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The formation of quantized vortices in a superfluid above a certain critical trap rotation frequency
serves as a hallmark signature of superfluidity. Based on the beyond mean field framework, crucial for
the formation of exotic supersolid and droplet states, we investigate dynamic protocols for vortex
nucleation in the superfluid and supersolid states of a dipolar Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC),
at a significantly lower trap rotation frequency. We find that the critical rotation frequency of
the trap varies with the dipole-dipole interaction strength and the polarization direction of the
external magnetic field. Leveraging these characteristics of dipolar BECs, we demonstrate three
dynamic protocols for vortex nucleation even when rotating below the critical rotation frequency
viz.: (i) varying the s-wave scattering length, (ii) changing the polarizing angle, and (iii) successive
modulation of both the scattering length and polarizing angle. These dynamic vortex seeding
protocols could serve as important benchmarks for future experimental studies.

I. INTRODUCTION

Superfluidity is an intriguing phenomenon character-
ized by the ability to flow without viscosity, first ob-
served in liquid helium and later in ultracold atomic
Bose-Einstein condensates (BECs) [1–4]. The uniform
phase across the condensate and the single-valued macro-
scopic wavefunction results in an irrotational velocity
field. This leads to the quantization of circulation and
the formation of quantized vortices [5–7]. These vortices
are topologically protected singularities, characterized by
a 2π phase winding and serve as a hallmark property of
superfluidity [8, 9]. Since the first experimental realiza-
tion of gaseous BECs [4], the study of the formation of
quantized vortices and their dynamical evolution has be-
come a major research focus. Quantized vortices in BECs
can be nucleated using several distinct methods viz., by
rotating a slightly deformed trap [6, 10], stirring the con-
densate with laser or a localized obstacle above certain
critical velocity [7, 11–13], following a rapid temperature
quench across the transition temperature for the onset of
condensation (Kibble-Zurek mechanism) [14–17], or di-
rectly imprinting the optical phase [18–21], etc.
While earlier experimental works and theoretical inves-

tigations considered nondipolar BECs, dipolar bosonic
gases composed of highly magnetic atoms such as Dy and
Er, have attracted significant attention in recent years
[22–26]. The coexistence of long-range anisotropic dipole-
dipole interactions (DDI) and short-range isotropic con-
tact interactions provides a rich platform for studying
distinctive vortex properties in dipolar BECs. Apart
from all the standard methods, vortices in a dipolar BEC
can also be nucleated by rotating the polarization di-
rection, known as magnetostirring [27–29]. A vortex in
a dipolar BEC produces a mesoscopic dipolar potential
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that alters the interaction among vortices, and inhibits
vortex-antivortex annihilation [30, 31]. Furthermore, a
tilted magnetic field introduces an in-plane anisotropy,
resulting in the formation of elliptical vortex cores and
vortex stripes in a dipolar BEC [27, 29, 32, 33].
Dipolar BECs also have emerged as an intriguing sys-

tem for studying various fascinating quantum phenomena
such as anisotropic superfluidity [34–36], observation of
the quantum analog of Rosenzweig instability [37], ap-
pearance of roton excitations [38–46], formation of self-
bound quantum droplets [47–55], and supersolid states
[56–64]. The supersolid state is a unique state of mat-
ter that combines a crystalline structure with superfluid-
ity and has been observed in a series of theoretical and
experimental studies over the past few years, including
molecular dipolar BECs [65–67], bubble-trapped dipolar
BECs [68–71], binary dipolar mixtures [72–77], Rydberg
atoms [78–80] and spin-orbit coupled BECs [81–88]. The
rotational response of a supersolid state provides a cru-
cial test to identify superfluid properties in a supersolid
[89]. Although, the formation of vortices was predicted
long ago in a model of the supersolid state [90], their real-
ization in a supersolid state has been the object of recent
theoretical and experimental investigations. Theoreti-
cal investigations have predicted unique characteristics
of these vortices in a supersolid, including their robust
character [91], a deformed vortex core [92, 93], vortex
pinning-unpinning, and snaking of vortices between the
periodic crystalline structure [94, 95]. Despite the exper-
imental challenges, vortices have recently been observed
in a dipolar supersolid [96].
A vortex in a superfluid state becomes energetically

favorable above a certain critical threshold of external
rotation frequency [97–99]. However, dynamical vortex
nucleation via sudden introduction of trap rotation re-
quires a higher rotation frequency due to the presence
of an energy barrier for the vortex to seed into the con-
densate [7]. For a BEC confined in a slightly deformed
harmonic trap and rotating with a rotation frequency
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Ω ≈ 0.7ω, where ω is the transverse trapping frequency,
the condensate spontaneously undergoes dynamical in-
stability of quadrupole mode [100–103]. When the atoms
of a BEC interact only through short-range contact inter-
action, this critical rotation frequency is influenced solely
by the trap’s ellipticity, and a specific critical ellipticity
is required for dynamical vortex nucleation [102, 103].
In contrast, for a dipolar BEC, the critical rotation fre-
quency is affected by both the trap’s ellipticity and the
strength of the DDI [104, 105]. As the strength of the
DDI increases, both the thermodynamic critical rota-
tional frequency and the quadrupolar frequency decreases
[101, 106, 107]. Moreover, in a supersolid state, the in-
termediate low-density region between the droplets helps
in reducing the energy barrier for vortex pinning [92, 93].
The inherent anisotropy and long-range character of DDI
enhance our understanding of vortex formation and sta-
bility in both superfluid and supersolid phases. Extensive
research has been conducted to find efficient methods for
generating vortices in dipolar BECs, highlighting their
potential for uncovering new quantum phenomena.
In this article, we first evaluate the critical rotation

frequency threshold for the nucleation of vortices in the
ground states of superfluid and supersolid phases as a
function of the angle between the rotation axis and the
polarization direction. Interestingly, this critical rotation
frequency differs between superfluid and supersolid states
and varies in a unique way with the polarization direc-
tion. Moreover, we find that vortices in both superfluid
and supersolid states are topologically robust against
changes in the s-wave scattering length and polarizing
angle. Utilizing these properties, we demonstrate dy-
namic protocols for the nucleation of vortices even when
rotating an axially symmetric trap below its critical rota-
tion frequency in both superfluid and supersolid phases.
The subsequent material in this paper is arranged as

follows. In Sec. II, we introduce the theoretical model
in the form of an extended Gross-Pitaevskii equation
(eGPE) governing the dynamics of a dipolar BEC. We
discuss the critical rotation frequencies for the superfluid
and supersolid phases of a dipolar BEC in Sec. III. We
propose different dynamical routes for vortex nucleation
in a dipolar BEC in Sec. IV. During the dynamical evo-
lution of the system, we achieve the vortex nucleation in
the following ways: (a) by tuning the scattering length
as discussed in Sec. IVA, (b) by tuning the polarizing
angle as discussed in Sec. IVB and (c) by varying both
the polarization direction and the scattering length as
discussed in Sec. IVC. We summarize this work in Sec.
V. Appendix A describes the formation of vortices by
decreasing the scattering length.

II. MODEL

We consider a dipolar BEC whose atoms possess a
large magnetic dipole moment µm confined in a pancake-
shaped harmonic trap geometry. The atoms are polarized

FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of a dipolar BEC confined
in a pancake-shaped harmonic trap rotating with an angular
frequency Ω about the z-axis. The dipoles are polarized by an
external magnetic field in the x-z plane, making an angle α
with the trap rotation axis (z-axis) and θ is the angle between
the polarization direction e and the separation vector between
the dipoles r.

by a uniform external magnetic field, oriented in the x-
z plane, making a tilt angle α with the z-axis (see Fig.
1). The anisotropic long-range DDI between the atoms
of the condensate takes the form

Vdd(r) =
3gdd
4π

(

1− 3 cos2 θ

r3

)

, (1)

where gdd = µ0µ
2
m/3 is the DDI strength and θ is the an-

gle between the relative position vector r of the dipoles
and the polarization direction e = sinαex+cosαez with
ex and ez being the unit vector along the x and z-
direction, respectively. Additionally, we assume that the
condensate is rotating with an angular frequency Ω about
the z-axis. In the ultracold regime, the dipolar conden-
sate is characterized by the macroscopic wave function ψ,
whose temporal evolution in a rotating frame is described
by the beyond mean field eGPE:

i~
∂ψ(r, t)

∂t
=

[

−
~
2

2m
∇2 + Vt(r)− ΩLz + g|ψ(r, t)|

2

+

∫

dr′Vdd(r− r
′)|ψ(r′, t)|

2
+ γ(ǫdd)|ψ(r, t)|

3
]

ψ(r, t).

(2)

Here, Vt(r) =
1
2
mω2(x2 + y2 + λ2z2) is the axially sym-

metric harmonic trapping potential with angular frequen-
cies ωx = ωy = ω, ωz; with λ = ωz/ω being the trap
aspect ratio; m is the atomic mass. Lz = −i~(x∂y−y∂x)
corresponds to the z-component of the angular momen-
tum operator arising due to the rotation of the conden-
sate about the z-axis. The atoms interact via a short-
range contact interaction, characterized by the coupling
constant g = 4π~2a/m, with a being the s-wave scatter-
ing length of the atoms. The DDI potential is evaluated
in the momentum space due to the singularity at r = 0,
and we obtain the real space contribution by applying the
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FIG. 2. (a) Variation of critical rotation frequency Ωc and (b)
superfluid fraction fs as a function of polarizing angle α for a
164Dy condensate with a = 90aB and a = 120aB corresponds
to a supersolid and superfluid state, respectively. Results are
for the case of N = 6× 104 number of 164Dy atoms confined
in an axially symmetric pancake-shaped harmonic trap with
(ω,ωz) = 2π × (45, 133)Hz.

convolution theorem. The resulting DDI in the Fourier
space is

Ṽdd(k) = gdd

[

3(kx sinα+ kz cosα)
2

k2
− 1

]

, (3)

where ki, i = x, y, z are the cartesian components of
the momentum. The last term appearing in the Eq.
(2) represents the effect of quantum fluctuations in the
form of dipolar Lee-Huang-Yang (LHY) correction with

the coefficient γ(ǫdd) = 32
3
g
√

a3

π

(

1 + 3
2
ǫ2dd

)

[108–112],

where the dimensionless parameter ǫdd = add/a with
add = µ0µ

2
mm/12π~

2 being the dipolar length, quanti-
fies the strength of DDI relative to the contact inter-
action. The order parameter of the condensate is nor-
malized to the total number of atoms in the condensate,
N =

∫

dr|ψ(r)|
2
.

III. CRITICAL ROTATION FREQUENCY

We consider a dipolar BEC of N = 6 × 104 164Dy
atoms, confined in an axially symmetric pancake-shaped
harmonic trap with trapping frequencies, (ω, ωz) = 2π×
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FIG. 3. Variation of angular momentum per particle 〈Lz〉 /N~

of a supersolid state corresponding to a = 90aB with trap
rotation frequency Ω for different polarizing angle α =
0◦, 15◦, 30◦, 75◦ and 90◦, respectively. The other param-
eters are N = 6 × 104 number of 164Dy atoms confined
in an axially symmetric pancake-shaped harmonic trap with
(ω,ωz) = 2π × (45, 133)Hz.

(45, 133)Hz [53, 112]. The ground state phases of the con-
densate are obtained numerically by the imaginary time
evolution of the eGPE [Eq. (2)]. The condensate can ex-
hibit a superfluid, supersolid, or droplet phase depend-
ing on the s-wave scattering length [60, 64, 112]. The
superfluid to supersolid phase transition occurs below a
critical value of the s-wave scattering length ac. In our
considered case with a static uniform magnetic field po-
larizing along the z-axis (α = 0◦), this transition occurs
at ac ≈ 95aB. The ground state of a superfluid phase
remains unaffected by the trap rotation below a criti-
cal rotation frequency ΩSF

c of the trap. However, once
the rotation frequency Ω exceeds this critical threshold
(Ω > ΩSF

c ), vortices begin to form in the superfluid phase.
On the contrary, both the supersolid and isolated droplet
crystal phases respond to any external rotation as a re-
sult of the solid body response exhibited by the droplets
and consequently, the angular momentum of the system
grows linearly with the rotation frequency Ω. Neverthe-
less, due to the superfluid background in the supersolid
phase, the vortical solution also becomes energetically
favorable beyond a critical rotation frequency ΩSS

c .

For a superfluid phase characterized by a = 120aB
and α = 0, we observe that the critical rotation fre-
quency is ΩSF

c = 0.34ω. As we increase the tilt angle
α from 0◦ to 90◦, the growing attractive DDI along the
x-direction induces an anisotropy in the condensate. In
order to minimize the DDI energy, the atoms orient them-
selves along the polarization direction in a head-to-tail
arrangement, resulting in the condensate being elongated
along the x-direction. With the increased anisotropy and
peak density in the x-y plane, a larger rotation frequency
Ω is required to initiate vortex nucleation. Therefore,
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for a superfluid dipolar BEC, the critical rotation fre-
quency increases with the increase in the tilt angle α, i.e.,
ΩSF

c

∣

∣

α=0◦
< ΩSF

c

∣

∣

α=90◦
[see Fig. 2(a)]. Furthermore, for

the tilt angle α 6= 0◦, the vortex core becomes elliptical
in shape with the major axis of the ellipse along the po-
larization direction and for larger rotation frequency, we
observe a transition from a triangular vortex lattice pat-
tern to a stripe vortex lattice pattern similar like [27, 29].
In the supersolid state, periodic density peaks

(droplets) are connected by regions of lower density. Ow-
ing to the lower intermediate density regions between
the droplets and a reduced superfluid fraction [113] in
the supersolid phase, a relatively lower critical rotation
frequency ΩSS

c is required to pin vortices in the intersti-
tial regions between the droplets (ΩSS

c < ΩSF
c ). Specif-

ically, in our considered case, the supersolid phase with
a = 90aB and α = 0◦ corresponds to a superfluid frac-
tion fs = 0.76, requires a critical rotation frequency
ΩSS

c = 0.225ω to initiate vortex nucleation. As we in-
crease the tilt angle α, the dominant DDI causes a re-
duction in both the superfluid fraction of the condensate
[see Fig. 2 (b)] and the density of the interstitial region
between the droplets. This leads to a decrease in the
value of ΩSS

c , as illustrated in Fig. 2(a). Beyond a tilt
angle α = 60◦, the superfluid fraction of the condensate
drops below fs < 0.15 [see Fig. 2(b)] and the conden-
sate exhibits a macro-droplet phase elongated along the
polarization direction. Consequently, for α > 60◦ the
ground state of the condensate can not exhibit a vorti-
cal solution due to the increased density and decreased
superfluid fraction. Nonetheless, in this phase (α > 60◦

and a = 90aB), the condensate showcases a solid body
response to the external rotation of the trap and the an-
gular momentum of the condensate varies linearly with Ω
as shown in Fig. 3. While for α < 60◦, when the conden-
sate exhibits a vortical solution, the angular momentum
of the condensate experiences a sudden jump in value at
Ω = ΩSS

c

∣

∣

α<60◦
(see Fig. 3).

IV. DYNAMICAL ROUTES TO VORTEX

NUCLEATION

In general, dynamical vortex formation via the me-
chanical rotation of the trap requires a substantially
higher rotation frequency than the critical rotation fre-
quency. The dynamical vortex formation marks the
onset of quadrupolar instability. This quadrupolar os-
cillation, driven by dissipative dynamics, leads to the
emergence of vortices within the system [101]. In the
preceding section, we have demonstrated that a su-
persolid state necessitates a lower critical rotation fre-
quency ΩSS

c to generate vortices in the ground state
of the system (ΩSS

c < ΩSF
c ), and ΩSS

c decreases as the
tilt angle α increases. Moreover, quantized vortices are
topological defects; therefore, they can not be elimi-
nated by perturbations from a superfluid system [91].
By using these two properties, in this section, we will

0.0
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FIG. 4. Time evolution of (a) the deformation parameter δ
and (b) the angular momentum per particle 〈Lz〉 /N~ follow-
ing the change in the s-wave scattering length from a = 120aB
to a = 90aB and then back to the initial a = 120aB . The red-
shaded region indicates the period during which the s-wave
scattering length changes. Results are presented for the case
of N = 6 × 104 164Dy atoms with a fixed tilt angle α = 45◦

trapped in an axially symmetric pancake-shaped trap, with
trapping frequencies (ω, ωz) = 2π×(45, 133)Hz, rotating with
rotation frequency Ω (see the legends).

demonstrate various dynamic routes that result in vor-
tex nucleation in a dipolar condensate at rotation fre-
quencies, below the critical threshold Ωc. In all these
dynamic processes, we add a small noise to the initial
wavefunction of the condensate to simulate the effects of
quantum fluctuations [114].

A. Tuning scattering length

We first consider a dipolar BEC of N = 6× 104 num-
ber of particles, in the superfluid phase with a = 120aB
confined in an axially symmetric harmonic trap rotat-
ing at a frequency of Ω = 0.3ω. The external polar-
izing magnetic field orients about the rotation axis of
the trap (z-axis) with a tilt angle α = 45◦. Due to the
nonzero tilt angle, the initial ground state of the dipolar
BEC experiences a slight deformation, elongating along
the x-direction [see Fig. 4(a)]. However, since the ro-
tation frequency Ω = 0.3ω < ΩSF

c

∣

∣

α=45◦
= 0.36ω, the

superfluid state does not respond to the external rota-
tion. Consequently, the condensate does not possess vor-
tices under this initial condition [see Figs. 5(b1) and
5(c1)] and thus has an angular momentum 〈Lz〉 = 0
[see Fig. 4(b)]. Nevertheless, this rotation frequency
exceeds the critical threshold required for initiating
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FIG. 5. Nucleation of vortices in a superfluid state by varying the s-wave scattering length from a = 120aB to a = 90aB
and then back to the initial value of a = 120aB , with a fixed polarization direction of α = 45◦ and a trap rotation frequency
Ω = 0.3ω < ΩSF

c

∣

∣

α=45◦
. Panel (a) illustrates the temporal variation of the scattering length a. The red-shaded region indicates

the period during which the s-wave scattering length changes. Panels (b1− b6) and (c1− c6) present snapshots of the density
and phase profiles in the x-y plane, respectively, marked by the corresponding marker as marked in panel (a). The red circular
patches in the phase profile indicate the positions of the vortices. Results are presented for the case of N = 6 × 104 164Dy
atoms trapped in an axially symmetric harmonic trap with (ω, ωz) = 2π × (45, 133)Hz.

vortex formation in the supersolid phase (Ω >
ΩSS

c

∣

∣

α=45◦
). Therefore, we decrease the s-wave scatter-

ing length from a = 120aB to a = 90aB using a linear
ramp over a duration of 20 ms. After that, the scattering
length a is kept constant and we let the system evolve
up to 300 ms as shown in Fig. 5(a). As the scatter-
ing length decreases, the deformation of the condensate
δ =

(〈

x2
〉

−
〈

y2
〉)

/
(〈

x2
〉

+
〈

y2
〉)

increases to its maxi-
mum extent δ ≈ 0.2 [see Fig. 4(a)], leading to a periodic
oscillation in shape accompanied by quadrupolar phase
field as shown in Figs. 5(b2) and 5(c2). Subsequently, the
condensate transitions into a supersolid state featuring
four droplets with an unstable boundary arising due to
the first-order phase transition [see Figs. 5(b3) and 5(c3)]
[115]. At the boundary of the supersolid, surface ripples
emerge in the form of density fluctuations and phase sin-
gularities. Since these surface ripples occur in regions
of very low density, they do not contribute significantly
to the angular momentum of the system. Over time,
vortices penetrate into the condensate from the unstable
boundary and nest within the interstitial regions between
the droplets [see Figs. 5(b4) and 5(c4)], resulting in an
increase in the angular momentum of the system [see Fig.
4(b)]. Due to the snaking of vortex cores from one in-
terstitial site to another, the angular momentum of the
condensate fluctuates around 〈Lz〉 /N~ = 2. Moreover,
the vortex cores undergo deformation due to the presence
of the droplets and elongate along the x-direction owing

to the tilted external polarizing magnetic field. As vortex
cores form within the supersolid, the deformation of the
condensate diminishes [Fig. 4(a)].
After forming the vortices, at t = 300 ms, we linearly

increase the scattering length from a = 90aB back to its
initial value a = 120aB over a duration of 20 ms [see Fig.
5(a)]. As we increase the scattering length, the deforma-
tion is further reduced (oscillates with a smaller ampli-
tude around δ = 0.07 [see Fig. 4 (a)]) and the system
transitions back to a superfluid state. Of utmost sig-
nificance, the vortices situated close to the rotation axis
survive owing to their robust character as shown in Figs.
5(b5), 5(c5) and 5(b6), 5(c6). Vortices located near the
periphery of the condensate are displaced further towards
the boundary of the condensate. The angular momentum
per particle attains a constant value 〈Lz〉 /N~ = 2 [see
Fig. 4(b)]. Therefore, in this dynamical process, start-
ing from a superfluid state without any vortex, one can
generate vortices in the superfluid state below its critical
rotation frequency (Ω < ΩSF

c ).
Interestingly, we find that vortex nucleation occurs

even at a lower trap rotation frequency of Ω = 0.2ω.
The angular momentum per particle then increases to
〈Lz〉 /N~ = 1, as illustrated in Fig. 4(b). During this
dynamical process also, two vortices are nucleated. How-
ever, the difference in angular momentum for Ω = 0.2ω
arises because the vortices are formed at a larger dis-
tance from the center of the trap compared to the case
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FIG. 6. Nucleation of vortices in a supersolid state by changing the polarizing angle from α = 0◦ to an intermediate value of
α = 45◦, and then back to the initial polarization direction of α = 0◦, for a fixed trap rotation frequency Ω = 0.2ω < ΩSS

c

∣

∣

α=0◦
.

Panel (a) shows the instantaneous polarization direction α(t). Panels (b1− b6) and (c1− c6) display snapshots of the density
and phase profiles in the x-y plane, respectively, marked by the corresponding marker as marked in panel (a). The red circular
patches in the phase profile indicate the positions of the vortices. Results are presented for the case of N = 6 × 104 164Dy
atoms with a = 90aB trapped in an axially symmetric harmonic trap with (ω,ωz) = 2π × (45, 133)Hz.

of Ω = 0.3ω (not shown here).
Note that following the same protocol, vortices can be

induced for a tilt angle α 6= 0◦ up to a critical tilt angle
α = 60◦ (see Appendix A). For α = 0◦, the commuta-
tor [H,Lz] = 0, where H denotes the Hamiltonian of the
system. Consequently, the angular momentum remains
conserved throughout the transition from superfluid to
supersolid states. Hence, if the magnetic field polarizes
along the z-axis (α = 0◦), a superfluid state without
any vortices transitioning to a supersolid state cannot
initiate vortex nucleation to maintain the angular mo-
mentum 〈Lz〉 = 0. Furthermore, with the increase in tilt
angle α, the time needed for vortex nucleation decreases
(see Appendix A). Beyond α > 60◦, the intermediate
state exhibits droplets state, and we observe that droplets
demonstrate a solid body response to the external rota-
tion, rendering them incapable of vortex nucleation.

B. Tuning polarizing angle

In this case, we begin with a supersolid state [see
Figs. 6(b1), 6(c1)] characterized by a = 90aB and
N = 6 × 104 atoms, confined within the identical axi-
ally symmetric harmonic trapping configuration as the
previous instance. Initially, the atoms are polarized by
an external magnetic field along the z-direction (α =
0◦). We consider that the trap is rotating at a fre-
quency Ω = 0.2ω, which falls below the critical threshold

0.0

0.1

0.2

δ

(a)

0 100 200 300 400
t(ms)

0

1.0

2.0

〈L
z
〉
/
N

h̄

(b)

FIG. 7. Time evolution of (a) the deformation parameter δ
and (b) the angular momentum per particle 〈Lz〉 /N~ follow-
ing the dynamics as shown in 6(a). The violet-shaded region
indicates the period during which the polarization direction
changes. Other parameters are same as of Fig. 6.



7

FIG. 8. Nucleation of vortices by successive changes in scattering length and polarizing direction as depicted in panels (a,
b) for a fixed trap rotation frequency Ω = 0.2ω. The violet-shaded region denotes the period during which the polarization
direction changes, while the red-shaded region marks the period of change in the s-wave scattering length. Panels (c1 − c5)
and (d1− d5) display snapshots of the density and phase profiles in the x-y plane, respectively, marked by the corresponding
marker as marked in panel (a, b). The red circular patches in the phase profile indicate the positions of the vortices. Results
are presented for the case of N = 6 × 104 164Dy atoms trapped in an axially symmetric pancake-shaped harmonic trap with
trapping frequencies (ω,ωz) = 2π × (45, 133)Hz.

ΩSS
c = 0.225ω, and thus insufficient to nucleate vortices

in the supersolid state. However, this rotation frequency
is high enough to nucleate vortices for a tilt angle α > 15◦

[see Fig. 2(a)]. Therefore, to nucleate vortices, we lin-
early increase the tilt angle from α = 0◦ to an intermedi-
ate tilt angle αint = 45◦ over a ramp time 20 ms [see Fig.
6(a)]. As we increase the tilt angle, the DDI between the
atoms changes, resulting in an increase in deformation δ
of the condensate leading to dynamical instability. Once
δ reaches its maximum extent, it undergoes a simple pe-
riodic oscillation [see Fig. 7(a)]. Additionally, due to the
dynamical instability, surface ripples are generated in the
form of density fluctuations and phase singularities [see
Figs. 6(b2) and 6(c2)]. Because of the intermediate low-
density regions between droplets, these surface ripples are
promptly pulled towards the center of the condensate by
the rotating drive. Meanwhile, the increased polarizing
angle results in a decrease in the superfluid fraction of the
condensate, resulting in a linear increase in the system’s
angular momentum 〈Lz〉 [see Fig. 7(b)]. The surface
ripples then transform into deformed vortex cores, which
settle in the interstitial regions between the droplets as
demonstrated in Figs. 6(b3) and 6(c3).

After vortex nucleation at around t = 100 ms, we de-
crease the polarizing angle from αint = 45◦ to α = 0◦,
restoring the system back to its initial condition [see Fig.
6(a)]. As we start decreasing the tilt angle, the defor-
mation of the condensate also drops and after reaching
the tilt angle α = 0◦ it oscillates around δ = 0 as shown
in Fig. 7(a). In this case too, we observe that vortices
survive as a consequence of their topologically robust na-
ture, and snake between the droplets from one intersti-
tial low-density region to another [see Figs. 6(b4-b6) and
6(c4-c6)]. Consequently, the angular momentum of the
condensate attains a constant value 〈Lz〉 /N~ = 2.2 [see
Fig. 7(b)]. Thus, starting from a supersolid state without
any vortices, by employing this protocol one can achieve

vortex nucleation in a supersolid state below the critical
rotation frequency Ω < ΩSS

c .

Note that the number of vortices generated using this
protocol can vary depending on the intermediate polariz-
ing angle, αint and the trap rotation frequency Ω. With
the increase in αint, the superfluid fraction decreases, en-
abling vortex nucleation to be triggered by a lower rota-
tional frequency. We find that by employing this proto-
col and adjusting the polarizing angle to an intermediate
value of αint = 60◦, vortex nucleation can be induced
even at a rotation frequency of Ω = 0.15ω. Evidently,
it is interesting to note that this dynamic protocol for
vortex nucleation involving an intermediate state with a
larger polarizing angle 45◦ < α < 60◦, results in a super-
solid state with fewer droplets. Moreover, similar to the
previous protocol, we find that in this process also, one
can vary the value of the intermediate tilt angle maxi-
mum up to αint = 60◦.

C. Varying both polarization direction and

scattering length

In this case, we initially consider a supersolid state
with a = 90aB confined in the axially symmetric har-
monic trap rotating with a rotation frequency Ω =
0.2ω < ΩSS

c . Therefore, the supersolid state is unable to
nucleate vortices with this trap rotation frequency [see
Figs. 8 (c1) and 8(d1)]. The superfluid fraction of the
condensate decreases with the tilt angle α, leading to
the formation of vortices at lower rotational frequency
[see Figs. 2 (a) and 2 (b)]. Thus, we linearly vary the
tilt angle from α = 0◦ to α = 60◦ over a ramp time
t = 20 ms while keeping the other parameters constant
[see Figs. 8(a) and 8(b)]. With the increase in the tilt an-
gle, the number of droplets changes as a consequence of
the change in the DDI between the particles. At α = 60◦,
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FIG. 9. Time evolution of (a) the deformation parameter δ
and (b) the angular momentum per particle 〈Lz〉 /N~ in re-
sponse to successive changes in polarizing direction and scat-
tering length, as depicted in Figs. 8 (a) and 8 (b). The violet-
shaded region denotes the period during which the polariza-
tion direction changes, while the red-shaded region marks the
period of change in the s-wave scattering length. Other pa-
rameters are the same as in Fig. 8.

to minimize the DDI energy, the atoms orient themselves
in a head-to-tail arrangement along the polarization di-
rection, resulting in an increase in the deformation of
the condensate to its maximum extent δ = 0.24 [see Fig.
9(a)] and the condensate exhibits three droplets inter-
linked by background superfluid as shown in Fig. 8(c2).
Moreover, changing the direction of polarization creates
dynamical instability within the system in the form of
density fluctuations and phase singularities. Following
this dynamical instability, the deformation of the trap
decreases and undergoes a quadrupolar shape oscillation
around δ = 0.13 [Fig. 9(a)]. The phase singularities
at the lower-density region do not contribute to the an-
gular momentum of the condensate. However, as these
vortices are formed at the intermediate position between
the three droplets, the angular momentum of the conden-
sate increases [see Figs. 8(c2) and 8(d2), and Fig. 9(b)].
Detection of these vortices is very difficult in this phase
since the vortices are formed in the low-density region
and are cloaked by the high-density droplets.
Thereafter, forming the vortices in a supersolid state

with α = 60◦ at t = 100 ms, we linearly increase the
scattering length from a = 90aB to a = 120aB in 20 ms,
transforming the system from a supersolid to a super-
fluid state [see Figs. 8(a) and 8(b)]. Due to the topolog-
ical robustness, vortices at comparatively higher-density
regions survive after the phase transition, and those
vortices formed at substantially low-density regions are

pushed to the boundary of the condensate. Although the
trap rotates with a frequency Ω = 0.2ω < ΩSF

c

∣

∣

α=60◦
=

0.38ω, we find that the superfluid with a = 120aB and
α = 60◦ possess two vortices with elliptical core as shown
in Fig. 8(c3) and 8(d3). This vortex-vortex pair co-
rotates around the central point of the trap in the x-y
plane in an anisotropic path due to the anisotropic DDI
energy between the vortex pair. The distance between
the vortices is minimized when the vortex pair aligns
along the y = 0 line and maximized when they align
along the x = 0 line due to the attractive and repulsive
DDI, respectively.
At t = 300 ms, we slowly change the polarization di-

rection over a duration of 20 ms and align the external
magnetic field along the z-direction [see Figs. 8(a) and
8(b)]. Consequently, the deformation of the condensate
reduces to zero, and the condensate becomes axisymmet-
ric as demonstrated in Fig. 9(a). Furthermore, even
though the rotation frequency Ω = 0.2ω is less than the
critical threshold value ΩSF

c

∣

∣

α=0◦
= 0.34ω, the conden-

sate still retains the vortices, and the vortex core becomes
circularly symmetric [see Figs. 8(c4) and 8(d4)]. There-
after, at t = 400 ms, we linearly reduce the scattering
length from a = 120aB to a = 90aB, keeping the po-
larization fixed along z-direction [Figs. 8(a) and 8(b)].
We find that following this interaction quench due to the
increase in the anisotropic DDI energy, the density of
the condensate gets modulated. First, two rings of high
density emerge around the vortices, connected at the cen-
ter. Then, these rings break into seven droplets and are
arranged in a triangular lattice pattern, which is con-
nected by the background superfluid. Most significantly,
the vortices in the superfluid state also survive this inter-
action quench and demonstrate the topologically robust
character of the vortices [see Figs. 8(c5) and 8(d5)]. The
angular momentum remains constant at 〈Lz〉 /N~ ≈ 2
after making the polarization direction along z-axis [see
Fig. 9(b)].
Hence, employing this dynamic protocol, we suc-

cessively transition the supersolid state through three
phases, where we demonstrate the emergence of vortices
within the condensate despite having a lower rotational
frequency than its critical frequency.

V. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we exploit the very anisotropic nature of
DDI to propose dynamic protocols to generate vortices in
both superfluid and supersolid phases of a dipolar BEC,
even when rotating below the critical rotation frequency.
We demonstrate that once a vortex forms, it remains
robustly preserved during transitions of the condensate
between superfluid and supersolid states, as well as dur-
ing changes in the polarization direction of the dipoles.
The reduced superfluidity in the supersolid phase lowers
the critical rotation frequency compared to the super-
fluid state. Moreover, the transition from superfluid to
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a supersolid state in a quasi-two-dimensional trap, in-
duced by decreasing the scattering length, represents a
first-order phase transition that instigates dynamical in-
stability into the condensate. Exploiting these charac-
teristics, we demonstrate the formation of vortices below
the critical rotation frequency Ω < ΩSF

c in a superfluid
state under the influence of a tilted magnetic field rang-
ing from 0◦ to 60◦. This is achieved by transitioning the
condensate from superfluid to supersolid phase and then
back to its initial superfluid phase.

In the presence of a tilted magnetic field, magnetostric-
tion causes the density profile of a dipolar BEC to deform
into an ellipsoid [116], thereby breaking the angular sym-
metry of an otherwise axisymmetrically trapped system.
Furthermore, the superfluid fraction of the condensate
varies with the tilt angle, especially in the context of a
supersolid state, where the superfluid fraction undergoes
significant changes as the polarizing direction is altered.
These features cause the critical rotation frequency, re-
quired to nucleate vortices, to vary based on the angle
between the axial direction of the trap and the polariza-
tion direction of the dipoles, ranging from 0 to 90◦. In-
terestingly, the critical rotation frequency increases with
the tilt angle in the superfluid state, while decreasing in
the supersolid state. Using this distinctive property in
the supersolid phase, we induce a quadrupolar shape os-
cillation by increasing the tilt angle to an intermediate
value and then returning to the initial polarization direc-
tion. This dynamical process enables vortex nucleation
with a deformed core in the supersolid state, even when
rotating below the critical rotation frequency.

Finally, by combining the above two protocols, we
present a third approach in which successive changes
in the polarization direction and scattering length facili-
tate the nucleation of vortices in both the superfluid and
supersolid phases, below the critical rotation frequency
threshold required for vortex nucleation in the supersolid
state.

We believe our proposals could serve as a signifi-
cant benchmark for future experiments on the nucleation
of vortices in dipolar BECs rotating at a significantly
smaller rotation frequency even below the critical rota-
tion frequency and pave the way for numerous promising
research directions for future endeavors. In this work, we
investigate a rotating dipolar BEC under the influence
of a magnetic field polarized at an arbitrary angle. In-
stead of using a rotating trap, the same protocol can be
applied by magnetostirring the dipolar BEC below the
critical rotation frequency to generate vortices [29, 96].
Another intriguing avenue would be to explore the ef-
fects of a higher rotation frequency of the trap or a po-
larizing magnetic field that exceeds the transverse trap-
ping frequency but still lower than the Larmor frequency
[114, 117]. This work also opens the door for examining
the anisotropic nature of the vortex core [30, 118], the
dynamics of vortex-vortex and vortex-antivortex pairs
[119, 120], the interplay between vortices and droplets
[94, 95, 121], the formation of exotic vortex lattice pat-

terns [27, 29, 33], and the anisotropic turbulence [122]
in the superfluid and supersolid phases of a dipolar BEC
under the influence of an arbitrary angle polarized mag-
netic field.
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FIG. 10. Time evolution of the angular momentum per parti-
cle 〈Lz〉 /N~ following a change in the scattering length from
a = 120aB to a = 90aB . The red-shaded region indicates the
period during which the s-wave scattering length changes, for
different polarizing angles: (a) α = 0◦, 15◦, 30◦ and (b)
α = 45◦, 60◦, respectively. The inset of (a) represents the
growth of 〈Lz〉 for α = 15◦. Results are presented for the
case of N = 6× 104 164Dy atoms rotating with Ω = 0.3ω and
trapped in an axially symmetric pancake-shaped harmonic
trap with trapping frequencies (ω, ωz) = 2π × (45, 133)Hz.
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FIG. 11. (a) Time evolution of the deformation parameter δ following the change in the s-wave scattering length from a = 120aB
to a = 90aB . The red-shaded region indicates the period during which the s-wave scattering length changes. Panels (b1− f2)
display snapshots of the density profiles in the x-y plane. Each column represents the result of the dynamics for different fixed
polarizing angles: (b1,b2) α = 0◦, (c1, c2) α = 15◦, (d1,d2) α = 30◦ (e1, e2) α = 45◦ and (f1, f2) α = 60◦, respectively.
Results are presented for the case of N = 6 × 104 164Dy atoms rotating with Ω = 0.3ω and trapped in an axially symmetric
pancake-shaped harmonic trap with trapping frequencies (ω, ωz) = 2π × (45, 133)Hz.

Appendix A: Nucleation of vortices by decreasing

scattering length

As we have discussed in the main text (Sec. IVA),
a supersolid state requires a lower critical rotational fre-
quency threshold for vortex nucleation than a superfluid
state. Here, we demonstrate vortex nucleation starting
from a superfluid state with a fixed rotation frequency
Ω = 0.3ω < ΩSF

c and for different polarizing angles by
transitioning from superfluid to supersolid state. We
quench the scattering length from a = 120aB to a = 90aB
following a linear ramp with ramp time t = 20 ms. After
which, we let the system evolve for a long time. In Figs.
10 (a) and 10 (b), we show the time evolution of the an-
gular momentum. Following the superfluid to supersolid
phase transition at a tilt angle α = 0◦, the angular mo-
mentum of the condensate remains fixed at 〈Lz〉 /N~ = 0.
This is consistent with the fact that for α = 0, the com-
mutator [H,Lz] = 0. For a tilt angle α = 15◦, the angu-
lar momentum shows an increasing trend [see the inset
of Fig. 10(a)]. However, the value of the angular mo-
mentum remains very small and is unable to nucleate
vortices within our simulation time t = 1400 ms. With
the increase in the tilt angle to α = 30◦ the angular mo-
mentum slowly increases, following the superfluid to su-

persolid transition and after t = 1000 ms the condensate
induces vortex nucleation. As we further increase the
tilt angle to α = 45◦ and α = 60◦, the value of the an-
gular momentum per particle increases rapidly [see Fig.
10 (b)]. Thus the vortex nucleation time reduces with
increasing the tilt angle. For α = 60◦, the angular mo-
mentum of the condensate fluctuates a lot due to lower
superfluid fraction, resulting in spontaneous vortex pin-
ning and unpinning. In Fig. 11 (a), we showcase the
variation of δ with time. We observe that for larger tilt
angles, the deformation of the condensate increases fol-
lowing the superfluid to supersolid phase transition. As
the deformation reaches its maximum extent, the con-
densate undergoes a quadrupolar oscillation. Following
the quadrupolar shape oscillation and as a consequence
of the lower superfluid fraction in the supersolid state,
the condensate exhibits vortex nucleation. However, for
a smaller tilt angle α ≤ 15◦, the condensate remains al-
most axially symmetric. Therefore, the condensate does
not undergo any quadrupolar oscillation and due to the
very small gain of angular momentum at a smaller tilt
angle, the condensate is unable to nucleate vortices. In
Figs. 11(b1-f2), we show snapshots of the density profile
of the condensate following an interaction quench from
a superfluid state to a supersolid state in the x-y plane.
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[52] F. Wächtler and L. Santos,
Phys. Rev. A 94, 043618 (2016).
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