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We investigate the stability of persistent currents in superfluid fermionic gases confined to a ring
geometry. Our studies, conducted at zero temperature using time-dependent density functional the-
ory, cover interaction regimes from strong (unitary Fermi gas) to weak (Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer
regime) couplings. Stability is tested with respect to the presence of an external defect within the
ring. The dissipation mechanism related to vortex generation is present in all interaction regimes.
Interestingly, while the corresponding critical winding number is found to be independent of the
regime, the flow energy dissipation and its origin strongly depend on it. Vortex emission is accom-
panied by Cooper pair breaking, which occurs even beyond the vortex core in the weakly interacting
regime. The pair-breaking mechanism prevents the imprinting of a persistent current with a winding
number above a threshold, which decreases as we approach the BCS regime. Our study reveals the
existence of two types of critical winding numbers above which the currents cease to be persistent
in Fermi superfluids: one related to the proliferation of quantum vortices and the other with the

onset of the pair-breaking mechanism.

Introduction. — Persistent currents, the continuous
flow of particles without dissipation in ring-shaped or
similarly closed-loop traps, are fundamental phenomena
that arise in quantum systems such as superfluids [1-3]
or superconductors [4]. In the field of ultracold atomic
physics, its study stands out as a pivotal area of research
[5], promising a deep insight into quantum coherence and
offering potential applications in quantum technologies
[6, 7]. The requirement for a single-valued wave func-
tion means the phase change around the loop must be
an integer multiple of 27, defining a series of meta-stable
states corresponding to the (integer) winding numbers w,
separated by energy barriers [1]. The loop within which
the persistent current flows corresponds to the case of
a constant winding number. However, if dissipative ef-
fects are present, we may also have transitions to lower
circulation state values, like w — w — 1. They can be in-
duced by quantum/thermal phase slippage or by increas-
ing the superfluid velocity beyond a certain critical value
[8-14]. The dissipative effects vary depending on the na-
ture of the superfluid. In condensed ultracold atoms of
bosonic type, persistent current dissipation often arises
from vortex proliferation within the superfluid, causing
phase slippage and decay of the circulation [8, 9, 15, 16].
The stability of these currents has been extensively stud-
ied, both with and without external defects [8, 17-21]. In
fermionic superfluids, the pair-breaking mechanism can
significantly contribute to supercurrent dissipation [22],
as seen in Josephson junctions experiments [23, 24]. Per-
sistent currents in fermionic systems have been investi-
gated theoretically [25, 26] and were only recently ob-
served experimentally [9, 27]. In an experiment with ul-
tracold atoms of SLi [9], the effect of interaction strength
on the critical winding number in the presence of external
defects has been examined. These studies attributed the

dissipation of the current to vortex emission, finding that
the gas tuned to a strongly interacting regime, referred
to as a unitary Fermi gas (UFQ), is particularly robust
against the decay of the persistent currents, making it a
very good candidate for applications in quantum sensing.

Despite these advancements, several questions about
the dissipation mechanisms in ultracold Fermi systems
of the persistent currents remain unanswered. Quantum
vortices can be imaged in the experiments, and it is rela-
tively easy to correlate their emergence with the current
decay, which is not the case for the second possible mech-
anism of Cooper pair breaking. This leads to questions
about the importance of the mechanisms as a function
of the interaction strength, which is hard to establish
directly from the experimental data. A crucial aspect
is identifying the pair-breaking critical winding number
(wpp), beyond which Cooper pair breaking becomes en-
ergetically favorable. Understanding the impact of un-
paired particles or the normal component on the flow
energy dissipation is crucial in the study of the stabil-
ity of persistent currents. Furthermore, external factors
such as defects or impurities can enhance Cooper pair
breaking by acting as seed sites for pair-breaking events
and promoting vortex emission. Comprehending the in-
terplay between these factors is essential for predicting
and controlling persistent currents in fermionic systems.

This theoretical study explores the time-dependent
dynamics of fermionic persistent currents in a two-
dimensional ring geometry, similar to the experimental
setup of Ref. [9], across various interaction strengths
from strong to weak attractive superfluid regimes. We
focus on clarifying how the pair-breaking mechanisms,
particularly relevant in the BCS regime [24], affect per-
sistent current states and the flow energy. We inves-
tigate whether the presence of a normal component or



unpaired particles can induce transitions between meta-
stable states and alter the energy landscape. Through a
comprehensive analysis of both ground states and time-
dependent evolutions of fermionic superfluids with im-
printed currents, we identify two critical winding number
values: the pair-breaking threshold (wp;) and the vortex
emission threshold (w,).

Theoretical model — We study the persistent cur-
rent dynamics at different interaction strengths, from the
strongly interacting unitary limit, characterized by a di-
verging s-wave interaction strength, to a weakly attrac-
tive interacting superfluid known as the Bardeen-Cooper-
Schrieffer regime. The superfluid dynamics is studied
by means of density functional theory (DFT) techniques
for superfluid Fermi gases [28-30]. In the computation,
we use energy density functional known as the extended
Superfluid Local Density Approximation (SLDAE) [31].
The static variant of this local DFT theory we apply
here is formally equivalent to the mean-field Bogoliubov—
de Gennes equations where the quasi-particles wavefunc-
tions satisfy the equation
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with (un,(7),v,(7))T being the Bogoliubov amplitudes
and F, the quasiparticles states energy. The Hamilto-

nian H[p, ] is a function of the normal p and anomalous
v densities, defined as
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with the sum evaluated up to a cut-off energy E. in order
to take care of the ultraviolet divergence [28, 32]. We use
the metric system, where m = i = 1. The Hamiltonian
has a generic form
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where single particle Hamiltonian and pairing potentials
are computed as appropriate functional derivatives of the
energy functional £, namely:
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The chemical potential is denoted as pu. The mean-field

= 6€/6p and pairing A potentials are functions of
the dimensionless coupling constant A = agskp, where a,
is the s-wave scattering length and kr = (372p)'/3 is
the Fermi wave vector. The SLDAE description assures
correct reproduction of the equation of state E(\) and

strength of the paring gap |A(M)|. For the explicit form
of the energy functional £ and associated mean-fields, see
Ref. [31].

The time-dependent framework is obtained by al-
lowing Bogoliubov amplitudes to be time-dependent,
ie. un(7,t) and v, (7, t), which also makes the densities
time-dependent quantities, and by replacing FE,, — i%
in Eq. (1). The model has been successfully applied
to describe different physical phenomena such as the
Josephson effect and dissipative mechanisms in a Joseph-
son junction [24] or dissipative vortices dynamics [33—
38|, Higgs modes [39], properties of spin-imbalanced sys-
tems [29, 40-43] and even quantum turbulence [44-46].

In our setup the superfluid is trapped in a two-
dimensional ring potential; see for visualization Fig. 1(c).
The density is constant along the ring and goes to zero
within a few coherence lengths at the edges. We impose
translational symmetry along the z-direction, so the cor-
responding solutions are plane waves. We then imprint
a phase ¢ = wgarctan(z,y) in the order parameter, so
that A(z,y) = |A(z,y)|e’®. In this way, a persistent
current state corresponding to the winding number wyq is
imprinted. Next, we study the stability of the persistent
currents in the presence of a localized Gaussian defect by
means of a time-dependent framework; see, for example,
the inset of Fig. 3(a.i). The explicit form of the external
potential is given in Appendix A.

Our studies are focused on three interaction regimes:
unitary Fermi gas regime A\~! ~ 0 (labeled hereafter
as UFG), experimentally accessible regime A\~! = —0.4
(BCS limit) and A=! ~ —1, which is presently inacces-
sible for experiments due to very low value of critical
temperature (deep BCS or dBCS). The main quantity
that we use to characterize the stability of the current is
the flow energy

Bron(t) = [ S50 (6)

where
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is the density current, which we also use to define veloc-
ity field ¢. Note that, in general, ¥ is not the same as
superfluid velocity v = %V(b, since the framework ac-
counts also for effects (like pair-breaking) that effectively
lead to the emergence of a normal component. In the
simulations, the total energy is conserved. However, the
flow energy can change in time, indicating current decay
if Fqow is decreasing. The next quantity that we extract
throughout our studies is the condensation energy, de-
fined as

Econa (t) - ‘A f ‘) T (8)
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FIG. 1. Static calculations: The flow energy per particle number (a) and the relative condensation energy change APEecona

(b) as a function of the imprinted winding number wo from the UFG limit (A~! ~ 0, blue dots) to deep-BCS (A™! ~ —1, red
triangles), with BCS (A™! ~ —0.4, green squares) being an intermediate regime. The inset in (a) shows the bulk superfluid
density at winding number wg scaled to the corresponding value for wo = 0. The flow energy increases with wo as Faow o W
in UFG and BCS limit for all wo and for values of wo < wp, = 5 in dBCS regime as in the latter case the pair-breaking
mechanism comes into play even in the absence of the defect. This occurs as the local velocity v exceeds the pair-breaking
velocity vy, at the ring’s inner edge, as shown in the inset of (b), where vy denotes the average value of the velocity in the
ring. The pair-breaking mechanism becomes more effective when wy is increased, eventually leading to a loss of superfluidity.
The inset in (c) shows the absolute value of the order parameter and its phase in the zy-plane in UFG (i) and deep-BCS (ii)

regimes. The two-dimensional phase plots correspond to the imprinted winding number wo = 7.

with £z (7) being the local value of the Fermi energy [47].
It measures the amount of energy contained in the con-
densate of Cooper pairs and its decrease in time is a
measure of the importance of pair-breaking mechanisms.

Static calculations — For each interaction regime,
we perform a systematic study of the dependence of the
flow and the condensation energy with respect to the
initial winding number wg, as shown in Fig. 1(a)-(b),
respectively. Assuming that the system is a pure super-
fluid, p = ps, (no broken Cooper pairs) and the velocity
field is equivalent to the superfluid velocity, v = v, the
flow energy reads
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where Ri,, Rout are the inner and outer radius of the
ring within which the density is constant, and L, is the
size of the system along the z-direction. The super-
fluid velocity induced by the imprinted phase profile is
vs(r) = woh/(2mr) = wpe/2r (in our units). Notably,
as long as the flow is carried by superfluid fraction only,
the flow energy remains independent of the interaction
regime and scales as a square of the winding number wy.
This can be seen for UFG and BCS in the entire range of
considered winding number values, while for dBCS sim-
ulations only for wy < 5, see Fig. 1(a). The departure
from ~ w? scaling above wg > 5 is a clear signature of
the breakdown of this assumption, as suggested by the
inset of Fig. 1(a). In particular, the drop of Eqoy to zero
for wy > 9 demonstrates that the imprinted phase no
longer induces a flow — an unambiguous demonstration

that the system is in the normal state.

Further insight is provided by an analysis of the
relative change of the condensation energy with re-
spect to the state without imprinted current (w = 0),

ABcona(wy) = Eeonalpo)—Fronao=0| see Fig. 1(b). A
drop in the condensation energy signals the presence of
a pair-breaking mechanism. In the UFG and BCS lim-
its AECOHd(wO) increases slightly with wg, remaining be-
low 5% even at the highest explored value of wy = 10,
which means that the pair-breaking mechanism is negli-
gibly small. However, in the dBCS regime, AE.onq rises
rapidly above wg = 5, which allows us to introduce the
critical winding number w,,;, above which the broken pairs
become essential contributions to the decay of a persis-
tent current.

Next, we estimate the pair-breaking threshold vy, de-
fined as [24, 48]

6pb =VVv N'Q + A% — :u2a (10)

and compare it to the value of the local velocity v. As
expected from the behavior of Ffqay, for wg > 5 in the
dBCS regime, v surpasses the pair-breaking velocity, as
shown in the inset of Fig. 1(b), where with blue (red)
we show velocities below (above) the v,,. Thus, we iden-
tify wpy = 5 as the pair-breaking winding number for the
dBCS regime. Additionally, since the superfluid veloc-
ity decreases as 1/, the pair-breaking mechanism occurs
first near the ring’s inner edge, 7 = Rj,. Consequently,
for wy > wpp, the order parameter |A| reaches the low-
est value at the inner edge of the ring, while in the UFG
limit, it maintains a constant value across the ring diame-
ter, as illustrated in Fig. 1(c) for wy = 7. As we increase
wo, the local velocity v exceeds vy, even at a greater dis-
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FIG. 2. Time-dependent calculations: (a) Temporal evolution
of the flow energy for selected values of winding number wo
and for different interaction strengths A~* from UFG to dBCS
limit, where the time is expressed in units of er. The dashed
lines are the exponential fit F(t) = Ae™ /7 + B. (b,c) The
dependence of the decay rate A/7 and the energy loss Fy —
FEo per particle as a function of winding number wy. The
shaded area indicates the values of the winding number for
which there is only sound emitted due to the switch on the
defect. The dashed line indicates the onset of pair-breaking
phenomena in the deep-BCS regime extracted from the static
considerations.

tance from the inner edge of the ring, and eventually, the
superfluidity is completely lost.

Dynamic calculations — The static considerations
demonstrated that the persistent currents can be affected
significantly by Cooper pair breaking when a sufficiently
large initial flow is imprinted. However, they do not
provide information about stability of the currents once
they are imprinted. To investigate this, we perform their
time-dependent evolution. We study the stability in the
defect’s presence, as was done in experiment [9]. The
defect’s height is switched on until it reaches the final
value Vo =~ 2u at to = 25¢5", having a 1/e? width of
w = 10]@;1. The defect’s parameters are kept fixed in all
explored interaction regimes.

The stability is judged based on measurement of the
temporal profile of the flow energy Faow(t) after the de-
fect is switched on, see Fig. 2(a). These data are fitted
via an exponential function taken as

Egow(t) = Ae V7 + B (11)

where A, B and 7 are fitting parameters with 7 the de-
cay time. By taking the time derivative of Eq. (11) we
note that A/7 gives the decay rate of the flow energy,
Fig. 2(b). Next, we define a second quantity named the

flow energy loss Ey — Ey with Ey = Fgow(t — 00) and
Ey = Egow(to) being the final and initial flow energies
respectively, Fig. 2(c). At low wq values, the flow energy
tends to remain relatively stable over time, with fluctu-
ations due to turning on the defect procedure. However,
as wg increases, the decay rate A/7 becomes larger, as
illustrated in Fig. 2(b). Consequently, the amount of the
energy loss also increases with wq value, as depicted in
Fig. 2(c). Interestingly, while we observe a similar trend
in the dBCS case for wqg values up to wg = 5, flow energy
dissipation decreases for even higher winding numbers, as
we will discuss later. Furthermore, we find that dissipa-
tion in the BCS regime surpasses that in the UFG limit
for equivalent wq values. This observation suggests the
presence of mechanisms that amplify dissipation specif-
ically in the BCS regime. Consequently, we investigate
the origins of dissipation in all three regimes and examine
how it varies with initial winding number values.

Our analysis reveals two primary phenomena con-
tributing to the dissipation of superflow energy: gener-
ation of vortices and/or pair-breaking phenomena. The
former is revealed by the decay of the winding number in
time: whenever a vortex is generated, it causes the phase
slippage and removes one unit of the circulation. Thus,
the instantaneous winding number (measured as a num-
ber of jumps of the phase by 27 as we move along the
inner edge of the ring) changes with steps, see Fig. 3(a).
The latter contribution is instead discerned from the tem-
poral behavior of the condensation energy, as illustrated
in Fig. 3(b). Both phenomena lead to temporal changes
in flow energy. An intriguing discovery is that the criti-
cal winding number w,., denoted as the last value of wg
for which w(t) = wp, appears to be independent of the
interaction regime, consistently standing at the value of
w, = 2. However, we suspect this result may not be uni-
versally applicable and could vary depending on the de-
fects’ parameters. Notably, experimental investigations
in Ref. [9], which featured defects considerably smaller
than those in our study, reported w/¥¢ > wBCS. In
scenarios with weaker defects, w,. is anticipated to be
higher [8] and could even exceeds wpy,.

For wg > 3, we observe the generation of quantum
vortices. They are nucleated near the defect and may
eventually propagate into the bulk, as shown in the in-
sets of Fig. 3(a.i)-(a.ii) with 2D profiles of |A| at selected
moments and in Ref. [49]. Their number is related to
(w(t) — wp) value. Fig. 3(a.iii) shows the final winding
number, extracted by an exponential fit of the w(t), as a
function of wy. As wy increases, the difference (wo —wy)
also increases, indicating the total amount of deposited
vortices. For pure superfluid (p = ps), the flow energy
is expected to be quadratically related to the winding
number, so its decay in time clearly signals the energy
loss. There is a striking feature of Fig. 3(a.iii) that re-
quires clarification. There is no qualitative difference for
(wo — wy) when comparing different interaction regimes.
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FIG. 3. The winding number, extracted at the ring’s inner edge, as a function of time in UFG (a.i) and the dBCS regime

(a.ii). The initial time to corresponds to the moment at which the height of the potential simulating the defect reaches its final
value Vp/p ~ 2. Insets: color maps of |A(z,y)|/er for wo = 6 at times when several vortices propagate into the bulk in UFG
and dBCS limit for ter ~ 430 and ter = 320, respectively. Subfigure (a.iii) shows final winding number w; as a function of

the initial winding number wg, where wy is extracted from the

exponential fitting of w(¢). The dashed line indicates the ideal

case where no phase-slippage events take place (wy = wo). Condensation energy per particle as a function of time in UFG (b.i)

and BCS regime (b.ii) for selected initial winding numbers. (b
function of initial winding number for all three regimes (UFG,

At the quantitative level, the plot suggests that there
are more vortices emitted and therefore expected en-
hanced dissipation in UFG regime as compared to BCS
regime for wy > 6 (green square points are systematically
above blue dots). It is in tension with data presented in
Fig 2(c), which points to the opposite.

To give further insight into this puzzling problem, we
investigate the temporal behavior of our second observ-
able: the condensation energy per particle Eeona(t)/N,
shown in Fig. 3(b)-(i),(ii) for UFG and BCS limit. Given
the scale differences between its values in different inter-
action regimes, we compare data by taking the normal-
ized difference between final and initial values of E.onq:

Econd (tf) - Econd (0)
Econd (0) ’

as illustrated in Fig. 3(b.iii) for all three regimes. The
apparent difference in the condensation energy loss is
clearly visible across different interaction regimes. Ef-
fectively, the loss can be interpreted as the production
of the normal component at the cost of the flow energy.
In general, this mechanism can operate independently.
We may have a situation where the spatial distribution
of the phase of the order parameter (and thus superfluid
velocity vs) does not further change in time while part of
the superfluid density is converted into normal density,

SEcond = (12)

.ii) The difference in relative condensation energy change as a
BCS, and dBCS).

which dissipates the flow energy via viscosity. However,
if quantum vortices are involved, one cannot decouple
their generation from the pair-breaking. It is because of
the peculiar structure of vortices in fermionic superfluids:
the disruption of Cooper pairs in vortex cores is induced
by velocities of the superflow exceeding the pair-breaking
velocity (shown in Fig. 4(a)). When sufficient number of
vortices are created, the portion of the superfluid volume
in which |A| # 0 decreases, and Egonq follows suit. The
drop of the condensation energy, as seen in Fig. 3(b.i) for
UFG, is due to this process. The larger F.,,q decrease
for the dBCS regime is due to the larger vortex core size
(inset fig. 3(a.ii)), but besides that, we also observe the
pair-breaking process in action away from the defect and
from the vortex cores, as demonstrated in Fig. 4(b). Fig-
ure 4(c) shows the systematic increase in the importance
of the pair-breaking mechanics as we move from unitarity
to BCS regimes.

In the deep BCS regime, for the large initial values of
wp, there is already a normal component (broken pairs)
in the initial state, which significantly impacts the dy-
namics from the beginning. When wg > 6 > wyy, the
initial current state surpasses the pair-breaking critical
velocity, leading to an initial partial loss of superfluid-
ity. The latter promotes the emission of vortices during
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(a) Velocity field with respect to pair-breaking
velocity v(7) — vpp at unitarity (A™' ~ 0) at tep ~ 420. (b)

FIG. 4.

Same quantity in dBCS regime (A\™* ~ —1) at tep =~ 300.
Crosses indicate vortex cores. (c) Difference in condensation
energy (as defined in Eq. 12) as a function of [A|™" for a
chosen value of imprinted winding number (wo = 6).

the dynamics, even far from the defect region. For ex-
ample, in the case of wy = 7, a vortex is emitted during
the process of activating the defect. Therefore, the wind-
ing number at the time the defect is on, as shown in
fig. 3(a.ii) is w(tg) = 6 instead of the imprinted value of
wg = 7. Another consequence is the suppressed value of
|A]. Effectively, the coherence length & = f—g increases,
which can even become comparable to the inner radius
value. Thus, the inner hole can act as a larger addi-
tional defect from which vortices can be emitted while
almost no further vortices are emitted close to the ex-
ternal defect, which now has a negligible width d < &.
The decrease of |A] at the static level lowers the initial
flow and condensation energy value. This results in a
higher value of £y — Ey and lower SEeona. If we further
increase wy we almost kill the superfluidity (A ~ 0), as
it occurs for e.g. for wy = 8, and therefore § Fcong goes to
zero. For wg = 9, 10, the initial state is composed of only
the normal component, so we do not show these data in
Fig. 3(b-iii). However, we must note that for wy > 8,
as the time evolution proceeds, the system restores su-
perfluidity, and FE.,nq increases in time; the superfluid
fraction transits in a new equilibrium state. This new
state is characterized by a non-zero wy < wp winding
number.

Conclusions — Studying both static and dynamic
fermionic ring superfluids reveals two distinct critical
winding numbers. In the former scenario, the critical
winding number (wo = wpp) is the point at which the
local velocity surpasses the pair-breaking threshold, re-
sulting in a decrease in the superfluid fraction. Notably,
the pair-breaking critical winding number (wpp) is signif-

icantly lower in the deep BCS regime compared to the
unitarity regime, aligning with expectations. As long as
the amount of the normal component is marginal, the
flow energy increases with wy following a quadratic re-
lationship. Transitioning towards the weakly attractive
BCS limit, the breakup of Cooper-like pairs leads to a
decline in both the superfluid fraction and the associated
flow energy until superfluidity is lost.

The second critical winding number (w.) emerges in
the presence of an external localized defect and repre-
sents the threshold for dynamic dissipation of the wind-
ing number caused by vortex generation. Notably, w,
remains unaffected by the interaction regime for our pa-
rameter choice. In particular, this study shows that the
measurement of the winding number’s decay is insuffi-
cient to decide if the current is persistent or decaying
unambiguously. Here, we define the current as persis-
tent if dEgqy/dt = 0. We identify situations where the
flow energy decreases in certain time intervals, which is
not reflected in the decay of w(t). This is because the
observables based solely on the winding number, while
sensitive to the generation of quantum vortices, are only
weakly sensitive to the broken pairs. We then explore
the interplay between vortex emission and pair-breaking
events during superfluid dynamics. Both of these phe-
nomena directly impact flow energy dissipation, with the
dissipation rate increasing with wy and as we approach
the BCS regime. Vortex emission notably influences the
condensation energy due to the higher density of un-
paired particles within the vortex cores, but broken pairs
can also be produced independently from far away vor-
tex cores and defects, which is particularly pronounced
in the deep BCS regime. Conversely, preceding pair-
breaking events before the external defect enhance the
process of defect-induced vortex emission, as occurs in
the deep BCS regime.

In the perspective of atomtronics applications and su-
perconductors, further exploration could involve quan-
titative analysis of the dissipative phenomena discussed
here in the presence of multiple defects along the super-
flow. The work also points to the importance of searching
for another probe testing the stability of the superfluid
flows, like probes that quantify superfluid fraction during
the time evolution.
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Appendix A: Shape of trapping potential and defect

The external potential is imprinted in an annular shape
during the self-consistent procedure, defined by the fol-
lowing expression:

2ep 7 < Ry = 26k5"
26ps(r — R, R{ — Rin)  Rin <7 < R} = 30kp!

Vext(F) = {0 R$ <71 < R =56k
2eps(r — Ry, Rous — R3) Ry <7 < Rouw, = 60kz"
2ep r > Rout

(13)
where s(a,A) = 3 + 3tanh[tan[Z (3 —1)]] is a ra-
dial function that modifies the potential continuously
between radii. This is done in order to prevent dis-
continuities, which would create numerical instabilities
in the simulations. After the ground state has been
determined, we dynamically raise an additional po-
tential that models defect during the time-dependent
part. The defect is placed at a position (xp,yp) =
(Hew—Bin 0) and is taken to have a Gaussian shape
V(t) = f(t)Voe 22b/v" e=2ub/w* where the defect width
is wkr = 10 and height Vo = 2u. The function f(t) lin-
early rises from 0 to 1 in time interval ¢ € (0, ¢, = 25¢,'),
and for t > t¢ is kept to be 1.
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