms. This phenomenology is consistent to the one ob-
served in the 2D case [51]. However, the comparison be-
tween the results of Fig. 3 with the phase diagram pro-
vided in Ref. [51] shows relevant qualitative differences
drawn from the finite trapping strength along the z-axis.
While in the strict 2D case the system can transition di-
rectly from the gas phase to the modulated liquid, we
find that the phase boundary of the gas phase is always

FIG. 4. 2D equilibrium density (top) and contrast of the
density (C = nmax.−nmin.

nmax.+nmin.
) (center, bottom) as a function of

the tilting angle. The scattering length is set to a/add = 0.7
in the top and bottom figures while it is set to a/add = 0.6 in
the center figure.

connected to the unmodulated liquid for our parameters
of choice. The difference stems from the dimensional na-
ture of the modulated phase, since in all cases it has a
3D peak density significantly larger than the threshold
density nlimr

3
0 ≃ 0.06 at which excitations along the z

axis get significantly populated (see Sec. II). This means
that this state is three-dimensional.

Another major qualitative difference between our
phase diagram and that of Ref. [51] is the fact that the
liquid phases in the fully 2D case appear only when the
system hosts a two-body bound state. In contrast, we
find the liquid states with a model potential that does
not host any two-body bound state, meaning that the
self-bound nature of the system arises due to many-body
effects. This has important consequences in the forma-
tion of self-bound droplet states in the finite size system.
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FIG. 5. Column densities n(y) =
∫
dxdz|ψ(r)|2 (top) and

n(z) =
∫
dxdy|ψ(r)|2 (bottom) from the ground state solu-

tion of the eGPE (Eq. 21) and the gaussian ansatz at the
variational energy minimum (Eq. 6). The scattering length
and tilting angle are a/add = 0.7 and α = 1.325, respectively,
while the 2D density is set to n2Dr

2
0 = 20.

While in the 2D case of Ref. [51] any many-body state in
the liquid phase supports the formation of a self-bound
droplet, in our case there is a varying critical number
of particles Ncrit > 2 for droplet formation. We study
the formation of dipolar clusters in the finite system in
Sec. III B.

We have analyzed the transitions between the different
regions of the phase diagram of Fig. 3 for two values of
the scattering length, a/add = 0.6 and 0.7. To do so, we
have looked at the equilibrium 2D density neq.2D in the gas-
liquid transition and at the contrast of the 3D density,
C = nmax.−nmin.

nmax.+nmin.
in the transition between the modulated

and unmodulated liquid regions. Results are shown in
Fig. 4. For both values of the scattering length, the equi-
librium density 2D density changes continuously from
neq.2D = 0 in the gas phase to neq.2D ̸= 0 in the liquid phase,
meaning that the liquid state emerges continuously. For
this reason, we only report the case with a/add = 0.7. In
regards to the transition in and out of the striped region,
the contrast can change either abruptly (a/add = 0.6)
or continuously (a/add = 0.7) when entering the striped
region by increasing the tilting angle, as shown in the fig-
ure. This is because, for a/add = 0.6, the gaussian ansatz
becomes energetically favorable at the equilibrium den-
sity over an unmodulated state described by the senoidal
ansatz. In contrast, for a/add = 0.7, the senoidal ansatz,
for which modulations arise continuously, is preferable to
the gaussian one over a larger range of densities. Ex-

FIG. 6. Energy per particle for the senoidal (see Eq. 5) and
gaussian (see Eq. 6) ansatz as a function of the 2D den-
sity for α = 1.35 (top, striped liquid region) and α = 1.42
(bottom, unmodulated liquid region). The value of the scat-
tering length is set to a/add = 0.7. The red squares indi-
cate the values at which the senoidal ansatz shows a den-
sity modulation in the variational energy minimum. We
have subtracted the energy of the non-interacting system,
ENI/(NE0) = ℏω/(2E0).

iting the modulated region by increasing the tilting at
constant scattering length causes to contrast to abruptly
vanish for both cases, and hence it is not shown in the
figure.

In order to evaluate the effect of increasing the trap-
ping strength in our results, we perform a variational
calculation for a/add = 0.7 using a trapping strength of
ω′ = 2π×90600 Hz, with an associated harmonic oscilla-
tor length of l = 26 nm, around the order of magnitude
of that employed in the experiment of Ref. [26]. Such
an increase of the harmonic oscillator frequency has an
important effect on nlim, which increases by almost two
orders of magnitude (nlimr

2
0 ≃ 3). The results indicate

that for the trapping strength ω′, the system only hosts
the gas and unmodulated liquid phases at the equilib-
rium density, with the transition happening at α = 1.285.
This corresponds to the behaviour of the phase diagram
at larger values of a/add for ω, which implies that, ef-
fectively, the modulated liquid phase is pushed to lower
values of the scattering length.

In order to benchmark our variational calculations, we
run simulations to solve the eGPE of Eq. 21 and compare
the outcome with the variational results in two cases.
Firstly, we set a/add = 0.6, α = 1.325, n2Dr

2
0 = 20
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FIG. 7. Integrated density n(x, y) =
∫
dz|ψ(r)|2 for the

ground state of the flattened dipolar system in a box trap.
The tilting angle and the lengths of the box trap are α = 1.35,
Lx/r0 = 41.7, Ly/r0 = 61.5 (top) and α = 1.42, Lx/r0 =
26.3, Ly/r0 = 96.3 (bottom) while, in both cases, a/add = 0.7,
N = 30000.

FIG. 8. Maximum 2D density at which a striped state appears
as the variational energy minimum in the infinite system vs
tilting angle. We set a/add = 0.7. The values of the tilting
are chosen within the striped liquid region of Fig. 2.

and compute the ground state wave function and energy
of the system. The eGPE yields a striped state with
E/N = 4.003× 10−2E0 and a stripe spacing of Ly/r0 =
19 while the variational calculation yields a striped gaus-
sian state with E/N = 5.627×10−2E0 with Ly/r0 = 18.5,
providing reasonable agreement. We show a compari-
son of the column densities n(y) =

∫
dxdz|ψ(r)|2 and

n(z) =
∫
dxdy|ψ(r)|2 obtained with both methods in

Fig. 5. Secondly, we perform eGPE simulations for
a/add = 0.6, α = 1.185, 1.22 at n2Dr

2
0 = 0.56 and

find results compatible with the variational calculations
of Fig. 3, mainly an unmodulated, gas state at α = 1.185
and a modulated, liquid state at α = 1.22.

B. Finite system

We now turn our attention to the finite system, where
we consider a trapping potential of the form U(r) =
1
2mω

2z2 + Ubox(x, y). As in the infinite case, we set the
trapping strength along the z-axis to ω = 2π× 906 Hz in
all calculations. The box trap potential is characterized
by parameters Lx and Ly and is given by

Ubox(x, y) =

{
0 if |x| < Lx

2 and |y| < Ly

2

∞ if |x| > Lx

2 and |y| > Ly

2

(22)

In order to obtain the ground state of the system, we
solve the eGPE given in Eq. 21 by simulating imaginary
time evolution. All the states computed for the finite
system fulfill npeak ≫ nlim, meaning that we employ the
beyond mean-field energy functional of Eq. 4. We first
focus on the realization of the striped liquid phase in ex-
perimental conditions. In this sense, the results of Fig. 3
are particularly useful. This is illustrated in Fig. 6, where
we show the behaviour of E/N for the infinite system for
two points in the liquid phase: {a, α} = {0.7, 1.35} (mod-
ulated liquid) and {a, α} = {0.7, 1.42} (unmodulated liq-
uid). Notice that in the unmodulated liquid region, the
system’s energetically preferable state is an unmodulated
liquid for n2D ≥ neq.2D. This means that, when experimen-
tally realizing the finite system under the box trapping,
the system is unmodulated for n2D ≥ neq.2D while it con-
verges to an unmodulated state also for n2D < neq.2D, since
particles minimize their energy by bunching and produc-
ing a state with 2D density as close to neq.2D as possible.
On the other hand, this does not happen in the modu-
lated liquid region. To illustrate this phenomenology, we
perform simulations at the two aforementioned points,
{a, α} = {0.7, 1.35} and {0.7, 1.42} setting N = 30000
and {Lx/r0, Ly/r0} = {41.7, 61.5} in the former case and
{Lx/r0, Ly/r0} = {26.3, 96.3} in the latter. The lengths
of the box trap are chosen to fix a 2D density where the
variational calculation in the infinite case leads to den-
sity modulations, with Ly chosen to be commensurate
with their spatial period. We show the results in Fig. 7.
As can be seen from the results, we see the emergence
of a striped state for {a, α} = {0.7, 1.35} but not so for
{0.7, 1.42}, where the atoms bunch into an unmodulated
state with higher 2D density to minimize their energy.
Remarkably, in this case, the atoms do not occupy the
full volume of the trap. In view of these results, it is
thus important to characterize the maximum 2D density
at which stripes emerge in the infinite system within the
modulated liquid region, since setting an experiment with
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FIG. 9. Potentially supersolid states: integrated densities n(x, y) =
∫
dz|ψ(r)|2 (top) and column densities n(y) =

∫
dxdz|ψ(r)|2

(bottom) for the ground state of the flattened dipolar system in a box trap. The parameters are N = 10000, α = 1.3,
Lx/r0 = 45.6, Ly/r0 = 45.6 (left), N = 28000, α = 1.32, Lx/r0 = 54.3, Ly/r0 = 54.3 (center) and N = 40000, α = 1.35,
Lx/r0 = 41.1, Ly/r0 = 61.5 (right). In all cases a/add = 0.7.

higher 2D density would destroy modulations. Thus, we
report this quantity in Fig. 8 for a/add = 0.7.
Next, we move on to the discussion on supersolidity.

In qualitative terms, a modulated state should feature a
cloud of atoms surrounding the density modulations in
order for global phase coherence to exist, and thus for su-
persolidity to emerge. We show in Fig. 9 the integrated
density n(x, y) of three examples of potentially super-
solid states, which involve parameters currently achiev-
able in experiments. One concern for the realization of
such states is the peak density, as a high value can in-
duce excessive three-body losses. In all the states re-
ported in Fig. 9, the peak 3D density is of the order
npeakr

3
0 ∼ O(10), which means npeak ∼ 5 × 1014 cm−3.

This value lays within experimental reach [52], such that
three-body losses do not translate into an excessively
short life-time [39]. These results may thus guide poten-
tial future experiments in the realization of supersolid
stripes, which were not observed in the experiment of
Ref. [43].

Finally, we address the formation of dipolar droplets.
The appearance of a liquid phase in the thermodynamic
limit (see Fig. 3) is indicative of the emergence of self-
bound liquid droplets in the finite size system. In the
absence of a trap in the x-y plane, dipoles minimize their
energy by forming a droplet elongated along the x-axis
(which can be understood as a single, finite stripe) [43].
However, and distinctly to what happens in the strict
2D regime, there exist a minimum number of particles
Ncrit. > 2 necessary for the emergence of a many-body
bound state. We refer to this quantity as the critical
number Ncrit.. We show in Fig. 10 Ncrit. as a func-
tion of the tilting angle α for a/add = 0.7, as well as

a sample of the column density n(x, y). For technical
reasons, in these calculations we have replaced the box
trap defined in Eq. 22 by a weak harmonic trap in the
x-y plane U(x, y) = 1

2m
(
ω2
xx

2 + ω2
yy

2
)
. The harmonic

frequencies are ℏωx/E0 = 2.20 × 10−6 and ℏωy/E0 =
8.83×10−6 for N > 1750 and ℏωx/E0 = 3.91×10−6 and
ℏωy/E0 = 3.53 × 10−5 for N ≤ 1750. These trapping
frequencies have been chosen such that the characteristic
length scale of the trap is significantly larger than the
size of the self-bound droplets, such that the contribu-
tion to the energy by the trapping term is neglectable. It
must be remarked that we are only considering the forma-
tion of stable droplets, for which E/N < ℏω/2, although
metastable droplets for which E/N > ℏω/2 may arise
for slightly lower tilting angles/particle numbers. The
solution of the eGPE yields a minimum tilting angle for
stable droplet formation of α = 1.262 for the parameters
considered, which lays close to the tilting for the liquid-
gas phase transition for the infinite system (see Fig. 3),
α = 1.251. The slight discrepancy between both val-
ues most likely arises from the variational approximation
employed in the calculations of the infinite system. The
realization of these self-bound droplets in experiments
with flattened geometries is also feasible, since the peak
density fulfills npeak < 1015 cm−3 for α < 1.36, mean-
ing that three-body losses should be manageable in the
regime α ∈ (1.262, 1.36).
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FIG. 10. Top: critical number for stable droplet formation
vs tilting angle for a/add = 0.7. In all cases where a droplet
is formed, the length scales of the harmonic trap in the x-
y plane are significantly larger than the size of the droplet.
Bottom: integrated density n(x, y) =

∫
dz|ψ(r)|2 for a self-

bound droplet of N = 10000 atoms at α = 1.28.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have computed the phase diagram
at the 2D equilibrium density of a system of tilted dipo-
lar bosons under a realistic harmonic confinement along
the z-axis. We have done so by performing a variational
calculation, which we have benchmarked with the so-
lution of the extended Gross-Pitaevskii equation. We
have included the effect of beyond mean-field correc-
tions accounting for the discretization of excitation en-
ergies along the trapping direction. The diagram hosts
three distinct phases in the thermodynamic limit: a gas
phase, an unmodulated liquid phase and a striped, mod-
ulated liquid phase. Remarkably, and distinctly to the
phenomenology in the strict 2D limit, the liquid phases
emerge even if the two-body interaction does not host a
two-body bound state. We have characterized the transi-
tions between these phases, and have sketched the effect
of increasing the trapping strength. We have also per-
formed simulations for the finite system, and have con-
nected the phenomenology in the thermodynamic limit

FIG. 11. Beyond mean-field correction to the chemical po-
tential obtained from the solution of the Bogoliubov de-
Gennes equations (black dots) as a function of the 3D den-
sity. The solid and dashed lines correspond to the fits of
Eqs. A2 and A3, respectively. The labels “Low density re-
gion” and “High density region” make reference to the super-
scripts “low” and “high” of Eqs. A2 and A3. The parameters
are a/add = 0.7 and α = 1.325.

with the results. We have illustrated several cases within
experimental reach where the realization of potentially
supersolid striped states should be possible, and have
also characterized the formation of self-bound, stable liq-
uid droplets for a realistic value of the scattering length
of a = 91.56a0 for 164Dy atoms, and for realistic particle
numbers.
Our results should serve to motivate and guide poten-

tial future experiments in the study of dipolar systems
in flattened geometries, in the quasi-2D limit, especially
in regards to the realization of liquid phases and super-
solid striped states. The proper quantification of the su-
perfluid properties of such states is a matter for future
work, where exact quantum Monte Carlo methods could
be applied to exactly obtain the superfluid fraction across
stripes. Moreover, the role played by dimensionality in
thermal effects should also be more extensively charac-
terized in order to check if the surprising and counter-
intuitive promotion of supersolidity by heating seen in
three dimensions [15–17] is robust to dimensionality.
We acknowledge financial support

from Ministerio de Ciencia e Innovación
MCIN/AEI/10.13039/501100011033 (Spain) under
Grant No. PID2023-147469NB-C21 and from AGAUR-
Generalitat de Catalunya Grant No. 2021-SGR-01411.

Appendix A: Determination of nlim and the fitting
constants of Eqs. 3 and 4

In order to determine the limiting 3D density nlim from
Eqs. 3 and 4 in the main text, we numerically compute
the beyond mean-field correction to the chemical poten-
tial, µBMF, which can be obtained from the solution of
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the Bogoliubov de-Gennes equations in the usual manner.
The only remmarks are the use of the potential in Fourier
space employed in Ref. [25] and the fact that the exci-
tations along the z-axis are discrete. Since this quantity
is ultraviolet divergent, as it is well known, we employ
the standard renormalization procedure used in three-
dimensions, analogously to the renormalization of the en-
ergy density performed in Ref. [25]. We then choose nlim
such that the ratio µBMF/µ3D < 1.3 for n > nlim for all
the calculations considered in this work. Here, µ3D is the
usual beyond mean-field correction for a dipolar system
in three-dimensions, i.e.

µ3D =
32g

√
a3

3
√
π

Q5

(add
a

)
n3/2, (A1)

where g = 4πℏ2a/m and and Q5(εdd) =
1

2

∫ π

0

dα sinα
[
1 + εdd(3 cos

2 α− 1)
]5/2

.. The con-

stants of Eqs. 3 and 4 are then obtained by fitting the
correction of the chemical potential to

µlow
BMF(n) = C̃1n+ C̃2n

2 + C̃3n
3/2 n < nlim (A2)

µhigh
BMF(n) = C̃4n

3/2 n > nlim . (A3)

Then, using the relation ∂ϵBMF

∂n

∣∣
V

= µBMF we obtain

C1 = C̃1/2, C2 = C̃2/3 and C3,4 = 2C̃3,4/5. We show in
Fig. 11, the ratio µBMF/µ3D as a function of the density
for a/add = 0.7, α = 1.325, ℏω/E0 = 1, together with
the fits of Eqs. A2 and A3. For these parameters, we find
nlimr

3
0 = 0.06.
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