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We theoretically investigate the properties of ultra-cold dipolar atoms in radially coupled, concen-
tric annular traps created by a potential barrier. The non-rotating ground-state phases are investi-
gated across the superfluid-supersolid phase transition, revealing a particle imbalance between the
two rings and a preferential density modulation in the outer ring. Near the phase transition on the
superfluid side, applying rotation can induce density modulations in either ring, depending on the
angular momentum and barrier strength. For low angular momentum, such rotation-induced density
modulation forms in the outer ring, while for high angular momentum and weak barriers, it emerges
in the inner ring. Rotation can lead to persistent currents and the nucleation of a vortex residing
either at the center (central vortex) or at the ring junction (Josephson vortex). Josephson vortices
can also form at the junctions of the localized density sites induced by rotation in the inner ring, a
behavior that is unique to our system. By switching off the trap and allowing the system to expand,
distinct interference patterns emerge, which can be analyzed to identify and distinguish between
various vortex configurations, and thus can be observed in current state-of-the-art experiments.

I. INTRODUCTION

Superfluidity is well-known to be closely related to the
phenomenon of Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC) [1–3]
and manifests through the existence of vortices and per-
sistent currents (see the review [4]). In analogy to super-
conducting rings [5, 6], multiply-connected atomic con-
densates in toroidal traps may exhibit metastable flow [7–
15] (see also the recent review [16]). Likewise, the Joseph-
son effect (originally discovered in superconducting sys-
tems [17]) may govern the tunneling between purely su-
perfluid (SF) states that are weakly linked by a junction
formed by an external potential. For singly-connected
systems, the atomic analogue of the Josephson effect has
been intensively studied, see, e.g., Refs. [18–27]. Par-
ticularly interesting however is the combination of the
Josephson effect and persistent flow that can be achieved
by trapping a BEC in a double (or multiple) ring geom-
etry, arranged coaxially or coplanarly [28–39]. The cou-
pling between the rings across an azimuthally symmetric
barrier may then lead to an intriguing interplay between
Josephson tunneling and persistent currents (PCs) in the
system. A distinctive feature of such multi-ring poten-
tials is their ability to support either identical or dis-
tinctly quantized flows across the junctions, with some
or all of the rings carrying quantized angular momen-
tum. The phase difference between the rings leads to
the formation of vortices at the Josephson barriers, com-
monly referred to as Josephson vortices (JVs). They have
been observed in superconductors [40] and polariton su-
perfluids [41], and are also well studied in BECs of alkali
atoms [25, 29, 37, 38, 42–45].

Dipolar BECs (as reviewed in [46–49]) add another in-
teresting twist to the physics of JVs and PCs, due to
the long-ranged interaction. After first experiments with
Chromium [50, 51], also lanthanides with larger magnetic
dipole moments [52–55] became of interest, where simi-
larly to a classical Rosensweig transition, regular arrays

of droplets may form [56, 57]. Under certain conditions,
these droplets may phase-coherently overlap and a peri-
odic solid-like structure may emerge while the coherent
superfluid properties are partly maintained [58–61]. Such
“supersolid” (SS) state of matter was predicted early
on [1, 61] for helium but remained elusive [62]. Unequiv-
ocal evidence for its existence however only came more
recently from the above experiments with ultra-cold dys-
prosium [58–61] and erbium [60]. Subsequent studies an-
alyzed the excitation spectra [63, 64] associated with the
SF-SS transition and provided deeper insights into var-
ious dynamical phenomena [65]. Vortices as indicators
of superfluidity in the SS state were also studied [66–70].
Interestingly, already long before the realization of SSs,
it was suggested that a SF of dipolar atoms polarized
perpendicular to the symmetry axis of a toroidal trap
will form a self-induced Josephson junction, splitting the
SF in two halves on either side of the ring [71]. More
recently, the SS state has been interpreted as an array
of such junctions [72–75], albeit here as a consequence of
the SS density modulation. A connection could be drawn
between the superfluid fraction as a measure of the den-
sity modulation in the SS, and the Josephson effect [72].
For a dipolar SS in a toroidal trap, earlier studied in [76–
78] and yet to be realized experimentally, the absence of
inhomogeneities typical of cigar-shaped traps leads to a
collective excitation spectrum where first sound, second
sound, and Higgs modes can decouple [79]. When persis-
tent current exists, the angular momentum per particle
(in the SS being less than unity in units of ℏ) is deter-
mined by the superfluid fraction [76–78].

In this work, motivated by the advantages of the
toroidal confinement and the existence of novel phases
in dipolar BECs, we investigate dipolar BECs confined
in coplanar double rings sharing a common center (as dis-
played by the density iso-surfaces in Fig. 1 on the next
page). Pertinent questions are how the spontaneous den-
sity modulation of the SS state evolves in a double-ring
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FIG. 1. Density isosurfaces in ground states showcasing SF
states [upper panel, (a), (b)] and SS states [lower panel,
(c),(d)]. The color of the isosurface at each position repre-
sents the value of the phase associated with the wave func-
tion. (a) Non-rotating ground state for ϵdd = 1.95 and
VB = 104. (b) Rotating ground state with a CV obtained
for the same parameters as in (a), but for a trap rotation
with Ω = 0.04ω. (c) Rotating ground state with a JV1 for
ϵdd = 2.05, VB = 6 × 104a2

dd and Ω = 0.04ω. (d) Rotating
ground state with three JV2s. The parameters here are the
same as in (a), but with Ω = 0.12ω. The iso-surfaces are
plotted at values of 10% of the maximum density for (a)-(c)
and at 38% for (d).

as the relative dipolar interaction strength increases, how
the persistent current develops, and how topological de-
fects emerge in the presence of rotation. The system
remains in a pure SF state when both rings exhibit az-
imuthally uniform density profiles, as shown in Figs. 1(a)-
(b). If a density modulation occurs in one or both rings,
The system may also form a SS state [Figs. 1(c)-(d)], with
a density modulation in one or both of the rings. We note
that such a SS system contains two types of junctions:
(1) one between the rings, produced artificially by the az-
imuthally symmetric barrier between the rings, and (2)
those formed by the atoms that take part in the super-
fluid flow of the SS.

The long-range dipolar interaction creates a popula-
tion difference between the rings, and the supersolid den-
sity modulation preferentially appears in the outer ring.
Near the SF-SS phase transition, a system that initially is
in a SF state can form a density modulation when forced
to acquire angular momentum through rotation. This
may happen either in the outer or inner ring, depend-
ing on the system’s angular momentum and the barrier
strength. For relatively small angular momentum, it is
the outer ring that contributes to the formation of the
SS, regardless of the barrier strength. For large angular

momentum, if the barrier is weak, rotation can facilitate
formation of a SS in the inner ring.
When a critical rotation frequency is exceeded, topo-

logical defects such as vortices are nucleated as a con-
sequence of the superfluid properties of the system, and
also persistent currents may occur. A non-zero density
along the azimuthal barrier, i.e. in between the two rings,
significantly affects the pathway of vortex nucleation. We
in the following refer to vortices that are located at the
junction barrier between the rings as JV1 [Fig. 1(c)]. In
this case, metastable persistent current exits only in the
outer ring, as we observe only for the isolated rings. The
entire system can exhibit a persistent current when a
vortex is located at the center, referred to as a central
vortex (CV), which occurs when a density bridge exists
between the rings due to a weaker barrier [Fig. 1(b)]. In
this latter configuration, sufficiently high rotation can in-
duce formation periodic density modulation in the inner
ring, with vortices located at the junctions between the
density sites [Fig. 1(d)]. These JVs are unique to the
double-ring dipolar system, where the system’s tendency
to form spontaneous density modulation makes their ex-
istence possible. We refer to them as JV2. Notably, these
structures can be observed in experiments through the in-
terference of different parts of the condensate, producing
distinct patterns when the trap is switched off.
The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: We

introduce our setup and theoretical framework in Sec. II.
Our results are discussed in Sec. III. Specifically, we first
examine the static ground-state structures that develop
in the double-ring system in Sec. III A. The rotational
dynamics of the system are then analyzed in Sec. III B
under two distinct configurations: one where the rings
remain separated [Sec. III B 1] and another where they
are connected [Sec. III B 2]. A phase diagram explaining
the existence of JVs and CVs is presented in Sec. III B 3.
We discuss how interferometric techniques can be used to
distinguish between these states in Sec. III C. After con-
clusive remarks and an outlook in Sec. IV, Appendix A
provides some additional details of the numerical simu-
lations performed in this work.

II. MODEL AND METHODS

The confinement setup can be realized using a toroidal
potential of radius r0, supplemented by a Gaussian po-
tential centered at r = r0 forming an azimuthally sym-
metric barrier that makes it possible to split the confine-
ment into an inner and an outer ring:

V (r) =
1

2
Mω2

[
(r − r0)

2
+ λ2z2 + VBe

−(
r−r0

σ )2
]
. (1)

The potential has two minima located at r1 = r0 −√
(σ2 lnVB/σ

2), and r2 = r0+
√

(σ2 lnVB/σ
2). The con-

finement frequency in the radial plane is given by ω/(2π),
while that along z is ωz = λω. The width and strength
of the barriers are characterized by the parameters σ and
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VB, respectively. In the following, we analyze the rota-
tional properties of dysprosium atoms confined by the
above potential, in a co-rotating reference frame. The
behavior can be modeled using the usual extended Gross-
Pitaevskii equation (eGPE) iℏ∂ψ/∂t = δE[ψ]/δψ∗ with
the energy functional

E[ψ] =
∫
dV

(
ℏ2

2M |∇ψ|2 − Ωψ∗Lzψ + V |ψ|2 + 1
2g|ψ|

4

+ 1
2gdd|ψ|

2
(

1−3 cos2 θ
|r|3 ∗ |ψ|2

)
+ 2

5γ|ψ|
5

)
(2)

Here Ω and Lz = iℏ(x∂y − y∂x) represent the trap ro-
tation frequency and angular momentum operator, re-
spectively. The contact interaction has strength g =
4πℏ2a/M and can be tuned by varying the s-wave scat-
tering length a. We denote the particle mass by M .
The angle θ is defined as the angle between the posi-
tion vector and the dipole moment, which is assumed to
align with the z-direction. The coefficient of the dipole-
dipole interaction (DDI) is gdd = 4πℏ2add/M , where
add = µ0µ

2
mM/12πℏ2 represents the dipolar length. The

last term in Eq. (2) is the so-called Lee-Huang-Yang

(LHY) correction where γ = 32
3 g

√
a3/π

(
1 + 3

2ϵ
2
dd

)
and

ϵdd = add/a [80, 81]. The ground states are deter-
mined by solving eGPE equation using the split-step
Fourier method in imaginary time, while real-time evo-
lution is employed to explore the system’s dynamical be-
havior. We here consider N = 10, 000 164Dy atoms with
add = 130a0. The trapping frequencies are (ω, ωz) =
(1000, 1700)Hz. and the width σ = 102add.

By varing VB, ϵdd and Ω, in the following we systemati-
cally explore both the non-rotational and rotational prop-
erties of the system. When Ω exceeds a critical value, JVs
and CVs can emerge in the ground state, identified by
examining the lowest energy E(L) as function of angular
momentuma, L =

∫
dV ψ∗Lzψ (i.e., the so-called yrast

line [82]). The energy for a single component in a toroidal
setup can be expressed as the sum of a term quadratic in
L, arising from the kinetic energy, and another function
primarily originating from particle interactions, which is
symmetric and periodic in L when central vortices are
generated in the system [2]. A minimum in energy at a
value L = L0 indicates a metastable persistent current
with angular momentum L0 in the ground state [2, 83–
85].

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. Non-rotating ground states

Let us first highlight the static ground state properties
of the double-ring system, initially focusing on barrier
strength VB = 105a2dd, which separates the rings without
any density overlap between them. The density config-
urations are determined by how the dipolar atoms are
distributed within the two rings. The particle number of

the outer rings, N2 =
∫
r>r0

dV |ψ|2, is shown as a func-

tion of ϵdd in Fig. 2(a). It indicates that the outer ring
always has a higher population [see also Fig. 1] increasing
further as the dipolar interaction becomes stronger. This
behavior can be understood by considering both the long-
range nature of interactions between the atoms and the
underlying confining potential. The dipolar atoms ex-
perience repulsion in the x-y plane and attraction along
the polarization axis. To minimize repulsion and, con-
sequently, the total energy, it is energetically favorable
for the atoms to occupy the ring with a larger radius.
However, placing all the atoms there would enhance both
the potential energy and the total energy of the system.
Consequently, the density in the inner ring remains non-
zero. The smaller the value of ϵdd, the more particles it
contains.

The imbalance of population also determines if (and
how) the density modulation emerges. For smaller ϵdd,
the system is expectedly in the SF regime. A represen-
tative 3D density isosurface of such state at ϵdd = 1.95
is shown in Fig. 1(a). (Note that here, the phase is con-
stant). Earlier studies in a simply-connected confinement
potential have demonstrated that at a fixed interaction
strength, for increasing particle number the formation
of the SS state is favored [58–60]. Owing to its larger
population, the condensate in the outer ring becomes
more prone to a periodic density modulation (similar to

FIG. 2. The relative population, N2/N [left axis], of the con-
densate residing in the outer ring and superfluid fraction, fs,
[right axis] as a function of the relative dipolar strength ϵdd
for a barrier strength VB = 105a2

dd. The inset shows the az-
imuthal symmetric density, n(r = r0, z = 0) for ϵdd = 1.95 as
a function of VB. The reference density, nref corresponds to
the density at r = r0 and z = 0 when VB = 0. The system
comprises of N = 104 atoms.
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the one in Fig. 1(c), but with uniform phase) as ϵdd in-
creases. For a quantitative analysis of the phase transi-
tion, we calculate the superfluid fraction, fs = 1− I/Ic,
where I = limΩ→0L/Ω [61, 86]. The classical moment
of inertia Ic =M⟨r2⟩ is obtained from the ground state.
The fs as a function of ϵdd is shown in Fig. 2(a) for
the parameters specified above. For ϵdd < 2.0, we have
fs = 1, as expected for the SF. For larger values of ϵdd,
the ground state is a SS, with the outer ring showing
nine density maxima for dipolar strength in the interval
2.15 ≥ ϵdd ≳ 2.078. We note that considering larger r0,
and decreasing r2−r1, the density modulation may occur
in both rings. However, we restrict our analysis to the
scenario of density modulation forming only in the outer
ring. We also note that for atoms with only short-range
interactions it is possible to have almost equal number
of atoms in both rings [38], but intrinsic density modu-
lations forming a SS do not develop in these systems.

Examining the role of the Gaussian barrier, we find
that, within the range VB = 104 − 105a2dd, its impact
on the superfluid fraction and the corresponding phase
transition is weak. Specifically, for VB = 104a2dd,
the eight-fold modulated state becomes energetically
favorable for 2.15 ≥ ϵdd ≳ 2.078. A smaller value of VB
leads to a density overlap between the rings along the
radial direction; see the inset of Fig. 2 where we have
shown the density at the position of barrier for varying
barrier strength VB. As we will discuss in the subsequent
section, when the system is set into rotation, such finite
density at the azimuthal barrier significantly influences
the vortex position and thus the angular momentum of
system.

B. Rotational ground states:

Let us now investigate the rotational properties of the
system to understand how the inter-ring connection de-
termines which part of the system acquires angular mo-
mentum and how it influences the nucleation of topolog-
ical defects.

1. Separated rings

We first discuss the case in which the rings are com-
pletely separated by a barrier of strength VB = 105a2dd.
By analyzing the energy as a function of angular momen-
tum [Fig. 3(a)], the angular momentum as a function of
rotation frequency [Fig. 3(b)], and the spatial phase dis-
tributions [Figs. 3(c1)–(c5)], we can effectively charac-
terize the existence of persistent currents in the ground
state, and the vortex nucleation. For the SF state at
ϵdd = 1.95, the yrast line E(L) exhibits the characteristic
downward cusp, i.e., a V-shaped minimum, at L/Nℏ ≈
0.87, identifying the state that can host a persistent cur-
rent [orange line in Fig. 3(a)]. This is further validated

-π

π

0

FIG. 3. Rotational properties of the double-ring dipolar sys-
tem with the barrier strength VB = 105a2

dd for different values
of interaction parameters ϵdd [see the legends]. (a) Ground
state E(L) relative to the non-rotating ground state E0 as
a function of total angular momentum L of the system. (b)
Angular momenta L as a function of rotation frequency Ω.
The dashed lines indicate the integer values of L expected for
a central vortex. (c1)-(c5) The two-dimensional phase profile
in the plane of the rings [at z = 0] for different values of Ω
for a specific ϵdd = 1.95. The black line indicates the density
contours taken at a value of 1/30 of the maximum density
corresponding to each profile. The rotation frequencies are
given below each plot. For (c1), the phase is constant, and
the regions where the inner and outer condensates are present
are shaded in grey for clarity.

by calculating the ground state in the rotating frame, and
analyzing the L vs. Ω behavior, which exhibits a sudden
jump in angular momentum to L ≈ 0.87Nℏ at the critical
rotation frequency Ω = 0.018ω, as shown in [Fig. 3(b)].
Notably, this value matches with the fraction of particles
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in the outer ring N2/N = 0.87, indicating that angular
momentum is carried by it. This becomes evident from
Fig. 3(c2), where a representative two-dimensional phase
profile at Ω = 0.03ω, reveals a uniform phase in the in-
ner ring, while the outer ring exhibits a full 2π winding.
This suggests that a vortex resides at the junction be-
tween the rings. It is indetified as a JV1 in the rotating
ground state. In the SF state, the wave function of a JV1

located at position rJV1 can be expressed as

ψJV1
(r) =

√
n(r)

{
eiϕ+π, r > r0
ei∠(r1,rJV1

), r < r0
. (3)

Here, the term ∠(r1, rJV1
) represents the angle be-

tween rJV1
and the reference vector r1 = (1, 0)T . This

expression is only valid when the density at r = r0 van-
ishes to ensure the continuity of the wave function. The
phase of the inner ring is inherently linked to the position
of the JV1. Specifically, at the location of the JV1 the
phase of the wave function has a jump of π in the radial
direction.

Energy minima in the yrast line [only one is shown
here for brevity] correspond to a metastable state where
persistent current can be created within a specific ranges
of rotation frequencies. For instance, the next state, ap-
pearing for Ω > 0.051ω, has L = 2N2ℏ, and accommo-
dates two JV1s. A particularly intriguing transition oc-
curs at Ω = 0.081ω, when one JV1 migrates to the center,
giving rise to a state that hosts both a JV1 and a CV.
In this configuration, each particle in the inner ring ac-
quires superfluid circulation, leading to L = (N2 +N)ℏ.
Similarly, by further increasing the Ω, it is possible to
create a system that supports multiples JV1s and CVs
[see Fig. 3(c5) for two JV1s and one CV].
In the SS state (ϵdd > 2.078), the minimum of the yrast

line shifts to a lower value of L/Nℏ. For smaller angu-
lar momentum the variation of energy is more parabolic
in nature for larger ϵdd in contrast to the linear varia-
tion that we observe in SF. Moreover, a kink appears
at L = N2ℏ/2 due to the intersection of two energy
branches arising from the system’s kinetic energy. No-
tably, while in a single-ring SS, the kink location at
L = Nℏ/2 remains unchanged and is determined solely
by the total number of particles, in a double-ring sys-
tem it shifts towards N/2 as the outer ring progressively
becomes more populated for larger ϵdd; see ϵdd = 2.05
and 2.1 in Fig. 3(a). The energy barrier that prevents
the metastable state from decaying into the non-rotating
state also depends on fs; compare the range between
ϵdd = 2.1 and 2.05. Additionally, in the angular mo-
mentum of the ground states, we observe a gradual slope
linked to the value of fs before it abruptly jumps to a
higher value with increasing rotation frequency. While
the rotational states for different ϵdd exhibit the same
number of JV1s and CVs, their critical rotation frequen-
cies differ due to a varying population in the outer ring. If
the superfluid fraction drops below a critical threshold,
vortices can still nucleate in the rotating ground state;

-π

π

0

FIG. 4. Rotational states of double-ring dipolar system with
a barrier strength VB = 104a2

dd for different ϵdd [see the leg-
ends] (a) Energy dispersion relation E(l) relative to the non-
rotating ground state E(0) as a function of angular momen-
tum per particle. (b) Angular momentum L of the rotational
ground state realized at various rotation frequencies Ω. The
inset shows he phase profile with the density contour [value
being 1/30 times the maximum density] for ϵdd = 2.1 at a
specific rotation frequency Ω = 0.09ω .

however, they do not generate a persistent current, caus-
ing the system to decay into a non-rotating state in the
dynamics once Ω is reduced to zero.

Near the phase transition in the non-rotating ground
state on the SF side, we observe that rotation can in-
duce density modulation, driving the system into the
SS phase. This effect is evident for ϵdd = 2. The
yrast line reveals that the condensate remains in the
SS phase within the interval 0 < L/Nℏ < 0.35 and for
L/Nℏ > 0.54. However, when the energy connected to
the rigid body rotation of the SS becomes large, it is en-
ergetically favorable to transform the system back to a
SF state. Thus, the yrast line retains a concave segment
for 0.36 < L/Nℏ < 0.54. But the metastable state at
L/Nℏ = 0.82 lies in a SS phase hosting a JV1. The den-
sity modulations, though present in the outer ring, are
not pronounced enough (compared to others) to generate
a discernible slope in the L vs. Ω plot in Fig. 3(b).
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FIG. 5. The formation of density modulation in the inner ring and the SF-SS phase transition induced by rotation for
VB = 104a2

dd (a) Energy E(L) as a function of angular momenta L relative to the non-rotating ground state energy E0 for
ϵdd = 1.95. The dashed lines indicate the angular momenta of the global minimum in the rotating frame, where the ground
states are in the SF phase. The gray-shaded area represents all angular momenta corresponding to the SS ground states.
Shown also the phase profiles in the plane z = 0 [(b1), (c1), (d1)] and three dimensional density isosurfaces [(b2), (c2), (d2)] for
ϵdd = 1.95 [(b1), (b2), (c1), (c2)] with (b1)-(b2) L/Nℏ = 2.958 and (c1)-(c2) L/Nℏ = 3.857, and (d1)-(d2) for ϵdd = 2.1 with
L/Nℏ = 3.175. The density contour lines correspond to a value of 20% and 1% of the maximum density [(b1), (c1), (d1)]. The
isosurfaces are taken at 10% and 20% of the maximum densities in (b2) and (c2) and at 3% and 10% of the maximum density
in (d2).

2. Connected rings

The observation of JV1 becomes possible because the
density drops to zero at the location of a strong barrier.
A weak barrier that maintains non-zero density between
the rings favors the formation of a vortex at r < r0. The
overall behavior of the yrast lines, which support persis-
tent currents at their minima and display kinks in the SS
regime, is similar to the case of separated rings [compare
Fig. 3(a) and Fig. 4(a)]. In particular, we highlight the
behavior for ϵdd = 2.1 when fs = 0.490. The absence
of a minimum in the yrast line indicates that persistent
currents cannot form in this system. Nevertheless, the ro-
tational ground states can still host vortices [ Fig. 4(b)].

Depending on the rotation frequency Ω, the vortex
may manifest either as a CV or as a different type of JV
distinct from JV1. That the vortex is a CV within the
interval 0.024ω < Ω < 0.108ω is evident from the integer
value of the angular momentum, shared by all particles
in the condensate, for ϵdd = 1.95 [see Fig. 4(b)]. In the
SS regime, the same vortex remains a CV, though with
a reduced superfluid angular momentum. The critical
rotation frequencies for the system at which the charge
of the vortex changes from q − 1 to q are given as the
solutions of the transcendental equation

Ω =
ℏ⟨r−2⟩
m

(
q − 1

2

)
. (4)

We note that the mean value is calculated from the wave
function which, in general, depends on all parameters of
the system.

Let us now analyze the shape of the yrast line. The
E is linear for small value of L and around the minima.
We can understand the behavior at small L by assuming
that the vortex is far from the condensate, such that its
core does not interfere with the condensate density. In
this scenario, the wave function can be approximated as

ψ =
√
n(r) exp

(
i arctan

x− x0
y

)
, (5)

where we assume the vortex to enter on the x-axis, such
that its position in the xy-plane is given by (x0, 0), and
n(r) is the local density. Inserting Eq. (5) in the en-
ergy functional and expanding linearly around L = 0, we
obtain

E − E0 =
ℏNL
2m⟨r2⟩

, (6)

which is valid as long as x20 ≫ ⟨r2⟩. To understand the
linear behavior near the minimum energy, where the vor-
tex is located at the center and the interaction between
the vortex and condensate can be neglected, we again
take Eq. (5) as an ansatz and expand linearly around
L = Nℏ,

E − E0 =
ℏ2

2m
⟨r−2⟩+ ℏ

m
(L−Nℏ)

⟨x/r4⟩
⟨x/r2⟩

, (7)

For arbitrary values of L, the energy of the vortex con-
sists of two parts: the kinetic energy and the interaction
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energy which arises from the density depletion when the
vortex penetrates the condensate. The latter is a con-
cave parabolic function of L. For a SS the situation is
entirely different. An additional term in the kinetic en-
ergy emerges from the solid body rotation, reading as
ESS = L2/2Isb where Isb = (1 − fs)M⟨r2⟩. The contri-
bution of the interaction energy decreases with decreas-
ing fs, because the vortex can pass through interstitial
region between the density maxima and therefore mini-
mizing the interaction.

In order to calculate the yrast line for the SS state,
let us decompose the total angular momentum L into
two parts, namely a SF part LSF = fsNℏ and a SS part
LSS = L − LSF. The yrast line can then be constructed
by

E(L) = min

[
ESS(L), ESS(LSS) + fs

ℏ2

2m
⟨r−2⟩

]
. (8)

This function has a kink at

L/Nℏ = fs/2 + (1− fs)⟨r2⟩⟨r−2⟩/2N2 .

Further, the yrast line has a metastable state at L =
fsNℏ as long as fs > f cs , where f

c
s = ⟨r2⟩⟨r−2⟩/(N2 +

⟨r2⟩⟨r−2⟩). For the ϵdd = 2.1, f cs = 0.533 and fs = 0.493,
and therefore no-metasble state is observed in Fig. 4(b).
We also point out that all equations mentioned above are
also valid for the yrast lines of the separated ring cases if
we exchange N , ⟨...⟩ and fs by N2, ⟨...⟩2 and fs,2, where
⟨...⟩2 means integration over the outer ring only and fs,2
is the superfluid fraction of the outer ring. The latter can
be obtained by calculating the angular momentum and
the moment of inertia for the outer ring only. Further-
more, for a single-ring system with tight confinement and
localized density, the relation ⟨r2⟩⟨r−2⟩ ∼ 1 holds, indi-
cating that the kink appears at L/Nℏ = 1/2. In contrast,
for the double-ring system, the kink position can be var-
ied significantly by tuning ϵdd and VB, thereby allowing
the system to host a wider range of vortex configurations.

The most intriguing effects of the connected-ring ge-
ometry emerge at high angular momentum states. At
these higher angular momentum states, rotation alone in-
duces density modulation in the inner condensate, trans-
forming it into a SS state with three localized density
sites. The presence of SS is reflected in the slope of
the angular momentum, detectable even for ϵdd < 2; see
Fig. 4(b). To gain deeper insight into this phenomenon,
we calculate the yrast line up to high angular momen-
tum states, L/Nℏ = 4, for ϵdd = 1.95 [Fig. 5(a)]. Two
types of topological defects can be identified in the dis-
persion relation. The first two dashed lines, indicating
kinks at L/Nℏ = 1, 2, correspond to CVs. In any rotat-
ing frame, E − LΩ, the positions of these kinks remain
fixed. Additionally, we observe two defects with angular
momenta indicated by the gray regions. In a rotating
frame, these defects can form a global minimum at val-
ues L0, which satisfy ∂E/∂L|L=L0

= Ω, meaning that
the position of the minimum depends on the rotation

frequency at which the vortices are nucleated. This be-
havior is possible only if solid-body rotation occurs due
to the formation of localized density sites, with the asso-
ciated vortices being JV2s, which form at the junctions
between these sites. The ensuing sites and three JV2s
at the junctions between these sites for ϵdd = 1.95 and
ϵdd = 2.1 are shown in Figs. 5(b1)-(b2) and Figs. 5(d1)-
(d2), respectively. The one with ϵdd = 2.1 correspond
to the SS with a density modulation in both inner and
outer rings. We show that adding the next vortex as a
CV is energetically favorable if the angular momentum
becomes larger such as L/Nℏ = 3.175 [Figs. 5(c1)-(c2)],
and thus, enabling the coexistence of CV and JV2.
We note that the rotation-induced SS also occurs in

a single-ring configuration [76] and arises from the fact
that, in the rotating frame, the energy at the roton min-
imum can satisfy the condition Erot − ΩL ≤ 0 by tun-
ing Ω. Notably, this provides an alternative protocol for
generating an SS state, independent of controlling ϵdd.
This mechanism is particularly relevant in our double-
ring system, where modulation can appear in either the
outer or inner ring, depending on the presence of inter-
ring density connection. The emergence of modulation
in the inner ring is intrinsically linked to the JV2s and
represents one of the key highlights of our work.

3. VB-ϵdd diagram

We now examine how the Gaussian barrier influences
the presence of JV1s and CVs for different interaction

FIG. 6. Angular momentum as a function of barrier strength
VB and interaction strength ϵdd at a fixed rotation frequency
Ω = 0.04ω. The symbols · and ⋆ indicate JV1s and CVs,
respectively.
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FIG. 7. Interferometric protocol for detection of (a1)-(a4) CV, (b1)-(b4) JV1, and (c1)-(c4) JV2. Shown here two dimensional
density n2D(x, y) [(a1), (b1), (c1), (a3), (b3), (c3)] and phase profiles [(a2), (b2), (c2), (a4), (b4), (c4)] at z = 0 in the dipolar
double-ring system at t = 0 [(a1)-(a2), (b1)-(b2), (c1)-(c2)] and t = 180µs [(a3)-(a4), (b3)-(b4), (c3)-(c4)]. After preparing
the initial states all the confinement potentials are set zero for t > 0. The initial condensates have an interaction strength of
ϵdd = 1.95, rotation frequencies of Ω/ω = 0.04, 0.04, 0.1 and VB = 104a2

dd, 10
5a2

dd, 10
5a2

dd for CV, JV1 and JV2.

strengths ϵdd. We fix the rotation frequency at Ω = 0.04ω
and calculate the total angular momentum as a func-
tion of VB and ϵdd, as shown in Fig. 6. In our sys-
tem, CVs exist when L ≥ Nℏ, while JV1s are present
when L < Nℏ. We observe a critical barrier strength
VB,c ≈ 3.3a2dd that separates the regions of the phase di-
agram indicating JV1s and CVs. By comparing this with
the inset in [Figs. 2] we see that the density for this bar-
rier strength is non-zero. Consequently, the creation of
the JV1-core requires kinetic energy, but still the total
energy of the JV1 is smaller than the total kinetic energy
of a CV. For the parameter grids in [Figs. 6] we do not
see a dependency of ϵdd on VB,c. The SF-SS phase tran-
sition is also evident in Fig. 6. For ϵdd ≤ 2, in the SF
state, the angular momentum of the CV is constant and
equal to Nℏ. In the SS phase, the angular momentum
of the CV is no longer constant due to the contribution
from the solid part of the system, which increases with
larger ϵdd. In the case of a JV1, this effect is reinforced
by the increasing population of the outer ring. This re-

sult once again confirms that the barrier is the cause for
the nucleation of JV1s.

C. Vortex Detection

In the preceding sections, we have demonstrated how
JVs and CVs can be nucleated in a double-ring system.
This system is particularly advantageous as it provides a
practical method for detecting these vortices once they
are generated. The corresponding protocol involves in-
terfering condensate parts located in the inner and outer
rings by switching off the trap and monitoring the re-
sulting interference pattern. Since JVs and CVs exhibit
distinct phase profiles, they are expected to produce dis-
cernible density patterns during expansion. We illustrate
such expansion dynamics in Fig. 7 focusing only SF with
ϵdd = 1.95 .
The initial 2D density profiles n2D(x, y) and phase pro-

file for a CV are highlighted in Fig. 7(a1) and (a2), re-
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spectively. Such initial state is created with VB = 104a2dd
and Ω = 0.04ω. Here, both the inner and outer con-
densates contain one complete phase winding, resulting
in concentric circular density patterns after interference
[Figs. 7(a3)-(a4)]. Such density and phase profiles have
to be contrasted when a JV1 is present in the system for
VB = 105a2dd; see Figs. 7(b1)-(b4). The inner ring posses
a unform π phase whereas the phase winds over 2π in
the outer ring owing to single JV1. Consequently, after
interference, the density develops a single spiral around
the center. However, the presence of density modulation
in the inner ring, which is otherwise an SF in the ab-
sence of rotation, indicates the existence of JV2s. This
is further confirmed by the interference pattern, where
we observe that modulated density structures persist in
the inner region of the condensate, with the JV2s located
between these structures [Figs. 7(c3)-(c4)]. Thus, this in-
terference protocol not only confirms the existence of a
defect but also reveals the phase distribution resulting
from its specific position.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have investigated the non-rotational
and rotational properties of dipolar atoms in coplanar
and concentric double rings. We have specifically focused
on two different cases: one where the rings are connected
by density overlap and another where they are separated.
Our findings reveal a population imbalance between the
inner and outer rings, in contrast to non-dipolar systems.
Notably, the outer ring exhibits a proclivity for sponta-
neous density modulation, indicative of a SS state, re-
gardless of the strength of the barrier forming the double-
ring structure.

We have studied the rotational properties of the sys-
tem and demonstrated the existence of a persistent cur-
rent by calculating its energy as a function of angular
momentum. The persistent current is accompanied by
the formation of topological structures, specifically JV1

and CV, which appear in the separated and connected
rings, respectively. We have delineated their regions of
existence in a diagram by calculating angular momentum
as a function of interaction and barrier strength. Specifi-
cally, we have identified multiple topological defects, such
as JV1s and combination of CV and JV1, which emerge
in the separated ring case at higher rotational frequen-
cies.

One of the intriguing features of our system lies in its
connection to rotation-induced SS state formation. We
have found that, for relatively small angular momentum,
rotation can induce density modulation in the outer ring,
transforming an otherwise SF state into an SS state. In-
terestingly, in the case of connected rings, the inner con-
densate forms three localized density sites at high angular
momentum states, where three vortices are nucleated at
the junctions between the localized density sites. These
vortices, which we refer to as JV2, are associated with the

spontaneously formed localized density sites induced by
rotation and are unique to our double-ring dipolar sys-
tem. Finally, by utilizing an interferometric protocols, we
have demonstrated how these different topological struc-
tures can be detected in the experiment.
There are several extensions of the present work worth

pursuing in future research. A straightforward extension
would be to study the underlying collective excitation
spectra of the double-ring system, particularly around
the critical point of the phase transition. Additionally,
it would be interesting to explore the signature of JV2

in the excitation spectrum. Another intriguing direction
would be to investigate the parameter regime where den-
sity modulation occurs in both rings in the non-rotating
supersolid state. This would enable the study of shear-
wave propagation across the azimuth of the rings by
suddenly altering the distance between the inter-ring lo-
calized density sites. Furthermore, investigating finite-
temperature properties [87] in the context of this setup
would be equally compelling.
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Appendix A: Computational Details

Here, we detail the numerical simulations used to ob-
tain the results described in the main text. We numer-
ically solve the the extended Gross-Pitaevskii equation
(eGPE) obtained from the functional derivative of the
energy density function. The eGPE equation is cast into
a dimensionless form in our simulations by rescaling the
length, the time by length and time scales, ls = add and
ts = Ma2dd/ℏ, respectively. Thereafter, we employ the
split-time Fourier spectral method to solve the resulting
equation [88, 89]. The stationary state of the system is
obtained through imaginary time propagation, while the
dynamical simulation is performed in real time. At each
imaginary time step, we preserve the normalization of the
wave function, and convergence is reached when the rel-
ative deviation of the wave function ψ(x, t) at every grid
point and the angular momentum L and energy E be-
tween consecutive time steps are smaller than 10−6 and
10−15, respectively. It should be noted that calculating
the stationary state solution of the eGPE is an involved
task due to many close-lying local minima in the energy
surface, which necessitates extensive sampling over many
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different initial conditions to identify the most probable
lowest-energy solutions. Our simulations are carried out
in a 3D box characterized by a grid (nx × ny × nz) cor-
responding to (128× 128× 64) (512× 512× 128 for the
simulation of interferometric protocol). The employed

spatial discretizations (grid spacing) refers to ∆i = l/ni
with l = 900 for the calculations of rotating and non-
rotating ground states (l = 1500 for the simulations of
interferometric protocol), while the time step of the nu-
merical integration is ∆t = 10−2.
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