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A decade ago, a universal stabilization mechanism driven by quantum fluctuations was discovered
in ultracold Bose gases of highly magnetic atoms. This mechanism prevents these systems from col-
lapsing and instead allows exotic states of matter to arise, including ultradilute quantum droplets,
crystallized quantum states, and specifically supersolids. We review the experimental and theo-
retical progress in understanding these quantum-stabilized states, their emergence, and intriguing

properties.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ultracold gases offer a prime platform for exploring
quantum phenomena with exceptional control. Their
high purity and tunability enable the engineering of a
variety of Hamiltonians by manipulating particle statis-
tics, trapping potential, internal atomic structure, and
interparticle interactions [1, 2]. While most atomic
species interact via isotropic contact interactions of tun-
able strength, introducing long-range and anisotropic in-
teractions has been highly desirable to enrich the physics
at reach [3, 4].

A naturally occurring long-range interaction between
neutral particles is the dipole-dipole interaction. This in-
teraction can be realized in ultracold gases using atoms
with large magnetic moments in their ground state [5],
polar molecules with induced electric dipoles [6], or atoms
excited to Rydberg states [7]. Each of these systems op-
erates in distinct parameter regimes and faces different
experimental challenges.

Here we focus on highly magnetic atoms, for which
large assemblies of tens of thousands of atoms are rou-
tinely brought to quantum degeneracy. These assemblies
exhibit long lifetimes and readily competing interactions
of different natures. Chromium atoms formed the first
magnetic quantum gas in 2005 [8]. Significant advance-
ments came with the realization in the early 2010s of
quantum gases of even more magnetic open-shell lan-
thanide atoms [9, 10]. Despite initial concerns about
their cooling and trapping, these species have proven re-
markably accessible and highly tunable, leading to the
rapid development of many experimental platforms [5].

A turning point in the field came in 2015 with the
discovery of an unforeseen stabilization mechanism — in-
duced by the very effects of quantum fluctuations — that
prevents magnetic quantum Bose gases from collapsing
in regimes where standard theory predicts they do [11].
Based on this mechanism and its understanding, novel
states of matter have been discovered in the following
years, including ultradilute liquid droplets, crystallized
quantum states, and most notably supersolids [12-17].
This article aims to review our current understanding of
the wealth of quantum-stabilized states in dipolar Bose
gases, focusing on the case of polarized lanthanide atoms.

We discuss key experimental achievements, theoretical
descriptions and predictions, as well as promising direc-
tions for future research.

II. INTERACTIONS IN HIGHLY MAGNETIC
QUANTUM BOSE GASES

A. Dipole-dipole interactions

Atoms with a large magnetic moment g in their
ground state interact via sizeable dipole-dipole interac-
tions (DDI). In the presence of an external magnetic field
B, the dipoles get spontaneously polarized and the mag-
netic DDI is

_ 39dd

Vaa(r) = o [1—3cos®d], (1)

where 6 is the angle between the interparticle position r
and the polarizing field B (i.e. the dipole direction) [3, 5].
The DDI is anisotropic and changes sign, being attrac-
tive (resp. repulsive) when the dipoles are head-to-tail
(resp. side-by-side) [# = 0 (resp. 7/2)], see Fig. 1(a).
The strength of the dipolar interaction is parametrized
by the coupling constant gqq = 47h*aqq/m scaling with
the dipolar length aqq = mupu?/12wh?. Here m is the
atomic mass, i the reduced Planck constant, and up
the Bohr magneton. In this review, we focus on open-
shell lanthanide atoms, specifically Er and Dy, for which
aqd = 66 ag and 130 ag, respectively [5].

The 1/73 scaling of (1) decays sufficiently slowly with r
so that the DDI remains long-range and anisotropic with
all partial waves contributing to the scattering in the ul-
tracold dilute regime relevant to quantum gases [2-5].
This contrasts with the van der Waals interaction poten-
tial, scaling as 1/r®, for which only the s-partial wave
remains contributing in the ultracold dilute regime [2].

B. Tunable contact interactions

Van der Waals forces dominate the interactions be-
tween ultracold non-magnetic atoms. They also exist be-
tween magnetic atoms, giving rise to a second interaction
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FIG. 1. Interactions between magnetic atoms. (a) Sketch of the DDI between two magnetic atoms polarized by B. The
interaction is long-range and anisotropic (red and blue halos). It is attractive (red) when the atoms are head to tail (lower right
panel) and repulsive (blue) when they are side by side (lower left panel). (b) Left: Sketch of the contact interaction and its
tunable strength. Right: Feshbach spectrum measured via atom loss spectroscopy on thermal samples of Dy atoms in the
apparatus of Ref. [18] for B varying from 0 to 4G, together with the expected variation of as. At each resonance a, diverges.

The background scattering length is set to 85.5 ao, see e.g. [5].

term in addition to Viq. In the ultracold dilute regime,
this term is well captured by a contact pseudopotential

Ve(r) = g50(r), (2)

where the coupling constant g; = 4mh%as/m is set by the
s-wave scattering length as [2]. In contrast to Vgq, V. is
isotropic and short-range. The total pseudopotential is
given by Vit (r) = Vaa(r) + Ve(r) with as including the
dipolar s-wave contribution [3, 19-21]. The ratio eqgq =
aqq/as characterizes the contact-DDI competition.

Interestingly, as can be widely tuned experimentally
by altering the magnitude of B and exploiting Fesh-
bach resonances [1, 2]. Magnetic lanthanide atoms ex-
hibit remarkably dense Feshbach spectra with multiple
resonances addressable with an offset field of just a few
Gauss, see Fig. 1(b) [5, 22-24]. This enables the use of
easy-to-generate weak magnetic fields, which in turn pro-
vides remarkable tunability with both as and the dipole
orientation being readily adjusted through several pairs
of small coils controlling B [5].

III. BASIC MANY-BODY ASPECTS OF
DIPOLAR QUANTUM BOSE GASES

A. Mean-field description of dipolar gases

At ultralow temperatures, due to statistical effects,
bosons form a macroscopic wavefunction extending over
the whole system - a Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) [2].
Deep in this quantum degenerate regime, weakly inter-
acting Bose gases can be described by a classical com-
plex field, 1 (r). It embodies the macroscopic wavefunc-
tion but neglects its fluctuations, and interactions are
accounted for only at the mean-field (MF) level. Within
this framework, 1 (r) satisfies the Gross-Pitaevskii equa-

tion (GPE), which for dipolar gases writes

. O —hZA
ih— =
ot 2m

+V(r)+ gsn(r) + Paa(r) | ¥. (3)

Here n(r) = |¢(7)|? is the spatial density, 1(7) is normal-
ized to the total particle number N = [ |¢(r)[2d®r [2].
V(r) represents the trapping potential. The last two
terms arise from the interaction potential Vini(r). The
first term is the local contact term, and the second term

Dgq(r) = /Vdd(r — rn(r)d>r’ (4)

is the non-local convolution of the DDI potential (1) with
the density [3]. The GPE describes the degenerate-gas
dynamics, by solving Eq. (3), as well as its ground state,
by replacing the left-hand side of (3), ih%—‘f, by o,
where g is the gas chemical potential.

B. Mean-field dipolar effects — superfluid
excitation spectrum

The non-local and anisotropic nature of the DDI gives
rise to remarkable features in degenerate dipolar gases.
These features can be scrutinized by considering the in-
teraction potential in momentum space, Vip (k). In par-
ticular, f/int(k) provides insights into the elementary ex-
citation spectrum, which is key to understanding the gas’
dynamical and thermodynamic behaviors [1, 2].

1. Fully unconfined gases

For a fully unconfined gas, the elementary excita-
tions are waves of momentum k, i.e. wavelength 27 /|k|.
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FIG. 2. Interactions and dispersion relation of a dipolar gas (a,b): for a 3D unconfined gas, (c-f): in an infinite
pancake trap with dipoles (c,d) along, (e,f) transverse to the excitation direction. The geometries are illustrated as insets of
(b,d,f). The energies are rescaled by fw, = h x 150 Hz and the momenta by v/2/¢,. The parameters are chosen so that
gsn = 35hw, and matching 164Dy values, namely as = 130.8ap, m = 164 atomic mass units, nsp = 9.8 X 10%°m~3. The
pancake transverse confinement frequency is set to w,. We use a quasi-2D approximation with the gas transverse distribution
set to the harmonic oscillator ground state, nap = V2mnsply, and neglect magnetostriction, which quantitatively modifies
Vaa(k) and e(k). Qualitative behaviors are illustrated. (a,c,e): Characteristic energies: contact interaction energy gsn (solid
black), DDI energy Vaa(k)n for eqa = 1 (blue), kinetic energy h?k?/2m (red). (b,d,f): Dispersion relation (5) for eqq = 0.5
(dark blue), eaqa = 1 (light blue), eaa = 1.25 (green), eqa = 1.31 (yellow) together with the non-dipolar case eaqa = 0 (black
dashed-dotted) and the non-interacting one gs = gaa = 0 (gray dashed-dotted). The higher €qq values are shown only in (f)
and unstable elsewhere. (a,b) show two excitation directions: 0, = 0 (dashed lines) and 6, = 7/2 (solid lines). In (d), the
antiroton behavior expected beyond the longitudinal approximation is sketched (dotted blue line, inspired from Ref. [25]).

Within Bogoliubov theory — applicable to weakly inter-
acting gases — the energies e(k) of these excitations as-
sume the form:

h2E? [ h2k? ~
e(k) = \/ - ( ot 2V1nt(k)n>;
with n the ground-state density— here assumed to be uni-
form [2-5].

For a contact-interacting gas [Vipt(r) = V.(7)], the
momentum-space interaction potential is given by the
Fourier transform of Eq. (2), Vint (k) = gs, and is constant
across all momenta, see Fig.2(a). For such a potential,
Eq. (5) evolves from a linear phononic dispersion at small
k, e(k) = hck with ¢ = /gsn/m the speed of sound, to a
quadratic free-quasi-particle dispersion e(k) ~ h2k?/2m
at large k, see Fig. 2(b) [2].

For a uniform and unconfined three-dimensional (3D)
dipolar gas, the momentum-space DDI is also simply
given by the Fourier transform of Eq. (1),

‘N/dd(k)) = gdd [3 COS(ek)Z — 1] 5

()

(6)

where 6 is the angle between k and the dipole axis [3,
5]. The full momentum-dependent interaction is then

‘Znt(k) =gs+ Vdd(’c)

Remarkably, Vini(k) does not depend on the magni-
tude of k but only on its orientation, see Fig.2(a). Thus,
the DDI does not introduce new types of elementary
excitations here. Instead, it induces anisotropic fea-
tures in the excitation spectrum and speeds of sound,
see Fig.2(b). Specifically, the modes along the dipole
direction (f; = 0) harden (increased e(k) and c), while
transversely (0, = 7/2) they soften (reduced e(k) and c).
This additionally shifts the threshold scattering length a*
at which phonons become unstable (i.e., where the speed
of sound vanishes), from a* = 0 in the purely contact-
interacting case to a* = aqq (i.e. €aqa = 1), see Fig. 2(b)
and Eq. (6) at 6, = 7/2 [3, 4].



2. Role of Confinement

A confining potential V(r), especially if anisotropic,
modifies this picture and can lead to new features in the
dispersion relation e(k). Intuition can be gained by con-
sidering a gas confined only in one or two spatial direc-
tions, with harmonic trapping frequencies w,, but un-
confined in the excitation direction k (i.e. infinite tube
or pancake).

Assuming that excitations in the unconfined direc-
tion are purely longitudinal, i.e. retain the ground-state’s
shape in the transverse confined directions, Eq. (5) re-
mains valid. Yet, n becomes the linear or areal density
and Vip (k) is no longer the Fourier transform of Vin (7).
Instead, its dipolar contribution Vaq (k) relates to ®qq(r)
[Eq. (4)] and contains information on n(r) spatial vari-
ations induced by the confinement [3, 25-32]. Thereby,
Vaa(k) acquires a dependence on k = |k|, potentially giv-
ing rise to elementary excitations of neither phononic nor
free-particle nature, see Fig. 2(c-f).

The characteristic momentum scale for f/dd variations
with k, and thereby for the novel excitation features, is
set by the inverse confinement length fll with £, =

hA/mw,. These variations are qualitatively dictated
by the relative orientation of the dipoles, confined di-
rection(s), and excitation direction k, as reviewed below.

a. Confinement perpendicular to the dipoles — If
the dipoles are oriented along the excitation direction,
perpendicular to the confinement direction(s), Vgq in-
creases with k, from negative to positive values, see
Fig. 2(c) [25, 29]. This yields a hardening of the large-k
modes, see Fig.2(d). The resulting high excitation ener-
gies cause a breakdown of the longitudinal approximation
of Eq. (5) once e(k) ~ fuww) . Going beyond this approx-
imation and accounting for the transverse reshaping of
the cloud under excitation gives rise to a novel antirotonic
feature in the dispersion relation through an avoided level
crossing, see Fig. 2(d) [25, 33].

Conversely, the DDI causes a softening of the phonon
modes, which remain stable (i.e. real-valued e(k)) as
long as €gq < 1 thanks to the additive contact term gs,
see Fig.2(d). As in the unconfined case, the phonon-
instability threshold shifts to a* = aqq (i.-e. €ga = 1).

b. Confinement along the dipoles — If instead the
dipoles are oriented along a confinement direction, per-
pendicular to the excitation direction, Vyq decreases with
k, starting positive at k = 0 and becoming negative (at-
tractive) at large k, see Fig.2(e) [25-27, 31, 32]. This
hardens long-wavelength, and softens short-wavelength
excitations, see Fig.2(f). Here, the longitudinal ap-
proximation of Eq.(5) remains reliable even for shal-
low traps and for e(k) > hw, [25]. Due to phonon-
modes hardening, the DDI may exceed the contact in-
teraction in strength (i.e. agqa > as, €qqa > 1) without
the spectrum becoming unstable (i.e. real-valued e(k)),
see Fig. 2(f). For dominant DDI, the competition in (5)
between kinetic term A%k?/2m and interactions with at-

tractive character at large k ultimately yields new exci-
tation features. Namely, the dispersion develops a local
maximum (maxon) followed by a local minimum (roton),
see Fig. 2(f) for eqq = 1.25 and 1.31 [25-27, 31, 32, 34].

A similar dispersion shape was first postulated by Lan-
dau (and later observed) to explain the distinctive dy-
namical properties of superfluid liquid helium [35]. The
possibility of a maxon-roton dispersion is one of the most
striking features of dipolar superfluids. It signals that
density modulations at a specific wavelength — that of the
roton Apot = 27/kyoy — are energetically favored [36, 37].
The dipolar roton minimum arises at the MF level, and
Arot ~ £, with additional dependencies on density and
interaction strengths, see Fig. 2(f).

The dipolar roton energy gap €yt can be finely ad-
justed by tuning as, as gs acts as an offset in Vin(k),
see IIIB 1. €, decreases with as down to as = ar,, for
which the roton is the first mode of the spectrum to fully
soften, i.e. €0 = 0, see Fig. 2(f). The existence of a ro-
ton minimum and its controlled softening was tested in
two experiments using '®®Er atoms, probing the disper-
sion via Bragg scattering, and the growth of a coherent
population in the roton mode after an interaction quench
past its full softening, respectively [31, 38]. Additional
confirmations came from density fluctuations analysis in
162Dy quantum gases [39, 40].

c. Fully trapped case — Going beyond the approx-
imation of (5), the dispersion relation and the underly-
ing elementary excitations can be derived within Bogoli-
ubov theory, linearizing the GPE (3) around the ground-
state wavefunction [2, 3]. This in particular holds for
a fully trapped system. We note w and w; the longi-
tudinal and tightest transverse trap frequencies, respec-
tively. While a 3D trap alters the excitation spectrum
properties — e.g. making it discrete, or causing a mo-
mentum broadening in non-uniform traps — many fea-
tures derived in IIIB2a,JIIB2b (a* shift, DDI-induced
softening and hardening) remain relevant. For large trap
aspect ratio w, /wy, the antiroton and roton-maxon fea-
tures themselves are retained, while for smaller aspect
ratios, the interplay of trap geometry and DDI per-
sists and yields excitations of peculiar character, see
also IVD [5, 28, 31, 33, 38-45]. The formalism of (5)
thus stays insightful for experimentally relevant configu-
rations.

C. Dipolar quantum gases beyond the mean-field
instability

The ability to fully soften the roton mode — bringing its
energy €,0t to equate that of the superfluid ground state
— raises the question of what the ground state is at and
beyond this point. This question was first posed in the
context of superfluid and solid helium, where it sparked
vivid debates for decades [46-49]. With the advent of
ultracold gases, especially dipolar ones, this question was
revived [26, 34, 49-56].



However, after early debates [3, 20, 26, 27, 41], be-
fore 2015, it was commonly believed that when the roton
mode of a dipolar gas dynamically reaches full softening,
e.g. upon tuning as below a.;, the system undergoes an
abrupt dynamics resulting in the rapid loss of the BEC —
the collapse [51, 57-62]. This collapse occurs due to the
dominance of attractive interactions at some finite mo-
menta, triggering a sharp local density increase, which,
in turn, leads to strong losses via three-body processes.
It resembles the collapse occurring in contact-interacting
gases or dipolar gases confined in traps elongated along
the dipole direction. Yet, in the latter cases, the col-
lapse is driven by the softening of the £k — 0 phonon
modes and occurs, if adiabatic, through a global density
increase (see also discussion in IV A). Within the MF the-
ory described in IIT A, no ground states of finite density
exist for as; < aj,, providing the static counterpart to
the dynamical instability described above.

At the end of 2015, a groundbreaking discovery mod-
ified this prevailing understanding. An experiment re-
vealed the surprising survival of the degenerate gas of
164Dy on long time scales after quenching to the MF in-
stability regime [11]. Furthermore, tiny density struc-
tures were formed in the gas. At first, the origin of the
stabilization was not understood [11, 63-65]. Soon after,
however, a parallel was drawn to a recent prediction that
contact-interacting mixtures could be stabilized through
beyond-MF effects, i.e. related to the quantum fluctua-
tions of the field ¢ [66, 67].

In a perturbative picture, beyond-MF effects give rise
to a correction to the energy and chemical potential of
the degenerate gas beyond the MF terms comprised in
the brackets of Eq. (3). The leading-order correction is
given by the Lee Huang Yang (LHY) term, which for
dipolar gases reads

32
pray (n, €qq) = ﬁgn na3F(eqq) = 7QF”3/2~ (7)

This term acts as an effective repulsive interaction term
with steeper scaling with n than MF (see two last terms
in Eq.(3)). The function F(eqq) is given by F(eqqa) =
1 [ db), sin Oy, (14 €qa(3 cos? 6),—1))>/? [68-70]. The above
formula is derived for a uniform unconfined gas and for
€dd < 1 but is commonly directly used for eqq > 1 and
for trapped systems through local density approximation.
This is justified as pppy is dominated by the contribution
of large-k modes, corresponding to small spatial struc-
tures compared to the trap size. These modes are also
hard modes and insensitive to the phonon instability oc-
curring at eqg > 1 in unconfined systems (see IIIB1).
This instability instead yields a small imaginary part in
pray due to the soft modes’ contribution, which is dis-
carded [71-73].

While this correction is usually small in weakly inter-
acting gases with \/na? < 1, it becomes important in the
special case where MF interactions nearly cancel while a,
remains finite. This is exactly what can happen in mag-
netic gases, as the DDI competes with the short-range

interaction and can cancel its contribution at MF level
with a5 ~ aqq # 0 [12, 67, 71-73]. In the presence of
weak MF attraction, urpy stabilizes states with higher
but finite density compared to the MF repulsive case.
This applies both in the dynamics, preventing collapse,
and at equilibrium, yielding quantum-stabilized ground
states. The density scale is set by (7) and as ~ aqq-
Such a stabilization mechanism is universal and applies
to all gases, if sufficiently dipolar, regardless of the trap
configuration. Stabilization was not observed in previous
studies using chromium [59, 60] due to its smaller dipo-
lar length, aqq = 1bag, which makes three-body losses
dominate over the LHY term (7) [5].

As the gas remains weakly interacting, an effective
MF treatment of the beyond-MF stabilization is possi-
ble. This is done by adding the LHY term (7) to the
bracket in the right-hand side of the GPE (3) [12, 71-
73]. This modified equation is known as the extended
GPE (eGPE).

The discovery of the quantum-fluctuation stabilization
mechanism was confirmed by further experiments [12,
13, 67]. While the states created in the seminal work
of Ref. [11] were highly excited due to the specifics
of the protocol, soon after, ground states of different
nature were formed. Hereafter, we review the wealth
of quantum-stabilized states observed and predicted in
magnetic dipolar quantum gases.

IV. QUANTUM-STABILIZED GROUND
STATES

A. Ground state Modulation

The characteristics of ground and excited states sta-
bilized beyond the MF instability depend on the mode
that softens and drives the instability. While phonon
modes always drive the instability in contact-interacting
gases, this differs in dipolar gases. As reviewed in 111 B
and III C, the mode driving the instability can be either
phononic or rotonic depending on the relative configura-
tion of trap, excitation, and dipoles, see Fig. 2. This
underlies the quantum stabilization of diverse ground
states, being either unmodulated or modulated.

1. Phonon-driven MF instabilities and unmodulated states

Phonon-driven MF instabilities underlie quantum-
stabilized unmodulated ground states [74]. These states
have yet unique properties: Even in the absence of con-
finement in some or all spatial direction(s), they are
(non-uniform) localized solutions [75-77]. They are thus
self-bound under the competition of MF and beyond-
MF interactions, and form an ultradilute liquid, warrant-
ing their droplet designation [78]. In trapped systems,
droplet states can also occur and display the distinct



property of not expanding upon release of the trapping
potential V (r) [13, 72, 77].

Beyond their defining self-binding character, droplet
states exhibit other outstanding features: They have an
unusual shape, being highly elongated along the dipole
direction. Droplets containing a sufficiently large num-
ber of atoms, N, present a broad central region of uni-
form density, and increasing N further does not raise
the central density but instead causes the droplet to ex-
tend along the dipole orientation [75]. This underlies the
state’s weak compressibility and has significant implica-
tions for its collective excitations [12, 76, 77, 79], see later
discussion in V A. These features are likewise reminiscent
of a liquid behavior.

Soon after the first observation of quantum stabiliza-
tion in Ref. [11] (see ITII C), the investigation of unmodu-
lated droplets became a focus of interest. The motivation
is twofold: (i) in a fully trapped system, the transition
from MF-stable BEC to droplet occurs through a smooth
crossover [72, 77], thereby limiting the introduction of ex-
citations into the system, and (ii) the quantitative study
of the droplet properties allows to test that quantum fluc-
tuations drive the stabilization [12, 13, 67, 80].

2. Roton-driven MF instabilities and modulated states

Roton-driven MF instabilities instead underlie the
formation of crystallized states, i.e. states with a
spontaneous modulation in their density, as previ-
ously suggested for superfluid helium and discussed in
IIIB, IIIC [36, 37]. Two types of quantum-stabilized
modulated states should be distinguished. In one case,
the transition from an unmodulated superfluid to a mod-
ulated state through roton softening may allow the mod-
ulated state to retain its global superfluidity, forming a
supersolid [5, 26, 47-50]. Supersolids are thus a special
case of modulated states combining seemingly antithet-
ical properties — those of a superfluid, where atoms are
delocalized, and those of a solid, where atoms tend to
be localized at fixed positions of space. That underlies
the spontaneous breaking of two continuous symmetries,
translational and gauge. In a second scenario, the modu-
lated state does not retain the initial superfluidity and
instead forms an insulating crystal. In this case, the
atoms are delocalized only on one crystal site and are
prevented from flowing between the different sites.

The superfluid character of a modulated state inti-
mately connects to the contrast ¢ > 0 of its density
modulation (€ = 0 is the uniform state). For a low-
enough C, the density peaks associated with the crystal
sites have significant overlap. This enables the atoms
to tunnel from one site to the next, and global super-
fluidity is preserved. Conversely, a high ¢ indicates a
reduced overlap between peaks and yields a low tun-
neling rate, insufficient to maintain global superfluidity.
The superfluid fraction of modulated states is always re-
duced compared to unity, and its value can be quantita-

tively related to the density patterns through the Leggett
bounds [81, 82]. We note that the distinction between
supersolid and insulating solid is not captured by a stan-
dard eGPE treatment, which inherently assumes phase
coherence (therefore global superfluidity). Nevertheless,
an empirical threshold on the contrast is typically used
to distinguish between these two situations, see e.g. [83].

Returning to our first point: roton softening and
quantum-stabilized modulated states are interlinked. As
introduced in IIIB2b, the occurrence of a roton re-
quires stronger confinement along the dipole direction
than in other direction(s), along which instead the roton-
maxon dispersion arises, see Fig. 2(f). The trap ge-
ometry, particularly the number of tightly confined di-
rections, strongly influences the structure of both the
roton modes and the underlying stabilized modulated
states. In tubular geometries, roton modes develop along
the single weakly confined direction, and the underlying
modulated states acquire a linear crystal structure along
this axis [15-17, 31, 84]. In pancake geometries, where
two spatial directions are weakly confined, roton modes
emerge in both these directions, allowing for more com-
plex two-dimensional crystal arrangements of the stabi-
lized states [54, 85, 86]. The resulting crystal structure
further depends on factors such as density, interaction
strength, and confinement.

As discussed in IIIB2c, in a full 3D trap, the nature
of mode driving the instability may be altered. Nonethe-
less, if the instability arises from non-phononic modes,
density-modulated ground states may still form. This is
in particular the case when the instability stems from the
softening of modes with high angular momentum, known
as angular rotons [5, 40, 41, 43, 87].

The remainder of this section reviews the wealth of
modulated ground states observed and predicted depend-
ing on the trap and gas parameters.

B. Experimental observations of modulated states

The first experimental observations of quantum-
stabilized states were realized in pancake traps with
transverse dipole orientation and displayed crystal struc-
tures [11, 14, 67], see IIT C. However, these were highly ex-
cited states, while the ground state was unmodulated due
to the low atom number and shallow trap employed [71],
see also later discussion in IV D. Later experiments real-
ized multi-droplet states close to the ground-state config-
uration using tighter pancake traps, but no global phase
coherence was observed in such settings [14]. Refs. [11]
([14]) used pancake traps with a radial frequency of ap-
proximately 50 Hz, axial frequencies of 133 Hz (varying
from 250 Hz to 1700 Hz), and 15000 (5000) atoms.

The search for globally phase-coherent crystal ground
states was revived following the work of Ref. [31], which
demonstrated the coherent population of the roton mode
after an interaction quench in a weakly confined cigar-
shaped gas of '®*Er. In 2019, using a similar trap-
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FIG. 3. Quantum-stabilized modulated ground states. (a) Examples of measured density distributions of quantum-
stabilized states of ***Dy in different trap geometries: (al) cigar-shaped trap, (a2) surfboard trap, (a3) circular pancake trap,
taken from [88, 89]. (b, ¢) Theoretical phase diagrams of '**Dy gases with transverse dipole orientation in infinite cigar and
pancake traps, adapted from [83] and [86] respectively. The color map shows the modulation contrast ¢. The region with
C = 0 is the uniform state. The roton excitation of this state fully softens at ajo; (red line). The transition to the modulated
states occurs at ac (white and black lines, respectively). The modulated states are illustrated via density isosurfaces and the
transitions between different crystal structures identified (white lines). (d) Same as (c), but with dipoles tilted by a = 30°
compared to the pancake confinement axis, taken from [90]. Continuous (resp. discontinuous) transitions are indicated by
dotted (resp. solid) lines with end points identified by C.P. or T.P. (e) Phase diagram of '**Dy gases in a pancake trap with
radial and axial frequencies w), | = 27 x (125, 250) Hz, taken from [91]. Transitions are marked by black lines. Different crystal
structures are identified, and their density profiles (markers) illustrated in subpanels.

ping potential but smaller and slower interaction ramps,
three groups observed the formation of metastable states
with supersolid properties using either '%6Er, 164Dy, or
162Dy [15-17]. For 94Dy, supersolid states were also
formed via direct evaporative cooling from a thermal
state at the final interaction settings [16, 92]. These ex-
periments used relatively shallow cigar traps with axial
frequencies between 16 and 32 Hz and averaged radial
frequencies between 65 and 260 Hz. The dipoles were
aligned along one radial direction, and between 40000
and 80 000 atoms were trapped. The supersolids showed
linear crystal structures with a few crystal sites, each
populated by several thousand atoms, and thereby called
droplets, see Fig. 3(a). These states were observed to live
from a few tens of ms for 62Dy and '®®Er to a few hun-
dreds of ms for 4Dy after interaction ramps. Longer
lifetimes, on the order of seconds, were achieved using
temperature ramps [92].

Following these initial observations, the search for
more complex crystal structures drove particular in-
terest. Supersolids with nonlinear crystal structures
were successfully realized, with first zigzag supersolids
in surfboard-shaped traps [88], see Fig.3(a2), and then
circularly symmetric triangular supersolids (hexagon su-
persolids) in a round pancake trap [89], see Fig.3(a3).
These supersolids were produced via temperature ramps,
and exhibit second-long lifetimes. Compared to the ear-
lier experiments of Refs. [11, 14], significantly larger atom
numbers were used with N=65000 and 44000, while
the traps remained relatively shallow with frequencies
(33,75,167) Hz and (47,44,133) Hz in the three spatial di-
rections, for Ref. [88] and [89] respectively. In both cases,
the dipoles were aligned along the tightest trap direction.



C. Theoretical predictions of modulated ground
states in infinite geometries

Quantum-stabilized modulated states require at least
one confined axis, see IVA2. Phase diagrams can
be theoretically calculated by considering partly infi-
nite systems, analogous to the approach of IIIB2 for
the excitation spectrum. Both infinite cigar (one un-
confined, two confined directions) [83, 84, 93-95], and
pancake geometries (two unconfined, one confined di-
rection) [85, 86, 90, 96, 97] can be examined. Periodic
boundary conditions in the unconfined directions ensure
that the system is effectively infinite along these axes.
The ground-state phase diagram can be computed using
the eGPE introduced in III C, provided that the system
size (or equivalently the crystal unit cell) is also adjusted
and the energy minimized with respect to this parameter.

These systems can also be simulated by other meth-
ods, in particular quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) ap-
proaches [73, 98-105]. QMC methods are exact and ac-
count for fluctuation effects non-perturbatively. How-
ever, they are numerically intensive, limiting so far their
exploration to relatively small N. Therefore, reaching
density-modulated states in QMC simulations typically
requires higher mean densities than those used in experi-
ments. In this regime, QMC simulations have confirmed
the existence of supersolid states, and the crystal struc-
tures identified are analogous to those predicted with the
eGPE and discussed below [99-104].

Figures 3(d-f) present eGPE phase diagrams as a func-
tion of as and n for different infinite-geometry con-
figurations. In all cases, the ground state transitions
from a uniform MF-stable superfluid for as > a.(n) to
a quantum-stabilized modulated state for as; < a.(n)
with a.(n) being the density-dependent critical scatter-
ing length.

1. Tube geometries

In a tubular trap, the crystal structure is always linear,
but the nature of the transition changes depending on
n [83]. The transition is predicted to be discontinuous at
low and high densities, but continuous at intermediate
densities, see Fig. 3(b).

In the intermediate density regime, the continuity of
the transition implies that the density modulation con-
trast evolves continuously from ¢ = 0 above the transi-
tion (as > ac) to ¢ > 0 below it (as < ac). Therefore,
a supersolid ground state exists within an intermediate
range just below the transition (as < ac). The width
in as of this supersolid region varies with n and nar-
rows towards the intermediate-density range edges, see
Fig.3(b). The transition here occurs as the roton mode
fully softens, meaning a. = aj,,. Thereby, the emerg-
ing modulated state directly connects to the softened ro-
ton mode and inherits its structure. Discontinuities in
the first derivative of the dispersion relation occur at the

transition, indicating its second-order character, see later
discussion in V [93, 95]. As as decreases further below a,
C increases until the system transitions into an insulating
droplet array.

Beyond the intermediate-density-range lower edge, in
the low-density regime, the system transitions directly
to an array of well-isolated droplets with ¢ ~ 1 and no
supersolid can form, see Fig. 3(b). This happens because
quantum stabilization, i.e. MF attraction being overcome
by the LHY repulsion (7), requires locally high densities.
These densities are here achieved by concentrating many
atoms in the center of the droplets at the expense of their
overlap.

Beyond the intermediate-density-range upper edge, in
the high-density regime, instead, a supersolid ground
state (i.e. a modulated state with ¢ < 1) can exist
just below the transition despite being discontinuous, see
Fig.3(b). The structure of this state differs from the ro-
ton mode of the MF-stable superfluid, and the transition
involves a rearrangement of the transverse density profile.

For the first-order transitions encountered at high and
low densities, bistability occurs, with the ground state on
one side of the transition remaining a metastable state on
the other side. In particular, the uniform state persists as
a metastable state on top of the modulated ground state
for as < a. (white line in Fig.3(b)) down to as = al,
when its roton mode fully softens (red line in Fig. 3(b)).

The intermediate density regime is particularly favor-
able for creating supersolid states via an interaction ramp
as the transition continuity minimizes excitations dur-
ing its crossing. Furthermore, the critical scattering
length a. increases with n in the low-density regime, de-
creases in the high-density regime, and the intermediate-
density regime develops around the maximum of a.(n),
which is likewise favorable for experiments, see also III C.
Refs. [15-17] realized this intermediate regime, see also
Refs. [39, 83, 106, 107] and IV B.

2. Pancake geometries

In pancake traps, not only the order of the uniform-
to-modulated phase transition but also the structure
of the modulated states themselves varies with n and
€ad, see Fig.3(c). This, in turn, implies the exis-
tence of additional structural transitions between mod-
ulated ground states of different crystal configurations.
Density-modulated ground states may adopt three dif-
ferent configurations illustrated in Fig.3(c): triangular
(also sometimes called hexagonal) at low densities, stripe
at intermediate densities, and honeycomb at high densi-
ties [86, 90, 97].

Most transitions in the diagram of Fig.3(c) are pre-
dicted to be of first order, except at the tricritical point
where the transition is of second order and the uniform
state may transition directly to a stripe state [85, 86, 90].
Despite the discontinuous nature of these transitions,
all three crystal structures can host supersolid states,



i.e. have significant overlap between density peaks with
C < 1 so that global superfluidity is preserved.

Similar to the tube geometry, the first-order transitions
underlie bistability, with the ground state remaining as
a metastable state on the other side of the transition.
This holds for the uniform-to-modulated transition with
the uniform state being a metastable state down to the
roton instability like in IV C1 (see red line Fig. 3(c)), but
also for the structural transitions between stripes and the
other crystal structures, where the different modulated
states remain metastable down to a point where one of
their sound modes becomes unstable [108], see also later
discussion in V B.

So far, experimental realizations of 2D-crystal su-
persolids have been made at relatively low densities
and trapping strength, and thereby limited to trian-
gular phases [88, 89|, see Fig.3(a2,a3). These states
have been created by temperature instead of interaction
ramps, which avoids crossing discontinuous transitions,
and thereby minimizes excitations [89], see IV B.

3. Effect of dipole tilt

The phase diagrams of Fig. 3(b,c) are shown for dipoles
oriented along a tightly confined direction. Tilting the
dipoles by an angle o with respect to this direction and
towards an unconfined direction provides an additional
tuning parameter, controllable in experiments by adjust-
ing the orientation of the applied bias field B using sev-
eral pairs of coils. In the extreme case of @ = 7/2, one
recovers the situation described at the beginning of IV A,
where phonon softening drives the MF instability and
the quantum-stabilized ground state is a single-droplet
state. Instead, for sufficiently small tilt angles, density-
modulated ground states occur, yet the phase diagram is
modified compared to Fig. 3(b,c).

In tube geometries, the crystal structures remain lin-
ear, but both the critical scattering length a. and the
crystal spacing increase with «. For pancake geome-
tries, an example phase diagram with o = 7/6 is shown
in Fig.3(d) [90]. While this diagram features the same
phases and their same density ordering as the v = 0 di-
agram of Fig. 3(c), the stripe phase is favored at the ex-
pense of the triangular and honeycomb phases [14, 90].
The dipole tilt also influences the orientation of the
stripes. While for a = 0 this orientation is random, for
« > 0, the stripes orient themselves along the unconfined
direction in which the dipoles are tilted.

In addition to modifying the phases’ extents, the dipole
tilt further impacts the phase transitions and their na-
ture. In pancake geometries, it extends the density range
for which a direct transition between uniform and stripe
state exists, transforming the tricritical point of Fig. 3(c)
into a line in Fig.3(d) (blue dotted line). Along this
line, the uniform-to-modulated transition is predicted to
be continuous [90]. Similarly, the dipole tilt introduces
regimes where the structural transitions between stripe

and triangular or honeycomb phases become continuous
(red dotted lines in Fig.3(d)). This configuration of ex-
perimental interest has so far only been explored in early
experiments [14] where supersolidity was not achieved,
see IV B.

D. Theoretical predictions of modulated states in
trapped systems

Beyond the case of infinite geometries, the phase dia-
gram of dipolar gases in fully finite traps has attracted
considerable interest. Studies have explored various trap
geometries ranging from finite tubular [15-17, 107, 109]
to pancake-like [14, 87, 91, 110, 111] passing by fully
anisotropic ones [88]. This interest stems not just from
the experimental relevance of such configurations, but
also from the unique effects they induce, including be-
yond quantitative shifts, qualitative differences, and un-
precedented crystal structures in the system’s ground
state. The traps used in these theoretical works are typ-
ically harmonic, approximating the experimental config-
urations using Gaussian beam traps. Such traps are not
only finite but also inhomogeneous, resulting in a distinc-
tive interplay with the DDI.

In finite traps, the atom number N should be consid-
ered as a control parameter instead of the mean density
n. Considering N introduces finite-size effects, which,
combined with the trap frequencies, limit the number of
crystal sites that the ground state hosts. For too small
N, the number of crystal sites is reduced to one, and un-
modulated ground states are found in trap configurations
for which larger N or infinite-system phase diagrams dis-
play density modulation, see e.g. [16, 71]. This was the
case in the early experiment of Ref. [11], see IV B.

Typical phase diagrams vary N and eqq for fixed trap
parameters. Fig. 3(e) shows an example for a pancake ge-
ometry with transverse polarization and moderate ratio
w1 /w) = 2 between axial and radial trap frequencies [91].
For this moderate aspect ratio, instead of a conventional
roton mode, an angular roton drives the MF instability,
see IV A [87]. Therefore this scenario notably deviates
from the considerations of IV C. Nonetheless, Fig.3(e)
shows modulated states with familiar patterns — trian-
gular, stripe, honeycomb — appearing in same sequence
with increasing N as with increasing n in infinite sys-
tems (see Fig.3(c)). This demonstrates the relevance of
infinite-system predictions for understanding finite sys-
tems, even with small aspect ratios.

Besides these familiar phases, Fig. 3(e) features modu-
lated states with novel structures — pumpkin or labyrinth
— illustrated in the subpanels. The labyrinth phase is
particularly fascinating as the underlying crystal struc-
tures lack symmetries, and many configurations are al-
most degenerate. These characteristics being reminiscent
of glassy behaviors, this phase was dubbed superglass in
Ref. [91]. It occurs over a wide range of parameters,
partly or fully replacing the stripe phase, and potentially



emerges from frustration between the in-plane confine-
ment and the random orientation of the stripes predicted
in infinite pancakes.

Finite systems with larger trap aspect ratios have also
been investigated, in particular in Ref. [112] published
before the quantum-stabilization discovery, and therefore
based on a different stabilization mechanism. Nonethe-
less, its infinite-system phase diagram closely resembles
Fig.3(c). Fully trapped systems were here studied from
a local density approximation standpoint: the gas is
treated as being locally uniformly trapped, but with a
chemical potential (or average density) that varies spa-
tially. This links the crystal structure at different trap
positions to different points in the infinite-system phase
diagram, changing from honeycomb to stripe to triangu-
lar when moving from the trap’s inner to outer regions.
In the smaller aspect ratio trap of Fig. 3(e), some crystal
structures may be interpreted using this analysis, e.g. the
square markers transition from uniform to honeycomb
from inner to outer regions. Analogously, low-density
uniform halos have been predicted in the trap outer re-
gions around linear or triangular supersolids occurring at
the center of tube or pancake traps [14-17, 110].

E. Effect of temperature

The phase diagrams of Fig. 3(b-e) are calculated in the
zero-temperature limit. However, in experiments, the
temperature, T, is inherently finite and can be tuned.
This parameter is expected to influence the phase be-
havior in two main ways: it controls the emergence of
the quantum phases themselves; it introduces thermal
fluctuations, which add to but differ from the quantum
fluctuations, and thus modify the stabilized phase dia-
gram at low but finite 7.

As reported in IV B, experiments have shown that the
gas can transition from a thermal state to a supersolid
by tuning T [16, 88, 92]. During this transition, two
symmetries are spontaneously broken: translational and
gauge, linked to solid and superfluid orders, respectively.
These two symmetries can be broken simultaneously or
successively when varying 7. The nature, number, and
order of the thermally driven phase transitions are sub-
jects of active investigation. In experiments involving
evaporative cooling in cigar-shaped traps, the gas has
been observed to first transition from a thermal state to
a normal solid state with local phase coherence, before
achieving global phase coherence and forming a super-
solid as T' decreases [92]. This suggests that translational
symmetry can break at higher 7' than gauge symmetry.
However, since not only temperature but also total atom
number and trap geometry evolve during the evapora-
tive cooling process, the generality of these observations
may be limited. Experiments in cigar-shaped traps have
also indicated that density-modulated states are favored
over uniform ones as T increases at a fixed condensate
atom number, revealing influences of T' on the phase di-
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agram [92; 113]. So far, experimental studies on thermal
effects and transitions in pancake geometries have been
limited [88, 89].

Theoretically, the finite-T' regime is not directly ac-
cessible in the extended MF theory of III C based on the
eGPE. However, it can be partly captured either by mak-
ing refinements to the eGPE [89, 113, 114] or by start-
ing from a different standpoint and using QMC treat-
ments, which are exact but computationally limited, see
IV C [102].

Refinements of the eGPE have followed different ap-
proaches: (i) A stochastic projected version of the eGPE
adds two terms set by empirical parameters to the stan-
dard eGPE: a dissipative term that models the cou-
pling of the classical field ¥ to high-energy modes, and
a dynamical noise term that embodies thermal fluctua-
tions [89]. This approach enables simulations of the dy-
namics of ¢ in the presence of a thermal bath. (ii) An
eGPE version including thermal fluctuation corrections
adds, alongside with upgy from the standard eGPE, a
thermal chemical potential term, p¢y, to the right-hand
bracket of (3) [113, 114]. Akin to purmy, i accounts
for the energy shift of 1 induced by its interactions with
thermal excitations. It is derived assuming local den-
sity approximation and a thermal population of the Bo-
goliubov excitation spectrum (5) of a uniform gas (see
IIIB1).

Based on the stochastic projected eGPE (i), evapo-
rative cooling ramps in which both temperature T and
chemical potential po vary have been simulated [89].
These simulations confirm the experimental observation
of a solid order appearing at higher T than superfluid
order, here in the case of pancake traps. They also
show that supersolid states are stable against thermal
fluctuations.  Similar results have been obtained us-
ing QMC simulations, which further predict that the
underlying transitions follow the Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-
Thouless (BKT) mechanism [102].

Based on the thermally extended eGPE (ii), phase di-
agrams including T as a control parameter have been
calculated [113]. These confirm the experimental obser-
vation that supersolid states are favored over uniform
states when T increases at a fixed condensate atom num-
ber (i.e. [ d3r|y(r)]?) and density (ie. [¢(r)|?) in finite
and infinite geometries, respectively. This occurs as
also contributes in the dispersion relation (5) and makes
the roton soften at lower eqq as T increases. The ther-
mally extended eGPE (ii) does not directly account for
incoherent effects, making the thermal transition inacces-
sible via pure ground-state calculations in this formalism
(analogous to the supersolid-to-insulated-crystal transi-
tion in the T' = 0 simulations, see IV A).

More generally, phase diagrams for varying conden-
sate density and interaction parameters at fixed T' can
be calculated using the thermally extended eGPE (ii).
Ref. [114] examines a tubular geometry with transverse
dipole polarization, and showed that higher T' shift the
critical a. to larger values for a fixed condensate den-



sity. Additionally, the intermediate density range sup-
porting a continuous transition (see IV C 1) shifts to lower
n. Finite-T phase diagrams for pancake geometries and
tilted dipoles remain to be explored.

V. ELEMENTARY EXCITATIONS OF THE
QUANTUM-STABILIZED STATES

The unique properties of the quantum-stabilized states
manifest in their dispersion relation and elementary ex-
citation spectrum. This applies to both single-droplet
states and supersolids, though with markedly different
features. Analogously to the case of uniform states
discussed in III B, the excitation features of quantum-
stabilized states relate to a momentum-dependent inter-
action potential, Vini(k), that stems from the competi-
tion of the long-range anisotropic DDI with the state
geometry. This competition is renewed compared to uni-
form states due to the novel morphologies adopted by
quantum-stabilized states, see IV.

The dispersion relation (5) does not directly apply to
quantum-stabilized states because of their non-uniform
character. Instead, their dispersion and the underlying
elementary excitations can be derived within Bogoliubov
theory introduced in IIIB2c¢ for fully trapped systems.
This approach consists in linearizing the time-dependent
GPE (3) around the ground-state wavefunction v, while
applying perturbations to 1, called quasiparticles. This
applies to quantum-stabilized states provided that the
GPE is extended by the quantum-fluctuation term dis-
cussed in ITIC and possibly by the thermal-fluctuation
term discussed in IV E. Hereafter, we review the exci-
tation features of single-droplet states and supersolids
based on the Bogoliubov approach.

A. Excitation Spectrum of Droplets

As reviewed in IV A, single-droplet states form in
regimes where phonon modes soften and drive the MF
instability. This occurs in geometries where the dipoles
are oriented along a weakly confined or unconfined direc-
tion. The resulting droplet states, stabilized beyond the
MF instability, are finite, localized, and highly stretched
in the dipole direction, denoted z. Droplets appear both
in trapped and fully unconfined settings. Droplets of
large enough N reach the incompressible regime.

Due to their finite character, droplets exhibit a dis-
crete excitation spectrum, with mode spacing dictated
by the droplets’ sizes. In fully unconfined settings, mode
energies are limited by the droplet’s chemical potential,
thereby setting a limit to the number of modes, which
increases with N. The low-energy excitation spectrum is
dominated by excitations along z, as this is the droplet’s
largest dimension [76, 77]. This corresponds to the ex-
citation configuration modeled by Eq. (5) in IIIB2a for
the uniform state.
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Due to the droplet’s non-uniform character, momen-
tum is not a good quantum number, and the dispersion
relation (5) does not directly apply. However, the lowest
excitation branch of sufficiently large droplets proves to
connect with (5) through a mode-momentum assignment
and the inclusion of a term accounting for the LHY sta-
bilization, see Fig.4 (I.a) [76]. The former is achieved by
considering the first spatial cancellation of the quasipar-
ticle amplitudes, see Fig.4 (I.b). The latter is done by
adding 2vqrn'/? [see Eq. (7)] to Vix(k) in (5) [76, 79].
This correction is also relevant for uniform superfluids
near the phonon instability, resulting in a lowering of the
instability threshold a.

The droplet state formed at as < a. exhibits a higher
density than the superfluid state, and a transverse size
governed by its self-bound nature rather than the trap-
ping potential. The density increase, combined with the
added LHY term in (5), and the transverse rearrange-
ment lead to a hardening of the lowest-energy modes,
thus preventing instability. In trapped systems, the ex-
citation gap remains finite and continuous as as varies,
indicating a smooth crossover from uniform superfluid to
droplet [76, 77]. In fully untrapped systems, the lowest
droplet mode goes soft at the transition towards a uni-
form state [76].

For droplets in the incompressible regime, the disper-
sion relation does not exhibit a linear phononic behav-
ior. However, unlike non-interacting BECs where a sim-
ilar deviation arises from dominant kinetic effects, the
droplet nonlinear dispersion stems from interaction ef-
fects, namely the k-dependence of Viy, [76], see Fig.4
(I.a). The modes of incompressible droplets also have
distinct features: they show minimal bulk density fluctu-
ations and dominant surface ones, the lowest excitation
being of quadrupolar character [76, 77|, see Fig.4 (L.c).

B. Excitation Spectrum of Supersolids

For roton-driven MF instability, quantum-stabilized
density-modulated ground states can form. Their disper-
sion relation intimately relates to and reflects the crystal
structure. For states with periodic density modulation,
such as those formed in partly infinite geometries (see
IV C), the Bogoliubov quasiparticle amplitudes are well
described by Bloch wavefunctions. These are character-
ized by a quasimomentum ¢ defined on the first Brillouin
zone q €] — /L, w/L] with L the supersolid periodicity
and a branch index v [93, 95, 108, 115-117].

Supersolids are density-modulated states that also
manifest global superfluidity. A distinctive feature of the
supersolid excitation spectrum is that it features mul-
tiple gapless excitation branches at ¢ — 0. According
to the Nambu-Goldstone theorem, the number of gap-
less branches reflects the number of spontaneously bro-
ken continuous symmetries [118]. For supersolids with a
crystal of dimension D, there are D+ 1 gapless branches,
corresponding to D broken translation symmetries and 1
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FIG. 4. Excitation spectra of quantum-stabilized states.

(I) Spectrum of an unconfined droplet, taken from [76]:

(I.a) Bogoliubov excitation energies with three branches m = 0,1,2 (blue, red, green crosses). The lines show characteristic
energies: kinetic energy (dashed), dispersion relation (5) with LHY correction (dashed-dotted), Vaq (solid red). Examples of
(I.b) quasiparticle amplitudes and corresponding density fluctuations (I.c) (blue) compared to the ground state density (black)
for the lowest modes of the m = 0 branch. The positions zo; are used to assign the momenta in (L.a). (II) Dispersion of a
D = 1 supersolid, taken from [95]: (IL.a,al) at as = ac, illustrating the Brillouin-zone mapping. (II.bl-cl) at lower as, showing
the evolution of the different branches. The upper subpanels (b-c) show the ground state structures. (III) Spectrum of the
D = 2 supersolids with illustrated crystal structures on the left, for (IIL.a) a triangular supersolid, taken from [115], (IILb) a
honeycomb supersolid, taken from [108]. The dispersion relation is illustrated by the dynamic structure factor (color map),

and the Bogoliubov excitation energies (white lines).

broken gauge symmetry. The supersolid excitation spec-
trum also presents gapped modes, a notable one being
the Higgs mode, associated with amplitude fluctuations
of the superfluid order parameter [119].

1. Tube geometries

In tubular traps, D = 1 and the supersolids exhibit
two Goldstone modes [15, 93, 95, 116, 117, 120, 121]. In
an axially infinite geometry, each branch can be assigned
a character: one branch corresponds to phase excita-
tions, i.e. excitations inducing density exchange between
crystal sites without motion of the sites themselves; the
other corresponds to crystal (also called density) exci-
tations, i.e. excitations inducing changes in the crystal
structure without altering the sites’ population. Both
branches have a linear dispersion €(g) ~4—0 ¢,q where ¢,
is the speed of sound associated with the branch v = 1,2

(phase and crystal sounds, also called second and first
sounds). For dipolar gases, the phase branch has a lower
energy than the crystal branch and therefore a lower
sound speed. Furthermore, the crystal sound speed in-
creases with decreasing as while the phase sound speed
decreases, evidencing the reduction in superfluid fraction,
see also VB 3.

A regime of particular interest in tubular supersolids
is that of intermediate densities, where the superfluid-
supersolid transition is continuous, see IVC1. We have
seen that the supersolid here connects to the softened
roton mode. This connection extends beyond the state
itself, and the full excitation spectrum of the supersolid
links to the rotonic spectrum of the unstable superfluid.
The mapping is done by folding the superfluid spectrum
onto an effective Brillouin zone defined by the periodic-
ity of the roton mode, i.e. with a width k.. /2, see Fig. 4
(IL.a) [95, 106]. Through this folding, the crystal exci-
tation branch connects to the gapless branch at £k — 0,



while the phase branch links to that at k¥ — k., ;. Mean-
while, the branch that connects to k — k. which is
also gapless at as = a¢, experiences a gap opening for
decreasing a5 < ac, see Fig.4 (IL.b). This branch corre-
sponds to the Higgs mode [106, 119]. As its gap starts to
open, the Higgs branch mixes with the gapless branches
in the vicinity of the phase transition. This mixing re-
sults in both a strong damping of the Higgs mode [106]
and a discontinuity of the speeds of sound of the Gold-
stone branches at the transition [95]. The discontinu-
ity of the speeds of sound also underlies a discontinuity
of the system’s compressibility and indicates the transi-
tion’s second-order character. At the density where a. is
maximal, the discontinuity vanishes, indicating a higher-
order transition at this point.

Similar features of the supersolid excitation spectrum
survive in finite harmonically trapped systems despite
the discrete nature of their spectrum and the fact that
quasimomentum is no longer a good quantum num-
ber. Two phononic branches could be identified theo-
retically and experimentally, yet the modes’ characters
mix [120, 122, 123]. An amplitude mode could also be
pinpointed in Bogoliubov calculations. Remarkably, this
mode is stable in the direct vicinity of the transition due
to the discreteness of the spectrum. Yet, further away, it
also hybridizes with other modes analogously to infinite
systems [106]. A recent theoretical work [124] suggests
that in finite toroidal traps, Higgs and Goldstone modes
decouple due to the absence of coupling between modes
of different quasimomenta, which corresponds to distinct
circulation numbers in the finite system.

2.  Pancake geometries

For supersolids with bidimensional crystals (D = 2),
such as those formed in pancake geometries and reviewed
in IVC2, the excitation spectrum is both richer and
changes with the crystal structure. In infinite pancakes,
three Goldstone modes are present: Two of them are
longitudinal modes where motion occurs along the exci-
tation propagation direction. These two modes are sim-
ilar to those of D = 1 supersolids, and are associated
with crystal and phase excitations, respectively. The re-
maining Goldstone mode is a shear mode where crystal
motion occurs transversely to the wave propagation di-
rection [108, 115]. All three Goldstone branches exhibit
linear dispersion for ¢ — 0 with distinct speeds of sound
ey, v =123

For all crystal configurations — triangular, stripe, hon-
eycomb — of D = 2 supersolids, the longitudinal crys-
tal branch (first-sound branch), has higher energy and
sound speed than the two other branches [108, 115]. This
first sound speed weakly increases with decreasing as.
Just below the uniform-to-supersolid transition, i.e. at
as S ae, the shear mode has lower energy and sound
speed than the longitudinal phase mode (second sound).

The further behavior of shear and phase branches de-

13

pends on the crystal configuration. For triangular super-
solids, the shear sound speed increases with decreasing
as while the second sound speed decreases, similarly to
D = 1 supersolids [115]. At low as, the second sound be-
comes the lowest branch until it fully softens, indicating
the transition to an insulating crystal, see Fig.4 (IIL.a).
Conversely, for honeycomb supersolids, both shear sound
and second sound speeds decrease with decreasing as, so
that the shear branch remains the lowest one [108, 125],
see Fig.4 (ITIL.b). The softening of this shear mode with
decreasing as underlie a transition to the stripe state
where shear excitations have no energy cost. As discussed
in IV C 2, the honeycomb to stripe is of first order and the
shear instability occurs at a lower a, than the transition
itself, underlying the system’s bistability.

The spectrum of D = 2 supersolids in finite pancake
traps has also been explored, focusing on the triangular
case [87]. Here a trap of moderate aspect ratio w, /w) =
2 is considered for which the MF instability is driven
by an angular roton, see IIIB2c. The softening of the
angular roton gives rise to a zero-energy Goldstone mode
corresponding to the breaking of the rotation symmetry
and to a Higgs mode. As for D = 1 supersolids, the Higgs
mode hybridizes with other modes as as is lowered and
the Higgs gap opens.

8. Further remarks

For both D =1 and D = 2 supersolids, hydrodynamic
theories have been developed, describing the system’s be-
havior based on broken symmetries and conservation re-
lations [115, 117, 121, 126-130]. These theories permit to
relate the different speeds of sound to the superfluid frac-
tion, compressibility, and elasticity. Through these rela-
tions, a non-vanishing second sound (i.e. phase sound)
speed implies a finite superfluid fraction and thus the su-
perfluid character of the supersolid. Furthermore, key
parameters such as compressibility and superfluid frac-
tion can be extracted by measuring all sound speeds, of-
fering a promising experimental approach to gain insights
onto the supersolid’s superfluid character and dynamical
behavior [117, 130, 131].

Beyond their elementary excitations, other intriguing
excitations of superfluids — and supersolids — are those
arising as a response to rotational perturbations. Being
irrotational, these systems are expected to accommodate
vortices, i.e. localized defects with a phase winding of
2m X p, p € Z. This phase winding implies that each
particle carries p quanta of angular momentum. Vortices
have been both predicted and observed in D = 2 su-
persolids under rotational perturbations [132-135]. This
provides additional proof of their superfluid behavior and
opens new avenues for exploring their dynamics.



VI. CONCLUSIONS AND PERSPECTIVES

In this review, we have examined the rich variety of
ground states stabilized beyond the MF instability in
dipolar quantum gases made of magnetic atoms. Since
the discovery of the stabilization mechanism based on
quantum fluctuations a decade ago, extensive experimen-
tal and theoretical efforts have unveiled the remarkable
properties of these states and deepened our understand-
ing. Breakthroughs have been achieved, including the
first observation of spontaneously crystallized states [11],
the formation of ultradilute macrodroplets [12, 13], the
observation of both supersolid and insulating modulated
states in tubular and pancake geometries [15-17, 88], the
probing of the remarkable feature of their spectrum of ele-
mentary excitations [120, 122, 123] as well as their answer
to various perturbations, including rotation [135, 136].

Despite these achievements, many exciting directions
remain open for exploration. Further exploration of the
phase diagram may reveal supersolids with exotic struc-
tures, including stripe, honeycomb, labyrinth, and pump-
kin configurations [86, 91]. Beyond the characterization
of the individual phases, the transitions between these
phases and their associated critical properties provide a
rich landscape for advancing our understanding of com-
plex quantum many-body behavior [108, 125, 137]. More-
over, the investigation of the dynamical and hydrody-
namical properties of these exotic states is still in its
infancy. In particular, much remains to be discovered
about the interplay between crystalline order and super-
fluidity in supersolids [87, 106, 108, 115, 117, 125, 130-
136, 138]. The realization of exotic traps, and in par-
ticular toroidal traps, offers a promising path to inves-
tigate these behaviors in purer environments, allowing
the decoupling of the different supersolid excitations and
the establishment of persistent flow [124]. Understand-
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ing the supersolid behaviors may provide insights that
extend well beyond the dipolar gases themselves. For
instance, analogies of supersolids with certain regions of
neutron stars have been suggested, opening up intriguing
prospects for quantum simulations of these cosmological
systems [139].

Alongside the rapid progress with magnetic atoms,
experimental and theoretical studies have expanded to
other dipolar systems. Notably, quantum gases of polar
molecules and mixtures with at least one dipolar species
have seen significant experimental advancements in re-
cent years [140-142]. These developments have sparked
predictions of novel behaviors in quantum-stabilized
states within these alternative platforms [143, 144].

The impact of the magnetic-atom results extends
even beyond dipolar gases. They reignited inter-
est in supersolid-like phases in a variety of plat-
forms, including spin-orbit coupled BECs [56, 145, 146],
driven BECs [147], exciton-polariton [148], and certain
condensed-matter systems [149, 150]. This expanding
landscape promises rich cross-fertilization between plat-
forms and paves the way for future discoveries.
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