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An out of equilibrium two-dimensional superfluid relaxes towards equilibrium via a process of coarsening,
driven by the annihilation of vortices with antivortices. Here we present a comparison of two different numerical
models of this process, a dissipative point vortex model and Fokker-Planck evolution, across a wide range
of initial configurations and levels of dissipation. We find that our dissipative point vortex model is well-
approximated by Fokker-Planck evolution only for very low initial energies per vortex, E0/N3 ≲ −4, when
almost all vortices and antivortices are closely bound into dipoles. We observe that the dynamical critical
exponent, z, in the dissipative point vortex model, undergoes a crossover, from a roughly constant value close to
two for E0/N3 ≳ −4 to one which depends explicitly on the initial conditions for E0/N3 ≲ −5.

I. INTRODUCTION

When a system undergoes a rapid quench from a disordered
to an ordered phase, it does not order instantly but instead re-
laxes towards equilibrium over time. During this relaxation,
the dynamical scaling hypothesis predicts that the length scale
of ordered regions increases, with later configurations statisti-
cally similar to earlier ones except for a change in global scale,
characterised by a correlation length Lc(t) [1]. Such phase-
ordering kinetics is observed in a wide range of physical sys-
tems, including the Ising and XY magnetic models [2–5], de-
composition of binary alloys [6] and the non-equilibrium be-
haviour of quantum fluids [7]. Furthermore, the concept of
universality suggests that this scaling behaviour may be char-
acterized by a limited number of exponents that reflect the
dimensionality of the system and relevant conservation laws
but are independent of the microscopic Hamiltonian [8]. In
this paper we focus on the coarsening behaviour of a two-
dimensional superfluid following a quench and compare the
results of two reduced models of the system across a range of
initial conditions.

Following the creation of Bose-Einstein condensates
(BECs) in ultracold atomic gases in the mid-1990s [9, 10]
and accelerated by more recent developments in imaging and
manipulation of the atomic condensates [11–14], the non-
equilibrium dynamics of two-dimensional superfluids has be-
come an active area of experimental research. Studies include
observations of scaling in the momentum distribution of a
one-dimensional BEC [15] and in the spatial correlations of
spin excitations in a quasi-one-dimensional spinor BEC close
to non-thermal fixed points [16]. There have also been signs
of scaling behaviour observed in vortex number decay for
large scale clusters formed in two-dimensional BECs trapped
in highly oblate geometries [17]. Experiments using three-
dimensional BECs have also demonstrated universal scaling
in the momentum distribution far from equilibrium [18, 19].

There is also a rich history of numerical investigations
into coarsening behaviour of a two-dimensional superfluid.
Several recent studies have applied techniques based on the
Gross-Pitaevskii equation (GPE) [20, 21], in which the fluid is
described by a single wavefunction, ψ, and scaling behaviour

is observed in the growth of spatial correlations in the phase
following a quench [7, 22, 23]. Many studies have focussed
instead on the closely related planar XY model. In these,
it is correlations between the angle of magnetic spins which
demonstrate scaling over time [3–5]. In both GPE and XY
models, vortices play a key role in the coarsening dynamics.
In the GPE these are regions of zero density around which the
phase has a wrapping of +2π for a vortex or −2π for an an-
tivortex, whilst in the XY model these are points around which
the surrounding magnetic spins undergo a change in direction
of ±2π for one circuit. Dissipation tends to drive vortices and
antivortices together, whereupon they annihilate. These anni-
hilations drive the growth in regions of constant phase/angle,
increasing the correlation length of the order parameter.

Numerical modelling of two-dimensional Bose gases has
generally concluded that the dynamical scaling constant z,
which characterises the growth of the correlation length ac-
cording to Lc(t) ∼ t1/z, is close to two when the microscopic
dynamics includes some dissipation [7]. We note that it has
been suggested that in some cases a logarithmic correction
to the scaling equation of the form Lc(t) ∼ (t/ ln t)1/z is re-
quired [24]. This is in accordance with the Model A dynam-
ical universality class [8] for a two-dimensional system with
non-conserved order parameter. This type of universal scaling
would be expected to hold regardless of the choice of, suffi-
ciently non-equilibrium, initial conditions.

However, an alternative prediction has been made for
quenches from below the Kosterlitz-Thouless (KT) transition.
The KT transition in two-dimensional superfluids is a topo-
logical phase transition driven by vortex-antivortex unbind-
ing [25, 26] and has been observed, for example, in super-
fluid helium films [27, 28]. Below the critical temperature,
vortices and antivortices are bound in dipole pairs and the
time-dependence of the distribution of dipole lengths has been
modelled using a Fokker-Planck equation [29–32]. This equa-
tion simulates the drift of dipoles towards shorter lengths,
caused by dissipation, as well as thermally driven diffusion.
A cut-off at one healing length takes the place of vortex-
antivortex annihilation. Numerical and analytical studies us-
ing this method have found scaling behaviour with a value
for z that depends explicitly on the temperature prior to the
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quench and can differ markedly from two [30–32]. This
change to the scaling laws may be a consequence of the long-
ranged (power-law) spatial correlations below the KT transi-
tion [1, 33].

The basic objects of the Fokker-Planck approach are vortex
dipoles and it provides an effective model of two-dimensional
superfluids at large scales, whilst not including compressible
excitations such as phonons. An analogous, phonon-free,
microscopic model is the dissipative point vortex model, in
which simulating the fluid is reduced to calculating the mo-
tions and interactions of δ-function like vortices and antivor-
tices [34, 35]. The dynamics of vortices in the GPE can be
mapped onto the point vortex model [36], so long as the sepa-
ration of adjacent vortices is much larger than the vortex core
size, and a few studies have also observed evidence of scaling
behaviour using this simple model [37–39]. See Fig. 1 for an
illustration of phase ordering as seen in both GPE simulations
(top row) [7] and in simulation data found using the dissipa-
tive point vortex model employed in this paper.

In this paper we compare the results of simulating an out
of equilibrium two-dimensional superfluid using a dissipative
point vortex model with the results of a Fokker-Planck equa-
tion for dipole lengths. We do this across a range of initial
conditions and for different levels of dissipation. The point
vortex model used in this paper does not account explicitly
for thermal effects; nevertheless, the inclusion of dissipation
ensures that vortices and antivortices are drawn together and,
by removing any that get closer than one healing length, mim-
ics the annihilations which drive coarsening. To test the ef-
fect of changing initial conditions we make use of the energy
per vortex. This depends on the spatial configuration of the
vortices and antivortices and provides a useful characterisa-
tion of the initial conditions [40]. For low values, the vortices
and antivortices become closely bound into dipoles, whereas
at higher values they are arranged more randomly. At higher
energies still they would form clusters of either vortices or
antivortices. We find that for the very lowest initial energies
per vortex, the dipole length distributions extracted from point
vortex simulations show good agreement with those found us-
ing the Fokker-Planck equation. For the same low energy ini-
tial conditions, we also find evidence of a change in scaling
behaviour in the point vortex results, from an apparently uni-
versal value of z ≈ 2 at higher energies to one which depends
explicitly on the initial configuration as predicted in [31].

The structure of this paper is as follows. In section II
we outline the theoretical backgound to the dynamical scal-
ing hypothesis, the point vortex model and the Fokker-Planck
equation as applied to two-dimensional superfluids. In sec-
tion III we decribe the numerical methodology for creating
initial configurations of vortices and antivortices and com-
pare them with expectations for a system of widely-spaced,
independent dipoles. We also simulate their dynamics using a
dissipative point vortex model and calculate the evolution of
the dipole length distribution using a Fokker-Planck equation.
In section IV we present results comparing the point vortex
and Fokker-Planck methods. We also describe an analysis of
the dynamical scaling constant, z, which shows evidence of
a change in behaviour at low initial energies per vortex. In

FIG. 1. Coarsening of a two-dimensional superfluid following a
quench. The top row shows the results of one Gross-Pitaevskii
simulation of the field ψ of a BEC in the case of zero dissipa-
tion, reproduced from [7] under CC-BY-4.0 international license
(https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). The open white
squares show the positions of vortices (positive circulation), the filled
black squares show the positions of antivortices (negative circulation)
and the background colour indicates the quantum mechanical phase.
For a qualitative comparison, the bottom row shows snapshots from
one evolution of the dissipative point vortex model used in this paper.
Blue crosses mark the positions of vortices and filled red circles mark
antivortices. Both rows show time progressing from left to right and
in both models the annihilation of vortices and antivortices is the key
mechanism driving the coarsening process.

section V we summarise our conclusions.

II. BACKGROUND

A. Scaling Hypothesis

For a two-dimensional system undergoing a phase-ordering
process, the scaling hypothesis [1] predicts that the correlation
function, G(r, t), between two points separated by a distance
r, is a scaling function. This means that changes in time, t, can
be replaced with a rescaling in length by Lc(t), where Lc(t) is
a correlation length that depends on time only:

G(r, t) = G(r/Lc(t)) . (1)

Furthermore, when dynamical scaling holds, the dependence
of correlation length on time is predicted to be a power law of
the form:

Lc ∼ t1/z , (2)

where z is the dynamical critical exponent. The relevant
dynamical universality class for a two-dimensional quantum
fluid, with dissipation, is argued to be Model A [8, 41], with
z = 2, resulting in Lc ∼ t1/2. If we make the assumption that
the typical area per vortex ∼ L2

c , it follows that the number of
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vortices, N3, should follow:

N3 ∼ t−2/z , (3)

→ N3 ∼ t−1 (for z = 2).

Logarithmic corrections have been proposed to the form of
these scaling laws within the context of the planar XY model.
One suggestion is that in the presence of free vortices the rela-
tion Lc ∼ t1/2 should be replaced with Lc ∼ (t/ ln t)1/2 [24, 42],
whilst another argues that the density of vortices, ρ, should
follow ρ ln ρ ∼ t−1 instead of ρ ∼ t−1 [5]. However, compari-
son of fitting both a corrected and an uncorrected power law to
data from GPE modelling [7] yielded equally close fits in both
cases, but with slightly shifted values for z. In this paper we
apply the uncorrected Eq. 2 when analysing scaling behaviour
in our point vortex results.

B. Point Vortex Model Description

The point vortex model is a classical model of fluid dynam-
ics in two dimensions in which the vorticity is assumed to
be concentrated in δ-function like points and the fluid circu-
lates around these points. Points with positive circulation are
vortices and points with negative circulation are antivortices
[34, 35]. The dynamics of the fluid is then reduced to finding
the motions of these vortices [43], each of which is advected
by the local fluid velocity. The equations of motion for vortex
j in an infinite plane are therefore:

dx j

dt
= −

1
2π

N∑
i=1,i, j

κi(y j − yi)
|r j − ri|

2 ,

dy j

dt
=

1
2π

N∑
i=1,i, j

κi(x j − xi)
|r j − ri|

2 , (4)

in which r j = (x j, y j) are the coordinates of vortex j, ri =

(xi, yi) are the coordinates of all of the other vortices, and κi
are the circulations of these other vortices. Note that for quan-
tum fluids all circulations are either +h/m or −h/m, where h
is the Planck constant and m is the mass of an atom. The
Hamiltonian for this system can be written as [44]:

H = −
1

4π

∑
i=1,i, j

κiκ j ln |ri − r j| . (5)

The point vortex model does not include compressible effects,
such as vortex-sound interactions, it also ignores the structure
of the vortex cores; however, if the separation of the vortices
is much greater than the core size, it provides a good model of
vortex dynamics [36]. Futhermore, by making calculations
based on just vortex coordinates and signs and not on the
wavefunction for the whole fluid, its relative computational
simplicity compared to modelling with the Gross-Pitaevskii
equation makes it attractive for simulating large systems. In
order to mimic annihilation of vortices with antivortices, we
simply remove any vortex-antivortex pair that come closer
than one healing length, ξ. This is the characteristic length

for a superfluid and is the distance over which the density re-
covers from zero to the bulk value; hence it is a good esti-
mate of the radius of a vortex core. By adding annihilations in
this manner, we introduce into our model the most important,
qualitative feature of vortex-sound interactions.

For our simulations, we consider vortices in a doubly-
periodic square box of length L. The corresponding equations
of motion and Hamiltonian then become [40]:

dx̃i

dt
=

Nv∑
j=1, j,i

κ j

∞∑
m=−∞

− sin
(
ỹi j

)
cosh

(
x̃i j − 2πm

)
− cos

(
ỹi j

) ,
dỹi

dt
=

Nv∑
j=1, j,i

κ j

∞∑
m=−∞

sin
(
x̃i j

)
cosh

(
ỹi j − 2πm

)
− cos

(
x̃i j

) . (6)

H□ = −
N3∑
i=1

N3∑
j=1, j,i

κiκ j

2

∞∑
m=−∞

ln
(

cosh x̃i j − 2πm − cos ỹi j

cosh 2πm

)
−

x̃2
i j

2π
,

(7)
where κi is the circulation of vortex i and its coordinates,
(xi, yi), are rescaled by 2π/L, to give (x̃i, ỹi). Similarly, vor-
tices j have circulations κ j and their coordinates (x j, y j) are
rescaled to (x̃ j, ỹ j), so that in these units the box has a width
of 2π. x̃i− x̃ j and ỹi−ỹ j are written as x̃i j and ỹi j. The time units
are also scaled to give κi and κ j = ±1. In all of these equations
the term in the second sum falls rapidly with increasing m,
therefore an excellent level of precision is achieved by trun-
cating the limits of this sum from m = ±∞ to m = ±5.

C. Fokker-Planck Description

Below the Kosterlitz-Thouless transition [25, 26], vortices
are bound in vortex-antivortex pairs known as dipoles. If Γ is
the probability distribution of the dipole lengths, then its evo-
lution over time may be subject to modelling using a Fokker-
Planck equation [45], as explained in detail in Ref. [46]. The
general form of which, for a probability distribution Γ(R, t),
where R is a vector containing the state space variables, is:

∂Γ

∂t
= −

∂

∂Ri

(
Mi

1Γ
)
+

∂2

∂R j∂Rk

(
M jk

2 Γ
)
. (8)

Mi
1(R, t) is called the drift vector and is given by:

Mi
1(R, t) = lim

∆t→0

⟨∆Ri⟩(R, t)
∆t

,

in which the ⟨∆Ri⟩ is the change in the ith component of R in
a time ∆t, averaged over all of the particles being modelled;
in our case these are the dipoles.

The matrix M jk
2 (R, t) is the called the diffusion matrix and

is given by:

M jk
2 (R, t) = lim

∆t→0

⟨∆Ri∆Rk⟩(R, t)
2∆t

.

For a two-dimensional superfluid below the KT transition,
the only relevant variable is the dipole length, l. Therefore, by
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making the substitution R → l it is possible to derive a one-
dimensional form of the Fokker-Planck equation [30–32, 46,
47]:

∂Γ

∂t
=

(
1 + 2πK

l

)
∂Γ

∂l
+
∂2Γ

∂l2
. (9)

In this form, t is the time measured in units of the diffusion
time and l is the dipole length measured in units of the healing
length, ξ. K is the dimensionless superfluid density given by:

K =
ℏ2σs

m2kBT
,

where ℏ is the reduced Planck constant, σs is the dimensionful
superfluid density, m is the atomic mass, kB is the Boltzmann
constant and T is the temperature [48].

The first term in Eq. 9 corresponds to a drift towards smaller
dipole lengths and is related to dissipation, whilst the second
represents a random diffusion in dipole lengths. Whilst diffu-
sion is thermally driven in systems such as the XY model, our
point vortex simulations do not explicitly include thermal ef-
fects. Nevertheless, we anticipate that the effect of many small
interactions between different dipoles, as they move relative to
each other, could manifest in similar stochastic changes in the
dipole lengths.

Since one healing length is the distance at which a vortex
and antivortex annihilate, we can write the normalization con-
dition: ∫ ∞

1
Γ 2πldl = ρ =

Nd

L2 , (10)

where Nd is the number of dipoles, L is the width of the box
and ρ is the dipole density (number of dipoles per unit area) in
the system. The density, ρ, reduces in time as dipoles shrink to
one healing length and their constituent vortices and antivor-
tices annihilate.

In equilibrium we require ∂Γ/∂t = 0 and so, if we have a
collection of dipoles at equilibrium for some initial superfluid
density Ki, it follows from Eq. 9 that the distribution of lengths
must be of the form:

Γ ∼ l−2πKi . (11)

In Ref. [31] an exact analytic solution to Eq. 9 is derived for
a quench from a constant initial superfluid density, Ki, to a
constant final density, K f . After a short time, this solution
gives the time dependence of the dipole density as:

ρ(t) ∼ t(1−πKi) .

Since the number of dipoles is simply half the number of vor-
tices, it follows from Eq. 3 that:

ρ(t) ∼ t−2/z .

Comparison of these two expressions for ρ(t) yields the
following prediction for the dynamical scaling constant for
quenches below the KT transition:

z =
2

(πKi − 1)
. (12)

This result depends explicitly on the initial conditions of the
quench and differs from the Model A prediction, z = 2.

III. METHODOLOGY

A. Creating Thermalized Initial Conditions at Different
Vortex Energies

Within the point vortex model the only energy is the in-
compressible kinetic energy of the fluid. This is entirely deter-
mined by the positions and circulations of the vortices through
Eq. 7. Scaling by the number of vortices, N3, gives the energy
per vortex, E/N3; when generating initial conditions, this is a
useful parameter. Lowering E/N3 corresponds to moving vor-
tices and antivortices closer together to form smaller dipoles
and increasing it tends to form clusters of either only vortices
or only antivortices. Consequently, two configurations with
the same energy per vortex share similar levels of clustering
and/or similar distributions of dipole lengths. Our aim is to
create an ensemble of such configurations that is in micro-
canonical thermal equilibrium at the desired E/N3, in the con-
text of the point vortex model, subject to the constraint that
the minimum separation of the vortices is ξ and so there are
no annihilations.

To create these initial conditions, with specified values of
E/N3, we follow an approach similar to [49, 50] by first
scattering 2069 vortices and 2069 antivortices in a doubly-
periodic square box of length L = 2048 (measured in units of
ξ). These numbers were chosen to give a similar initial vor-
tex density to those found in the GPE simulations shown in
the top row of Fig. 1, although our much larger domain size
(2048ξ compared to 363ξ) increases the robustness of our later
statistical analysis. We then employ a biased random walk
algorithm, in which the positions of vortices are updated at
random and the updated positions accepted only if they bring
E/N3 closer to the desired value. Once the desired value is
achieved to within a ±1% tolerance, further “burn-in” steps
are undertaken in order to thermalize the configuration. In
each step, two vortices are randomly selected and moved by
different, random amounts. If E/N3 remains within the tol-
erance the step is accepted. Throughout all of this process,
changes that bring vortices closer than one healing length are
rejected.

To ensure that sufficient burn-in steps are used to thermal-
ize the configurations fully we first test the effect of increasing
the number of steps on the distribution of dipole lengths. Vor-
tices and antivortices are paired up into dipoles, starting with
the two closest and continuing recursively until all are allo-
cated to a dipole as in Ref. [51]. The lengths of the dipoles
are then plotted as a histogram for different numbers of burn-
in steps. After a total of O

(
105

)
steps it is clear that further

steps make no difference to the distribution and we consider
the configuration to be thermalized.

Using this method we create ensembles of 100 sets of con-
figurations at initial values of energy per vortex, E0/N3 ≈
{−1,−2,−3,−4,−4.5,−5,−5.1, ...,−5.6}. Fig. 2 shows some
examples of initial vortex configurations. Note that as E0/N3
approaches −5.6 the vortices (blue crosses) and antivortices
(red circles) are more closely bound into well-defined dipoles.
For E/N3 ≈ −5.6 the vortices and antivortices are so closely
bound into dipoles that almost all proposed steps in the biased
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FIG. 2. Examples of initial configurations of point vortices at differ-
ent energies per vortex, E0/N3. Blue crosses mark the positions of
vortices and filled red circles mark antivortices. From (a) to (d) the
chosen value of E0/N3 falls further below zero and the vortices and
antivortices become more closely bound into dipoles.

random walk algorithm result in increasing the energy and are
therefore rejected. This makes it impractical to create initial
conditions at lower E0/N3.

Eq. 11 describes a power law relationship for the initial
distribution of dipole lengths for a system of independent
dipoles, derived from the condition for equilibrium of the
Fokker-Planck equation. A similar relationship may also
be derived using thermodynamic arguments for independent
dipoles in a doubly-periodic square box and we outline this
argument below. A more detailed proof may be found in Ap-
pendix A at the end of this paper.

From Eq. 7 it can be shown numerically that a single, iso-
lated dipole of length li, contributes an energy per vortex of
E/N3 ≈ C + log li, where C is a constant that depends on the
box dimensions (in our case C = −6.137). By considering the
different lengths, positions and orientations of Nd dipoles that
could yield an overall energy per vortex E/N3 ≤ E (subject to
the constraint that li ≥ 1,∀i) we derive an expression for the
phase space volume,V(E), of such configurations. Using the
relationship Ω(E) = dV/dE = β = 1/kBT , where kB is the
Boltzmann constant and T the temperature, and the fact that
we expect the dipole lengths to follow a Boltzmann distribu-
tion, we show that:

p(l) ∼ lα , where α = −1 −
1 − 1/Nd

E/N3 + 6.137
. (13)

In this expression p(l) is the probability distribution of dipole
lengths l and is related to Γ(l) by p(l)/l ∼ Γ(l) (in order to
fulfill the normalization condition in Eq. 10). Therefore, com-

FIG. 3. Comparison of initial conditions with power law predic-
tions. (a) The crosses indicate the mean value of the exponent, α,
from fitting a power law to 100 bootstrap resamplings [52] of the
binned dipole lengths found from the initial conditions using a recur-
sive dipole allocation algorithm. These are shown for a selection of
values of initial energy per vortex, E0/N3. The uncertainties in α, es-
timated from the bootstrap resampling, and the ranges in E0/N3, from
the maximum to the minimum E0/N3 in the ensemble, are too small
to be visible in this plot. The dotted curve is the predicted value for
α from Eq. 13 for fully independent dipoles. Our initial conditions
match the prediction only for E0/N3 ≲ −5. (b) The mean squared
fractional difference between the power law fits and the numbers of
dipoles in each bin. The average is taken over all of the bins and the
crosses and the vertical error bars indicate the means and standard
deviations from 100 bootstrap resamplings of the data.

paring Eq. 13 with Eq. 11, we expect:

−2πKi = α − 1 . (14)

Fig. 3 shows how well our thermalized initial conditions
of vortices and antivortices compare with these predictions
for independent dipoles. Fig. 3 (a) plots the exponent of the
power law fit to dipole lengths (obtained by recursively al-
locating vortices and antivortices to dipoles from smallest to
largest) against initial energy per vortex, E0/N3. It is close to
the prediction of Eq. 13 only for E0/N3 ≲ −5. Fig. 3 (b) shows
the squared fractional error in fitting a power law to the initial
dipole distribution. This, likewise, only shows a good fit for
E0/N3 ≲ −5. In short, the initial conditions we use for our
point vortex modelling approximate a system of independent,
well-separated dipoles only for very low energies per vortex.
Consequently, we do not expect the validity of the Fokker-
Planck method to extend to cases with E0/N3 much greater
than −5.

B. Dissipative Point Vortex Dynamics

Once we have created the initial conditions, we simulate
the ensuing dynamics of the vortices and antivortices using
a dissipative point vortex model, with annihilations now in-
cluded for vortices and antivortices that approach within one
healing length of each other. In the context of this model, our
thermalized initial conditions are no longer in equilibrium and
instead now evolve towards a new equilibrium state in which
all vortices and antivortices have annihilated.
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Eq. 6 gives the equations of motion for vortices in a doubly-
periodic square box. This gives us a non-dissipative velocity,
ṽi = (dx̃i/dt, dỹi/dt), for each vortex. To include the effects of
dissipation we add a dissipative component at right angles to
this to give the overall velocity, ṽdiss

i = ṽi − γκiẑ× ṽi, in which
γ is the coefficient of dissipation [53]. We use a Dormand-
Prince 8th Order Runge-Kutta algorithm [54] to solve these
equations of motion, with an absolute tolerance of 1 × 10−8.
We simulate the annihilation of vortices and antivortices that
come into too close proximity by removing those that come
closer than one healing length, which in these units is ξ̃ =
2π/L. Finally, we rescale lengths back to units of ξ and rescale
times such that κ = ±2π. Note that in order to achieve the
wholy dissipative case we set γ = 1 to calculate ṽdiss

i and then
remove the non-dissipative component of velocity.

For a given initial energy per vortex, E0/N3, and dissipation,
γ, we carry out the above procedure for each of the 100 ini-
tial conditions in our ensemble, saving the vortex coordinates
and signs at regular time-steps. We then allocate all of the vor-
tices and antivortices into dipoles, recursively from smallest to
largest, as in Sec. III A. We do this at each time step and save
the dipole lengths. The result, for each value of E/N3 and γ, is
an ensemble of 100 sets of point vortex coordinates and cor-
responding values for the dipole lengths, as they evolve over
time in accordance with the dissipative point vortex model.

C. Fokker-Planck Evolution

To model Fokker-Planck evolution for a given E0/N3 and γ,
we first take the initial dipole lengths from the corresponding
point vortex results and construct an initial probability distri-
bution, Γ(l, 0), by binning the lengths from all 100 realiza-
tions in an ensemble into 480 equally-sized bins 1, starting at
l = 1. We then normalize using the condition in Eq. 10, where
Nd is the initial number of dipoles. Using this initial prob-
ability distribution of dipole lengths, we numerically model
the Fokker-Planck evolution described by Eq. 9. We employ
a 2nd order central-difference scheme for the spatial deriva-
tives in the bulk, a forward-difference scheme at the lower,
l = 1, boundary and at the upper boundary we use a central-
difference scheme with a “ghost” point beyond the boundary
calculated to ensure continuity of flux [30]. We combine this
with a 4th order Runge-Kutta method, with a relative toler-
ance of 1 × 10−3, for the temporal evolution [54, 55]. We use
absorbing boundary conditions [45] to model the annihilation
of dipoles whose length drifts below l = 1. Consequently,
the number density of dipoles, ρ, found using the integral in
Eq. 10, decreases over time.

The final dimensionless superfluid density that we are
quenching to in the Fokker-Planck method, K f , is not a pa-
rameter in the point vortex model. Therefore, we treat is as
an undetermined parameter to be determined by fitting. We

1 To determine a suitable number of bins we increased the number used until
numerical converegence was observed.

test a range of values of K f and select the one which gives the
closest match to the point vortex results. This comparison is
measured between ΓF(l, t), the distribution of dipole lengths
over time from the Fokker-Planck evolution and ΓP(l, t), the
distribution of dipole lengths found by binning the lengths
for the whole ensemble of 100 point vortex data sets, for a
given E0/N3 and γ. From these we calculate the the squared
fractional differences between the logarithms of ΓF(l, t) and
ΓP(l, t), and average over all available dipole lengths and sim-
ulation times:

< ∆2
F−P >=

〈(
log10 ΓP − log10 ΓF

log10 ΓF

)2〉
. (15)

We then select the value of K f that minimizes the comparison
metric < ∆2

F−P >.
To estimate the variation in these values of K f and <
∆2

F−P >, we employ a bootstrapping technique [52] when
sampling the initial point vortex dipole lengths to create the
Fokker-Planck initial distribution ΓF(l, 0). Rather than use
each of the 100 sets of initial dipole lengths once, we instead
sample these 100 sets randomly 100 times with replacement.
We use this sample to create ΓF(l, 0). After completing the
analysis described above we then repeat, randomly resam-
pling the initial point vortex dipole lengths to create another
ΓF(l, 0) and so on. We then repeat this process 100 times, with
a different resampling of the initial conditons each time, and
take the mean and standard deviations of the values of K f and
< ∆2

F−P > we find.

IV. RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

Fig. 4 shows a selection of results comparing the evolu-
tion of the dipole length distributions using the dissipative
point vortex model with the evolution using the Fokker-Planck
equation. Four levels of dissipation are plotted, with the top
row showing how the comparison metric defined in Eq. 15 de-
pends on the initial energy per vortex, E0/N3, across a range
from −1 down to −5.6. It is clear that the Fokker-Planck ap-
proach closely matches the point vortex results only for a lim-
ited range of E0/N3, below about −4, and that this is a consis-
tent pattern across different levels of dissipation. The middle
row shows the same data for just the region below E0/N3 ≈ −4
and suggests that E0/N3 ≈ −5 may give the closest compar-
ison. It seems likely that part of the reason for the failure at
higher E0/N3 is because the point vortex configurations can-
not be safely treated as a system of independent dipoles (see
Fig. 3).

The bottom row of Fig. 4 shows the value of K f needed in
the Fokker-Planck method to give the closest possible fit to the
point vortex results. Here there is a difference in behaviour
at different levels of dissipation, γ. For higher γ, K f has a
consistent, low value across a range of E0/N3 from −4 down
to about −5.3. However, at lower dissipation K f varies widely
with a large increase in value as E0/N3 increases above −5.

The role of K f in the Fokker-Planck equation (see Eq. 9)
is to regulate the ratio of the drift term, associated with the
shrinking of dipoles due to dissipation, to the diffusion term,
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FIG. 4. Comparison of the probability distribution for dipole lengths using the Fokker-Planck equation, ΓF , with the results of dissipative point
vortex modelling, ΓP. Top row, (a)-(d): an average over all lengths and times of the squared fractional differences between the logarithms of
ΓF and ΓP, < ∆2

F−P >, plotted against initial energy per vortex, E0/N3, for four different levels of the dissipation, γ = {1, 2−2, 2−4, 2−6}. Middle
row, (e)-(h): as for the top row but just showing E0/N3 ≲ −4. Bottom row, (i)-(l): the values of K f required in the Fokker-Planck equation to
yield the minimum values of < ∆2

F−P > plotted in the middle row. In all plots, the crosses indicate the means and the vertical error bars the
standard deviations in values calculated across 100 bootstrap resamplings. Horizontal errorbars (not visible) show the full range of E0/N3 in
each ensemble.

associated with random variations in dipole length. High val-
ues of K f imply that drift dominates diffusion. In our dissi-
pative point vortex model there are no thermal effects, there-
fore random variations in dipole lengths can only be due to
interactions with the vortices in other dipoles. The very high
values of K f for some lower dissipation results suggest that a
pure drift in dipole lengths is as good a fit to the dissipative
point vortex model as can be achieved. Note that higher val-
ues of K f are required for all dissipations at the very lowest
E0/N3, suggesting that inter-dipole interactions become less
significant as vortices are bound ever more tightly into their
dipole pairs. In essence, a good fit between the Fokker-Planck
and dissipative point vortex methods is seen at E0/N3 ≲ −4,
but this comparison is less convincing at lower levels of dis-
sipation. The initial configurations must be sufficiently dipole
dominated for the Fokker-Planck method to apply and the
dissipation must be high enough to shrink and annihilate the
dipoles whilst interactions with other dipoles or free vortices
remain relatively small and random in nature.

To test the comparison of the dissipative point vortex results
with the Fokker-Planck model further, we investigate the evi-
dence for dynamical scaling in the point vortex data and cal-
culate the dynamical critical exponent z. Following a process
detailed in [39], the fluid velocity, v, is reconstructed on a grid
using the point vortex coordinates and signs at each time-step.
From this, a two-point correlation function is found based on
the corrected speed, vc = |v| − ⟨|v|⟩, where the angled brackets
represent an average over all grid-points. We then search for
evidence of scaling in the time dependence of this function.
Scaling is agreed to hold if the correlation functions at dif-
ferent time-steps collapse to a single curve once rescaled by
Lc(t), as described in Eq. 1. In our case, we take Lc(t) to be
the distance at which the correlation function falls to 0.1 from
a value of one at r = 0. A systematic test for this collapse,
by measuring the similarity of the rescaled correlation func-
tions using the Mahalanobis distance [56] is used. Once the
scaling region is identified in this manner, we conduct a least
squares fit of the power law Lc ∼ t1/z to the data, for just the
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FIG. 5. The dependence of the dynamical critical exponent, z, on initial energy per vortex, E0/N3, for four different levels of dissipation,
γ = {1, 2−2, 2−4, 2−6}. Top row, (a)-(d): The crosses and vertical error bars represent means and standard deviations in z found by bootstrap
resampling Lc(t) 100 times, conducting a power law fit each time and finding the mean and standard deviation in z across the resamplings.
This is done only using time-steps for which scaling has been demonstrated by the collapse of the correlation function. Bottom row, (e)-(h):
As for the top row except that z in these cases is determined using the less reliable method of fitting a power law to the number of vortices of
the form N3 ∼ t−2/z and finding the mean and vertical error bars for z from 100 bootstrap resamplings. The window used for the fitting was
adjusted to achieve the closest fit with the data and the values of z plotted are for this window. In all plots the horizontal errorbars (not visible)
show the full range of E0/N3 in each ensemble. The dashed horizontal line indicates z = 2 and the circles indicate the predicted value of z from
Eq. 12 where 2πKi is found from the magnitude of the exponent in a power fit to the initial dipole lengths (see Fig. 3). The dotted line shows
the predicted value for z using Eq. 12 where 2πKi is found using the exponent α from Eq. 13 and then using Eq. 14.

times within the scaling region. This approach has the benefit,
over simply fitting a power law to the time dependence of vor-
tex number (or density), in that we first verify that dynamical
scaling holds for a given time window before conducting our
fit to determine z.

Fig. 5 (a)-(d) shows the values of z calculated in this manner
for four different dissipations, plotted against E0/N3. Fig. 5
(e)-(f) shows the same plots but with z calulated using a less
reliable method that finds the window at which N3 ∼ t−2/z best
fits the data and extracting z from the mean of 100 bootstrap
resamplings of this fit. It is clear from both versions of these
plots that above E0/N3 ≈ −4 the data broadly agree with the
Model A prediction of z = 2 [8]. However, as E0/N3 falls
further below this value, z increases rapidly until it meets, and
then follows, the dotted line corresponding to Eq. 12. This is
the prediction from [31] for the Fokker-Planck model. This
crossover in behaviour of the dynamical critical exponent is
consistent across all values of dissipation tested. Note that in
order to extract a value for Ki in Eq. 12 we use the value of α
from a power law fit to the initial conditions (see Fig. 3) and
Eq. 14.

To investigate this crossover in more detail we calculate
the energy per vortex, E/N3, at all time-steps in the point
vortex data. The results of this are plotted in Fig. 6 (a)-(d)
against the number of vortices remaining, for four different

levels of dissipation. These graphs show that point vortex
simulations across a wide range of initial conditions, down
to E0/N3 ≈ −5.2, converge towards similar energies per vor-
tex as the vortex number decays. This “forgetting” of ini-
tial conditions is typical of universal scaling, with trajecto-
ries from multiple starting points converging on similar end
points at late times. However, for E0/N3 ≲ −5.2, this con-
vergence no longer occurs, with each trajectory remaining
distinct throughout. This represents additional evidence of
a change in scaling behaviour of the dissipative point vortex
model for very low initial energies per vortex.

To test if this lack of convergence in E/N3 is related to
the prevalence of well-defined dipoles in the vortex configura-
tions, we employ an algorithm that allocates vortices and an-
tivortices into either clusters, dipoles or neither. At each time-
step for each run of the point vortex results, this algorithm
first searches for clusters of only vortices or only antivortices
using a density based scanning approach (DBSCAN) [57].
Like-signed vortices that are closer than the average inter-
vortex distance, and have no other opposite-signed vortices
nearby, are allocated to clusters so long as there are at least
two of them. The remaining vortices are then searched for
evidence of dipoles. A vortex and an antivortex are allocated
to a dipole if they are closer than 0.8× the average intervor-
tex distance, are each others nearest-neighbour and their next-
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FIG. 6. Tracking the variation in vortex configurations as the number of vortices remaining decreases. Top row, (a)-(d): The variation in
energy per vortex, E/N3, with number of vortices, N3. Each line plotted shows the variation in E/N3 from a given initial value, E0/N3 ≈
{−5.6,−5.5,−5.4,−5.3,−5.2,−5.1,−5,−4,−3,−2,−1} on the right, to late times, when the number of vortices has fallen significantly, on the
left. The lines show the mean value of E/N3 calculated across all time-steps in all 100 runs in the ensemble which have N3 in a given range.
The standard errors in E/N3 and N3 were calculated but were smaller than the thickness of the line. Each subplot (a)-(d) corresponds to a
different level of dissipation γ = {1, 2−2, 2−4, 2−6}. Bottom row, (e)-(h): The variation in the fraction of vortices not allocated to dipoles, fnd,
calculated using the algorithm described in the final paragraph of section IV. The same initial energies per vortex, E0/N3, are plotted as in
(a)-(d) and start on the right of each plot in the same order (lower E0/N3 also has lower initial fnd). In all eight plots, results for E0/N3 > −5.2
converge as N3 decreases whilst those for E0/N3 ≲ −5.2 remain distinct.

nearest neighbours are no closer than 1.4× the dipole length.
All vortices not allocated to clusters or dipoles count as “nei-
ther”. The fraction of all vortices not allocated to dipoles, fnd,
is plotted against number of vortices remaining, N3, in Fig. 6
(e)-(f), for four different levels of dissipation. The lower the
initial energy per vortex, E0/N3, the lower the initial value of
fnd on the right of each graph. Just as was seen in the E/N3
plots, initial conditions down to E0/N3 ≈ −5.2 converge (to
fnd ≈ 0.4) at late times. But those with E0/N3 ≲ −5.2 main-
tain higher dipole fractions throughout and do not converge.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have presented numerical evidence that
modelling coarsening behaviour in two-dimensional superflu-
ids with a dissipative point vortex model tends towards the re-
sults of a Fokker-Planck equation at E0/N3 ≲ −4. We suggest
that this is due to the vortices and antivortices being sufficently
closely bound into dipoles that the ensuing dynamics mimics
the drift towards shorter dipole lengths, with some random
variation, that is encoded in the Fokker-Planck equation. The
comparison holds better for results at higher levels of dissi-
pation, in which dipoles tend to shrink and annihilate before
any more complex dynamics, caused by close interaction with
other dipoles or vortices, can occur. For E0/N3 > −4 the dissi-

pative point vortex model and the Fokker-Planck equation no
longer agree.

We also observed a crossover in the behaviour of the dy-
namical critical exponent, z, determined from the point vortex
data. For E0/N3 > −4 we find a value of z that is close to
two and independent of initial conditions, in line with expec-
tations for Model A universal dynamical scaling. Whereas for
E0/N3 ≲ −5, z depends explicitly on the initial conditions, as
predicted using the Fokker-Planck method. This crossover is
consistent across all levels of dissipation tested. Furthermore,
we have observed that for E0/N3 ≳ −5.2 all initial conditions
converge to similar values of E/N3 and fraction of non-dipole
vortices at late times but those with E0/N3 ≲ −5.2 do not. This
suggests that those configurations that are most tightly bound
into dipoles at the beginning never fully “forget” their initial
conditions.

Note that the exact position of this crossover should not be
considered to be universal. We had a fixed initial density of
vortices for our simulations and it may be that the position of
the crossover is sensitive to changes in this density. We have
not investigated initial energies per vortex greater than zero,
which tend towards clustering of like-signed vortices, as it is
clear that the comparison with the Fokker-Planck description
breaks down well before this. However, it would be interest-
ing to know if the convergence of E/N3, witnessed in Fig. 6,
for −5.2 ≲ E0/N3 ≲ −1 is maintained for highly clustered
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initial configurations with E0/N3 >> 0.
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Appendix A: Proof of Power Law for Initial Dipole Lengths by
Thermodynamic Arguments

Here we present, in more detail, a proof of Eq. 13 from
section III A above. The system under consideration is one of
independent, well-separated, vortex-antivortex dipoles.

Using Eq. 7 it can be demonstrated numerically that the
energy per vortex of a single isolated dipole of length l in a
doubly-periodic square box of length L is well-approximated
by:

E/N3 ≈ log
2πal

L
,

E/N3 ≈ log
2πa
L
+ log l ,

where a is determined to be 0.705 for a box of length L =
2048. This can be re-written as:

E/N3 ≈ −6.137 + log l . (A1)

It follows that for a system of Nd well separated dipoles of
lengths li, the energy per vortex is given by:

E/N3 ≈ −6.137 +
1

Nd

Nd∑
i=1

log li . (A2)

Note that Eq. A2 implies that a surface of constant E/N3, in
an Nd-dimensional phase space, in which the dipole lengths
define the coordinates of a point, obeys the condition:

Nd∑
i=1

log li = constant . (A3)

For a given E/N3 = E, any single configuration of dipoles can
be entirely described by their lengths, li, their orientations, θi
and their centre of mass coordinates, (xi, yi):

0 ≤ xi < L , 0 ≤ yi < L , 0 ≤ θi < 2π , lmin ≤ li ≤ lmax .

Here lmin is the shortest dipole length and lmax is the longest
possible dipole length, which occurs when every other dipole
has length lmin. Consequently lmax is related to E, Nd and lmin
via:

E ≈ −6.137 +
Nd − 1

Nd
log lmin +

1
Nd

log lmax ,

E ≈ −6.137 + log lmin +
1

Nd
log

lmax

lmin
. (A4)

Taking Khinchin’s approach to microcanonical statistics [58],
the phase space volume,V, with E/N3 ≤ E is given by:

V(E) =
∫

E/N3≤E
dV

=

∫
E/N3≤E

Nd∏
i=1

dxidyilidlidθi

= (2π)Nd L2Nd

∫
E/N3≤E

Nd∏
i=1

lidli . (A5)

Consider the quantity:

Li = log li/lmin = log li − log lmin .

It follows that:

dli = lidLi and li = lmin exp{Li} .

Substituting these into Eq. A5 gives:

V(E) = (2π)Nd L2Nd l2Nd
min

∫
E/N3≤E

exp

2
Nd∑
i=1

Li

 Nd∏
i=1

dLi .

(A6)
Furthermore, the condition for a surface of constant E/N3 in
Eq. A3 becomes:

Nd∑
i=1

Li = constant . (A7)

and, using L = log lmax/lmin, Eq. A4 becomes:

Lmax ≈ (E + 6.137 − log lmin)Nd . (A8)

For Nd dipoles the “volume” for the integral in Eq. A6 is
that of a simplex with an orthogonal corner and side length
Lmax. Hence V = LNd

max/(Nd!) and the “surfaces” correspond
to

∑Nd
i=1Li = constant. It follows that:

dV
dLmax

=
L

Nd−1
max

(Nd − 1)!
.

If we introduce the dummy variable L′ =
∑Nd

i=1Li, where 0 ≤
L′ ≤ Lmax and each value of L′ corresponds to a surface
of constant E/N3, then the volume element for the integral in
Eq. A6 can be replaced with:

dV =
L′Nd−1dL′

(Nd − 1)!
,

and the integral can be re-written as:

V(E) = (2π)Nd L2Nd l2Nd
min

∫ L′=Lmax

L′=0
exp

{
2L′

}L′Nd−1dL′

(Nd − 1)!
.

(A9)
From the fundamental theorem of calculus, it follows that:

dV
dLmax

= (2πL2l2min)Nd exp{2Lmax}
L

Nd−1
max

(Nd − 1)!
.

We are interested in the quantity Ω(E) = dV/dE, since
d logΩ/dE = β = 1/kBT . Using the chain rule:

Ω(E) =
dV

dLmax

dLmax

dE
,

and noting that, from Eq. A8, dLmax/dE = Nd, we get:

Ω(E) = Nd(2πL2l2min)Nd exp{2Lmax}
L

Nd−1
max

(Nd − 1)!
.
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Hence:

logΩ = log Nd+Nd log
(
2πL2l2min

)
+ 2Lmax

+ (Nd − 1) logLmax − log (Nd − 1)! ,

and so:

β =
d logΩ

dE
=

d logΩ
dLmax

dLmax

dE
=

(
2 +

Nd − 1
Lmax

)
Nd . (A10)

Using Eq. A8 to replace Lmax with an expression containing
the energy per vortex E gives:

β = 2Nd +
Nd − 1

E + 6.137 − log lmin
.

This equation gives an unambiguous definition of a thermo-
dynamic temperature for a system of point vortex dipoles in a
doubly-periodic square box of length L = 2048. It simplifies
further in our case as we take lmin = 1 (since a vortex and an-
tivortex annihilate at a distance of one healing length), hence:

β = 2Nd +
Nd − 1
E + 6.137

. (A11)

This definition fails if E falls to −6.137; this is because all
of the dipoles would be of length one at this point and would
annihilate.

To get a distribution of dipole lengths we note that from
Eq. A1 that each dipole contributes an energy per vortex of:

εi =
1

Nd
(−6.137 + log li) ,

and has a degeneracy given by the product of the area its centre
could occupy with the circumference of the circle described
by all 2π possible orientations, i.e.:

gi = L2 × 2πli = 2πL2li .

We expect the probability distribution of dipole lengths to go
as p(li) ∼ gi exp{−βεi}. From this, following a few lines of
algebra, it can be shown that:

p(li) ∼ l

(
1− β

Nd

)
i . (A12)

In other words, p(l) ∼ lα, with the exponent, α, given by 1 −
β/Nd. Substituting the expression for β from Eq. A11 gives:

α = 1 − 2 −
Nd − 1

Nd(E + 6.137)
= −1 −

1 − 1/Nd

E + 6.137
. (A13)

Note that the probability distribution p(l) is related to
Fokker-Planck distribution Γ(l), from Eq. 9, by p(l)/l ∼ Γ(l),
in order to fulfill the normalization condition in Eq. 10. There-
fore we expect:

−2πKi = α − 1 . (A14)
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