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The thermodynamic stability of quantized vortex patterns in rotating Bose-Einstein condensates
is assessed at finite temperature using complex Langevin sampling. We construct a temperature-
rotation frequency phase diagram and find that that vortices are stabilized at lower rotation speeds
by the addition of quantum and thermal fluctuations. The coherent states field theoretic repre-
sentation of the imaginary time path integral enables efficient simulation of large systems at finite
temperature, and the complex Langevin simulation scheme bypasses the sign problems that arise
from the complex-valued coherent states fields as well as the gauge potential describing solid body
rotation. Field operators allow us to generate high-resolution images of particle and momentum
density of the cloud. Quantized vortices appear as dark spots on density images, and vector plots
of cloud momentum detail circulation around each vortex.

I. INTRODUCTION

It has been known since the discovery of superfluid-
ity in He-4 below 2.2K [1, 2] that mechanical rotation
of a superfluid gives rise to quantized vortices, so-named
because their circulation is discretized in units of h/m.
Small numbers of vortices have been observed in stirred
dilute Bose-Einstein condensates [3, 4], and have been in-
duced in unstirred gas clouds during quenching through
the transition temperature [5] and in rotating normal
gases near the critical point [6]. Giant Abrikosov ar-
rays of quantized vortices in dilute harmonically trapped
BECs have also been observed [7], and there is some ex-
perimental work investigating low-lying excitations close
to the centrifugal limit [8]. More recent work has gone
beyond the centrifugal limit by imposing a quartic trap-
ping potential [9].

However, experiments that probe further into high-
rotation regimes pose difficulties both in implementation
and imaging. Theoretical analyses predict the melting
of the giant Abrikosov lattice array at a fill fraction,
ν = Nparticles/Nvortices, of around 10 [10] and at around
ν = 1, researchers have suggested the emergence of com-
plex quantum Hall states; for example, a Laughlin ground
state with no long-range off-diagonal order and vanish-
ing short-range interactions at ν = 1/2 [11, 12]. However,
there are no exact T = 0 results for ν ≲ 10 [13].
Thus far, numerical simulations based on the Gross-

Pitaevskii equation have been used to great success
in quantitatively and qualitatively understanding both
time-dependent [14–29] and equilibrium [10, 30–40] prop-
erties of quantized vortices in systems of rotating
BECs, neglecting quantum and thermal fluctuations.
Extended-GPE methods, which couple the GPE to a
semi-classically described non-condensate band, such as
stochastic GPE and the Zaremba-Nikuni-Griffin model,
also give some insights into the general effect of fluctu-
ations [5, 41–43], but ultimately the description is ap-
proximate in nature. Analytical perturbation theories
have provided additional information into the effect of

low-lying excitations [44–54]. However, exact treatment
of both quantum and thermal fluctuations remains elu-
sive.

Path integral Monte Carlo, which treats quantum and
thermal fluctuations exactly, is hindered by the presence
of an irremovable sign problem in the Hamiltonian due
to the gauge potential describing rotation about the z-
axis. One possible resolution to the sign problem is to
use simplifying approximations to remove the problem-
atic degrees of freedom. For example, in the rotating
system the complex phase can be removed by making a
“fixed phase” approximation [55]. Another possible reso-
lution is to employ a different sampling method that does
not place restrictions on the sign of the statistical weight.

In this work, we employ the complex Langevin sam-
pling method, a fictious dynamics scheme for field theo-
retic formulations of the partition function [56, 57] that is
robust for actions with a sign problem. Because there is
no Monte Carlo importance sampling, there is no restric-
tion on the sign of the statistical weight. This method
has seen success over the years in many areas of physics,
such as polymer science [58–61], lattice QCD [62–67], and
more recently, in cold atom systems both Bose [68–74]
and Fermi [75–77]. In particular, there has been one re-
cent attempt to simulate quantized vortices in rotating
BECs by Hayata and Yamamoto [72] which demonstrated
the viability of the method, but did not map in detail
vortex transitions, or visualize vortex structures.

In this study, we numerically construct a phase dia-
gram mapping the stability of the rotating BEC with
different vortex structures as a function of angular ve-
locity at select non-zero temperatures below the critical
transition. By leveraging a new method of accessing free
energies in field theoretic methods [78], we are able to di-
rectly calculate the free energy of the system at a given
temperature and angular velocity. We confirm the exis-
tence of vortex cores by plotting high-resolution images of
cloud density, and confirm circulation of particles around
vortex cores by visualizing the momentum vector field.
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II. NUMERICAL METHODS

A. Coherent states field theory

We begin with the second quantized Hamiltonian for
non-relativistic bosons confined in an anisotropic har-
monic trap and rotating counterclockwise about the ẑ
axis at a fixed rotational frequency Ω with a frame of
reference rotating with the walls of the trap,

Ĥ =

∫
ddr Ψ̂†(r)

(
−ℏ2

2m
∇2 + Uext(r)− µ

− Ωiℏ(y∂x − x∂y)
)
Ψ̂(r) +

g

2
Ψ̂†(r)Ψ̂†(r)Ψ̂(r)Ψ̂(r).

(1)

Here, Uext(r) =
1
2mω2

xy(x
2+y2+γz2) where γ = ω2

z/ω
2
xy

and ωxy and ωz are frequencies of trap confinement in the

xy plane and along z, respectively. The chemical poten-
tial is denoted µ and the contact interaction strength is
denoted g = 4πℏ2as/m, with as the experimental s-wave
scattering length and m the mass of the atom.
By the usual method [79], we then construct the imag-

inary time path integral representation of the many body
problem. Rather than particle coordinate vectors rn, we
use complex-conjugate coherent states fields ϕm(r) and
ϕ∗
m(r) as the basis, where m is a discrete imaginary time

index m ∈ {0, 1, ...,M − 1}, with M corresponding to the
number of imaginary time slices. The grand canonical
partition function in this coherent states basis is

ZG =

M−1∏
m=0

[∫
ϕM (r)=ϕ0(r)

D(ϕ∗
m, ϕm)

]
e−S[ϕ,ϕ∗]. (2)

Note that periodic boundary conditions in imaginary
time are enforced by the requirement ϕ0(r) = ϕM (r).

The form of the action functional S for this system is

S = ϵ

M−1∑
m=0

∫
ddr ϕ∗

m

[
ϕm (r)− ϕm−1 (r)

ϵ
+

(
− ℏ2

2m
∇2 + Uext(r)− µ− Ωiℏ(y∂x − x∂y)

)
ϕm−1(r)

]

+
gϵ

2

M−1∑
m=0

∫
ddr [ϕ∗

m(r)]
2
[ϕm−1 (r)]

2
, (3)

with ϵ = β/M and β = 1/kBT.
Thermodynamic observables are calculated by ensem-

ble averaging coherent states field operators. Operators
are derived by taking appropriate partial derivatives of
the partition function, Eqn. 2. For a given observable O,
if there exists a corresponding coherent states field oper-
ator Õ[ϕ, ϕ∗], then O = ⟨Õ[ϕ, ϕ∗]⟩. The angle brackets
denote ensemble averages with complex weight exp(−S).

Some examples of useful field operators [80] include the
internal energy,

Ẽ[ϕ, ϕ∗] =
1

M

M−1∑
m=0

∫
ddr

{
ϕ∗
m(r)

(
−ℏ2

2m
∇2 + Uext(r)

− Ωiℏ(y∂x − x∂y)
)
ϕm−1(r) +

g

2
[ϕ∗

m(r)ϕm−1(r)]
2
}
,

(4)

and the scalar density field,

ρ̃(r)[ϕ, ϕ∗] =
1

M

M−1∑
m=0

ϕ∗
m(r)ϕm−1(r). (5)

Particle number is then obtained by integrating the den-
sity field over space,

Ñ [ϕ, ϕ∗] =
1

M

M−1∑
m=0

∫
ddr ϕ∗

m(r)ϕm−1(r). (6)

Field operators are not limited to only scalar quanti-
ties; there also exists a vector operator for momentum
density,

p̃(r)[ϕ, ϕ∗] =
1

M

M−1∑
m=0

ϕ∗
m(r) [−iℏ∇]ϕm−1(r). (7)

Critically, we are also able to derive an operator for
free energy in a manner similar to that of [78]. A key
difference, however, is that the presence of a trap means
that the system boundary is no longer the rigid walls of
the box. To take the necessary pressure derivative, we
follow the procedure in [81], generalized to anisotropic
traps. The resulting Hemholtz free energy field operator
is

Ã[ϕ, ϕ∗] = −2

3

〈
1

M

M−1∑
m=0

∫
ddr ϕ∗

m(r)
1

2
ω2
GA

×

(
ω2
x

ω2
GA

x2 +
ω2
y

ω2
GA

y2 +
ω2
z

ω2
GA

z2

)
ϕm−1(r)

〉
+N ⟨µ̃[ϕm, ϕ∗

m]⟩ , (8)

where ωGA = (ωxωyωz)
1/3 is the geometric mean of the

components of the trap frequencies.
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To reduce the number of relevant parameters, we
rescale lengths by Lc =

√
ℏ/(mωxy) and energies by

Ec = ℏωxy. Inserting into Eqn. 3 and simplifying gives

S = ϵ̄

M−1∑
m=0

∫
ddr ϕ∗

m

[
ϕm (r)− ϕm−1 (r)

ϵ̄

+
{
∇2 + Uext(r)− µ̄− Ω̄i(y∂x − x∂y)

}
ϕm−1(r)

]
+

ḡϵ̄

2

M−1∑
m=0

∫
ddr [ϕ∗

m(r)]
2
[ϕm−1 (r)]

2
, (9)

where the bars distinguish dimensionless from dimen-
sional quantities. We include bars only on the rele-
vant physical parameters; µ̄ = µ/Ec, non-dimensional
interaction strength ḡ = g/(EcL

d
c), non-dimensional ro-

tation speed Ω̄ = Ω/ωxy, non-dimensional temperature
T̄ = kBT/Ec, ϵ̄ = 1/(M T̄), and neglect them on other
quantities for brevity. From here on, all equations are
given in non-dimesional form unless otherwise specified.

Operators are non-dimensionalized by the same proce-
dure. For example, the non-dimensional vector operator
for momentum becomes

p̃(r)[ϕ, ϕ∗] =
1

M

M−1∑
m=0

ϕ∗
m(r) [−i∇]ϕm−1(r). (10)

where ϕ∗
m(r) and ϕm−1(r) are non-dimensionalized by

scaling by a factor of L
−d/2
c .

B. Complex Langevin method

Because the action in Eqn. 3 is complex-valued, the
sign problem prevents efficient sampling with conven-
tional Monte Carlo (MC) techniques. Instead, we employ
a sampling method known as complex Langevin (CL). In
the CL formalism the complex fields ϕ and ϕ∗ are al-
lowed to independently evolve stochastically in fictitious
CL time. Based on previous experience with polymer sys-
tems [61] and success with a homogeneous Bose gas [68],
we adopt an off-diagonal descent scheme that decouples
ϕ and ϕ∗ to first order and allows for efficient sampling
and stable time integration

∂ϕm(r, t)

∂t
= − δS

δϕ∗
m(r, t)

+ γm(r, t) (11)

∂ϕ∗
m(r, t)

∂t
= − δS

δϕm(r, t)
+ γ∗

m(r, t) (12)

where t is fictitious CL time, and the correlation statis-
tics of γ are chosen to satisfy the fluctuation-dissipation
theorem [82, 83]. In the present case, γ is of the

form γm(r, t) = η
(1)
m (r, t) + iη

(2)
m (r, t) where η(i) are

real-valued Gaussian random variables with covariance
⟨η(i)m (r, t)η

(j)
n (r′, t′)⟩ = δijδmnδ(r − r′)δ(t − t′) and

γ∗
m(r, t) is the complex conjugate of γm(r, t).

Additionally, because experimental realizations of such
systems are typically performed at fixed particle num-
ber rather than fixed chemical potential, we reformulate
Eqn. 3 into an expression for the canonical partition func-
tion. We first insert a constraint into Eqn. 2 [68],

Zc =

∫
D(ϕ∗, ϕ) δ(N − Ñ [ϕ∗, ϕ])e−S0 (13)

where S0 is the action in Eqn. 3 with µ̄ = 0. By inserting
an exponential representation of the delta function we
obtain an effective canonical partition function

Zc =
1

2π

∫
dw

∫
D(ϕ∗, ϕ)e−iw(N−Ñ [ϕ,ϕ∗])e−S0 , (14)

where Ñ is the coherent-states field operator for particle
number, Eqn. 6, N is the nominal particle number of the
canonical ensemble, and w is a real-valued scalar. The
physical meaning of w soon becomes apparent by rec-
ognizing that the thermodynamic derivative ∂ lnZc/∂N
can be written alternatively as βµ or ⟨iw⟩, where the
latter is an average taken with the statistical weight of
Eqn. 14. This allows us to write a Langevin equation
of motion for a time-dependent complex-valued chemical
potential, µ̄(t), that upon averaging yields the real-valued
chemical potential of a system of N particles:

∂tµ̄(t) = T̄
[
λµ(N − Ñ [ϕ, ϕ∗]) + iηµ(t)

]
, (15)

where ηµ(t) is real-valued Gaussian noise with
⟨ηµ(t)ηµ(t′)⟩ = 2λµδ(t − t′) and λµ is a relaxation
coefficient that can be adjusted to control the rate of
chemical potential updates relative to field updates.

It can be proven that if the stochastic equations of
motion in Eqns. 11, 12 and 15 reach a time-independent
solution then averages of field operators over CL time
are formally equivalent to thermodynamic ensemble av-
erages [84, 85]. In practice, this amounts to simulating
the CL equations of motion until a time-independent so-
lution is reached, after which the equations are used to
generate a Markov chain of field configurations. Field op-
erators of interest are evaluated using these field configu-
rations. The operator “samples” from independent runs
after CL equilibration are then averaged together, giv-
ing an estimate for the observables of interest. Although
instantaneous values of a coherent states field operator
Õ[ϕ, ϕ∗] may be complex-valued, CL averages yield real-
valued results for all physical quantities. Because e−S

is never directly calculated as a probability weight, the
complex-valued nature of S does not pose a sign problem
as it does in Monte Carlo importance sampling.

C. Forward time propagation

To efficiently simulate Eqns. 11 and 12 we em-
ploy the pseudospectral method detailed in Delaney et
al [68]. We begin by Fourier transforming the two



4

equations of motion using the Fourier convention gk =
V −1

∫
ddr f(r) exp(−ik · r) with k = 2πL−1(l,m, n),

l,m, n ∈ Z for a cubic simulation cell of length L.
We then transform to Matsubara frequency by the con-

vention gj = M−1
∑M−1

m=0 fm exp
(
−imωj/(T̄M)

)
where

ωj = 2πjT̄, j ∈ Z. The resulting set of equations is

∂tΨj,k = −Aj,kΨj,k + F2 [γm (r)− ϵ̄ {wm (r)

+ Ω̄i(y∂x − x∂y)
}
ϕm−1 (r)

]
(16)

∂tΨ
∗
j,k = −A∗

j,kΨ
∗
j,k + F2 [γ

∗
m (r)− ϵ̄ {wm+1 (r)

− Ω̄i(y∂x − x∂y)
}
ϕ∗
m+1 (r)

]
(17)

with wm (r) = ḡϕm−1 (r)ϕ
∗
m (r) + Uext (r), Aj,k =

1 −
(
1− ϵ̄k2/2 + ϵ̄µ̄

)
e−2πij/M , and A∗

j,k = 1 −(
1− ϵ̄k2/2 + ϵ̄µ̄

)
e2πij/M . F2 denotes the double trans-

form to reciprocal space and Matsubara frequency, and
the shorthand F2(ϕm(r)) = Ψj,k and F2(ϕ

∗
m(r)) = Ψ∗

j,k
is used. Note that Ψj,k and Ψ∗

j,k are independently fluc-
tuating complex fields, and Aj,k and A∗

j,k are not nec-
essarily complex conjugates due to the complex-valued,
time-dependent µ̄.

We propagate the system forward in fictitious time by
a discrete timestep ∆t using an exponential time differ-
encing method (ETD1). We take the linear term with
coefficient Aj,k as an integrating factor over the inte-
gration from t to t + ∆t, and the remaining terms are
taken at the previous time, t, resulting in an algorithm
with weak first-order accuracy and an excellent balance
of accuracy and stability among first-order integration
schemes [68, 86]. It is worth noting that in the absence
of a nonlinear term (i.e. wm = 0), forward integration
by ETD1 is analytically exact.

The resulting set of equations for the double-Fourier
transformed coherent states fields at the advanced
timestep are

Ψ
(t+∆t)
j,k ≈ e−Aj,k∆tΨ

(t)
j,k −

[
1− e−Aj,k∆t

Aj,k

]
×F2

[
ϵw(t)

m (r)ϕ
(t)
m−1(r)

]
+R

(t)
j,k

(18)

(
Ψ∗

j,k

)(t+∆t) ≈ e−A∗
j,k∆t

(
Ψ∗

j,k

)(t) − [1− e−A∗
j,k∆t

A∗
j,k

]
×F2

[
ϵw

(t)
m+1(r)

(
ϕ∗
m+1

)(t)
(r)
]
+
(
R∗

j,k

)(t)
. (19)

where the superscript in parenthesis indicates whether
the quantity indicated is taken at the current time t or
the advanced timestep t + ∆t, and R denotes the inte-
grated noise variables. The proper noise correlations are
calculated by integrating the original noise correlations

of η and η∗ over the discrete time interval, giving〈
R

(t)
j,kR

(t′)
j′,k′

〉
= V −1M−1δk,−k′δt,t′δj,−j′

× [1− exp (−2Aj,k∆t)] /(2∆tAj,k) (20)

We step the constraint, Eqn. 15, by a simple first order
Euler-Maruyama time step:

µ̄(t+∆t) = T̄ λµ(N − Ñ [ϕ, ϕ∗])∆t+ µ̄(t) (21)

where we have excluded the purely imaginary Langevin
noise to enhance numerical stability. We justify this as-
sumption in more detail in Section IV.
Fast Fourier transforms (FFTs) are used to perform

the transforms over spatial and imaginary time coordi-
nates, which requires us to specify periodic boundary
conditions in space as well as the imaginary time index
throughout this study. The results are not affected by
choice of spatial boundary conditions due to the confin-
ing potential that leads to an absence of boson density
near the edges of the simulation domain.

III. NOISE-FREE SIMULATION AND
GROSS-PITAEVSKII REFERENCE

We begin by solving the set of equations in Eqns. 11
and 12 without the noise terms γ, γ∗. We further restrict
ourselves to physically-relevant solutions, which are in-
variant in the imaginary time index m in the absence of
noise. With these simplifying assumptions, the two CL
equations of motion are exactly complex conjugates, and
can be simplified into one equation – the so-called Gross-
Pitaevskii equation (GPE). We also rescale lengths and
energies as in Sec.II A The final rescaled GPE equation
is {

−1

2
∇2 + Uext(r)− µ̄− Ω̄i(y∂x − x∂y)

}
ϕ(r)

+ḡ |ϕ(r)|2ϕ(r) = 0 (22)

Moreover, it is apparent that Eqns. 18 and 21 with
the noise terms Rj,k set to zero constitute a numerical
relaxation scheme for developing solutions to the GPE
equation. This simplification enables comparison to the
wealth of literature investigating rotating Bose-Einstein
condensates using the GPE.

A. 2d Gross-Pitaevskii equation results

To validate our numerical methods for solving the GPE
equation, we reproduced two-dimensional (2d) results
from a study by Aftalion and Du in 2001 [30], which
reports the relative stability of various vortex structures
with between one and seven vortices. We set ḡ = 0.413
and N = 3030 such that the non-dimensional group

ϵ =
(
ℏ2/(2Ngm)

)1/2
= (1/(2Nḡ))

1/2
= 0.02 as in
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FIG. 1. Number density plots show quantized vortices in 2d
GPE simulations. From left to right, Ω̄ = 0.120, 0.200, 0.250,
0.300, 0.400. All simulation cells are 24×24 non-dimensional
length units. The images are cropped to show only the atom
cloud.

FIG. 2. Total internal energy for the vortex configurations
shown in Fig. 1. On the left axis scale, results from complex
Langevin simulations (without noise) shown in symbols con-
nected with dashed lines. The dashed lines are a linear fit to
the CL data. On the right axis, results for the energy mini-
mizer from reference [30] are plotted with solid lines.

ref. [30]. We also calculate total internal energy for the
same five vortex structures as the reference using the op-
erator in Eqn. 4 with M = 1. Cloud density profiles are
visualized with a modified form of Eqn. 5 with M = 1.

We first confirm the appearance of quantized vortices
visually. Fig 1 shows density plots of five different config-
urations found in 2d. Configurations with other numbers
of vortices, such as four and five, were also observed, but
the energies of these configurations were very close to the
energies of the five configurations shown in Fig. 1 and so
were omitted for clarity of figures. We also plot total
internal energy (Eqn. 4) per particle as a function of ro-
tation speed for each configuration (symbols with dashed
lines), as well as the energy minimizer reported in Aftal-
ion and Du (solid lines), in Fig. 2. We observe excellent
agreement in intensive energy between the reference and
our simulations over the entire range of rotation speeds,
for all five vortex configurations.

Within the stability window for a given vortex con-
figuration, the position of vortices is not constant as a
function of rotation frequency even with a radially sym-

FIG. 3. Number density plots of 2d GPE simulations with
two vortices at different rotation speeds. From left to right,
Ω̄ = 0.200, 0.250, 0.300, 0.350. Each simulation cell is 12×12
non-dimensional length units with N = 3030 and ḡ = 0.413.
As the rotation speed increases, vortex core spacing decreases.

metric cloud, as suggested in ref. [30]. The Ω̄ dependence
of vortex positions is demonstrated for a two vortex con-
figuration in Fig. 3. Reference [36] contains an explicit
prediction for the relative position of two vortices in a
cloud as a function of Ω̄. Calculating the vortex self-
energy and interaction potential therein for the parame-
ters used in Fig. 3 confirms that a decrease in intervortex
distance is indeed predicted by the analytical formula.

B. 3d Gross-Pitaevskii equation results

We next proceed to restore the z-axis for full 3d simu-
lation. We set γ = 5 and keep ḡ = 0.413 for convenience,
but increase the particle number to N = 6, 000 to main-
tain a cloud width comparable to that of the 2d cloud.
We validate the results by verifying the relationship

EKE + EHO + EΩ + 2EINT = Nµ̄ (23)

obtained by direct integration of the Gross-Pitaevskii
equation as described in [87], modified to include the
contribution of rotation to internal energy, EΩ =∫
V
ddr ϕ∗(r)(−Ω̄i(y∂x − x∂y))ϕ(r). The remaining con-

tributions on the left-hand side of Eqn. 23 from left to
right reflect kinetic energy, energy associated with the
trap potential, and interaction energy.
The mean-field phase diagram of the 3d system is

presented in Fig. 4. The quantitative structure of the
diagram remains much the same despite the fact that
holding ḡ fixed while increasing dimensionality lowers
g. Again, the window of stability for four-, five-, and
six-vortex structures is either very narrow, or entirely
eclipsed, and we therefore restrict the study to the solu-
tions with zero, one, two, three, and seven vortices. The
internal energy as a function of Ω̄ is nearly linear for each
structure, and the globally stable configuration increases
from zero to seven sequentially with increasing rotation
speed.
We also find that intervortex distance decreases with

increasing Ω̄. Contour plots in Fig. 5(a) reveals that vor-
tex lines grow closer as the cloud is rotated faster. In
Fig. 5(b), we measure the intervortex distance and find
that the distance stabilizes at above Ω̄ = 0.40, suggest-
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FIG. 4. Intensive internal energy per particle for the mean-
field system with N = 6, 000 and ḡ = 0.413. Tolerance for
convergence of the internal energy was 10× 10−10. Lines are
a guide for the eye.

(a)

(b)

FIG. 5. (a) Contour plots showing vortex cores in 3d GPE
studies. As in the 2d case, increasing rotation speed correlates
with decreased vortex spacing. N = 6, 000, γ = 5, and ḡ =
0.413, in a simulation cell of 21×21×8. From left to right,
Ω̄ = 0.300, 0.350, 0.400, 0.450. (b) Intervortex distance as
a function of non-dimensional rotation frequency for the 3d
mean-field system. Increasing rotation frequency decreases
intervortex spacing until about Ω̄ = 0.400, after which the
spacing stabilizes.

ing there is a finite velocity above which the intervortex
distance is insensitive to rotation speed.

IV. COMPLEX LANGEVIN SIMULATION OF
ROTATING BOSE-EINSTEIN CONDENSATES

A. Finite temperature phase diagram

We next restore the noise terms in Eqns. 18–19, al-
lowing us to simulate the system at finite temperature
with no approximations made to the underlying theory.
The addition of quantum and thermal fluctuations allows
the vortex cores to fluctuate around the mean-field solu-
tion. We keep ḡ = 0.413, N = 6, 000, and γ = 5. With
the restoration of the noise terms, we also re-introduce
temperature, T̄. In all studies here, T̄/T̄c < 1 where

T̄c = T̄0
c

(
1− Ω̄2

)1/3
is the transition temperature of the

rotating system of non-interacting particles [53]. The
critical temperature of the non-rotating, non-interacting
system in non-dimensional units is obtained by the an-
alytical relationship T̄0

c ≈ 0.94N1/3γ1/5 [88]. For this
section, we fix T̄ = 5 ≈ 0.21 T̄0

c .

We find that particle number is converged in prelimi-
nary testing in the grand canonical ensemble with M =
48 imaginary time slices and ∆t = 0.000250 CL time res-
olution and therefore use the same numerical parameters
here. We set the resolution of the xy grid ∆xy = 0.123
with a cell length in the xy plane of Lxy = 14.5 to acco-
modate the largest cloud size. The grid in z remains fixed
with a resolution of ∆z = 1.14 and cell length Lz = 8.00.

Using field operators, we obtain high-resolution visual
confirmation of quantized vortices. We first plot the den-
sity operator through the xy plane in Fig. 6. Because
instantaneous snapshots are noisy, we average the den-
sity over 150,000–300,000 CL time samples. All operators
are averaged over 100 individual field configurations per
CL sample. Vortices appear as dark spots (density de-
pressions) in the cloud. The appearance of multi-vortex
structures similar to those seen in 2d and 3d mean-field
simulation confirms the existence of quantized vortices.
Additionally, the momentum field operator, plotted in
Fig. 7 for a system with three vortices, confirms circula-
tion around each vortex core.

Next, we calculate the Helmholtz free energy, Eqn. 8,
as a function of Ω̄. The resulting free energy diagram is
shown in Fig. 8. From comparison of Fig. 8 and Fig. 4,
it is apparent that the addition of fluctuations stabilizes
every vortex structure to lower rotation frequencies.

To verify that the exclusion of purely imaginary
Langevin noise in the constraint equation, Eqn 15, has
no effect on the results we run simulations with full noise
at Ω̄ = 0.000 and Ω̄ = 0.400. The low-rotation case is
seeded with a no-vortex solution obtained by GPE simu-
lation and the high-rotation case is seeded with a 7-vortex
solution. We then compare the average of the internal
and Helmholtz free energy operators obtained from the
fully-fluctuating simulations to those obtained without
noise on the constraint. In all cases, the difference be-
tween operator averages was 0.25% or less.

Finally, by calculating the difference in free energy be-
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FIG. 6. Number density plots of fully fluctuating simulation
as seen via a slice through the xy plane. Vortex cores are
clearly visible, even with fluctuations. All simulations are
performed at T̃ = 5. From left to right, Ω̄ = 0.000, 0.100,
0.200, 0.350, 0.400. The first four images from the left are
of simulations performed in a cell of size 12 × 12 × 8 non-
dimensional length units, and the last simulation at Ω̄ = 0.450
is performed in a cell of size 14.5×14.5×8 to account for the
expansion of the cloud due to rotation. Images are generated
by averaging between 150,000 and 300,000 complex Langevin
samples.

FIG. 7. An example of the momentum field operator, Eqn. 7,
in a cell with three vortices. The system is rotating about the
z-axis, coming out of the plane of the page, in the counter-
clockwise direction. The length of the vector arrows is scaled
proportional to the magnitude of the momentum at each po-
sition. The simulation is run in a cell of size 12 × 12 × 8 at
T̄ = 5 and Ω̄ = 0.350.

tween two configurations of interest, ∆A = ⟨A1[ϕ, ϕ
∗]⟩ −

⟨A2[ϕ, ϕ
∗]⟩, and fitting a functional form to the result-

ing data, we can locate the transition between config-
urations, denoted Ω̄c, at ∆A(Ω̄c) = 0. The mean-field
data are highly linear, but we choose a quadratic equa-
tion for fitting the free-energy difference data due to the
slight curvature seen in Figure 8. Although the choice of
quadratic fit is somewhat arbitrary, there was no signif-
icant difference between transitions located using linear
and quadratic fits.

The calculated transitions are summarized in Table I.

FIG. 8. Intensive free energy per particle for the fully-
fluctuating CL simulations with T̄ = 5, N = 6, 000 and
ḡ = 0.413. Free energy is calculated using the operator in
Eqn. 8. Some intermediate points are omitted for clarity of
the figure. Lines are a guide for the eye.

TABLE I. Transition Ω̄ between vortex structures located by
fitting a quadratic equation to the difference of free energies
and interpolating.

T̄ 0–1 1–2 2–3 3–7
Mean field 0.24 0.30 0.36 0.43

5 0.12 0.18 0.27 0.31

Every transition occurs at lower Ω̄ than the same tran-
sition obtained from mean-field calculations, suggesting
that fluctuations tend to stabilize vortices. We further
investigate this stabilizing effect in the next section.

B. Reduction of critical rotation frequency

In this section, we focus on the apparent reduction of
the critical velocity at which a single vortex appears, Ω̄c,
when fluctuations are added. To better understand this
phenomenon, we first reduce ḡ = 0.0413, corresponding
to a scattering length of about 200a0 for a mass of 7Li
and ωxy ≈ 100 × 2π Hz. We keep γ = 5 and map the
transition between the cloud with a vortex and without
a vortex at a variety of temperatures. We set a grid size
in the xy direction of ∆xy = 0.22, below the calculated
healing length of ξ ≈ 0.26. As the results in the previous
section did not indicate any vortex bending or other ex-
otic behavior of the vortex lines through the cloud, we re-
solve only coarsely in the transverse direction to minimize
computational cost. We choose ∆z = 0.8, the resolution
required to obtain a grid-size-independent estimate of in-
ternal energy and satisfy the criteria in Eqn. 23. We keep
M = 48 as in the previous section.
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FIG. 9. Phase diagram for the anisotropic trapped interacting
gas. Solid blue line: analytically predicted transition between
the BEC with vortices and BEC without vortices ref [53].
Orange filled circles: Simulation results for Ω̄∗ as a function
of temperature. Lines are a guide for the eye. Dashed blue
line: Analytically predicted critical transition of the rotating
system from ref. [88]. Gray square: Mean field calculations.
Even at low temperatures where we expect the Thomas–Fermi
approximation used in [53] to be accurate, simulations predict
a Ω̄c about 50% of the analytical result.

In Fig. 9, we compare the transition located by CL
simulation (filled orange circles) with the transition pre-
dicted by analytical analysis based on an approximate
solution to the GPE extrapolated to finite temperature
by Stringari [53] (solid blue line). The result at T/T0

c = 0
from mean-field simulation is also plotted (filled gray
square).

At T = 0, the noise-free (mean-field) simulation (gray
square) and analytical theory from ref. [53] (solid blue
line) agree closely, likely because both approaches are so-
lutions to the GPE in this limit. At all temperatures in-
vestigated, the fluctuation-corrected transition obtained
from CL simulations is located at about 50% of the ro-
tation frequency predicted by the approximate analyti-
cal theory. Furthermore, the simulation data obtained
do not seem to imply a smooth connection to the zero-
temperature mean field result (gray square).

The apparent disconnect between the CL boundary
and GPE result at T = 0 could be the result of a lack
of data in the temperature range 0.0 < T/T0

c < 0.1, or
could indicate that the shift of the transition to lower ro-
tation frequency is induced by quantum fluctuations that
would remain even as T → 0. The relative independence
of the shift as a function of temperature seems to suggest
the later.

It seems unlikely that the disagreement between sim-
ulation and analytical theory above T = 0 could be ex-
plained by a potential violation of the Thomas–Fermi
assumption. The kinetic energy of each simulation is

TABLE II. The location of Ω̄c predicted by our simula-
tion method at various temperatures, given in both non-
dimensional simulation units, and units of T0

c . We also cal-
culate kinetic energy as a fraction of total internal energy for
every simulation, and report the observed range across all Ω̄
for each temperature.

T̄ T/T0
c Ω̄c EKE/E

Mean field 0.43 – –
5 0.22 0.23 0.10–0.16
10 0.45 0.22 0.20–0.26
15 0.67 0.25 0.33–0.38

reported in Tab. II. Not only is the portion of internal
energy due to kinetic energy highly dependent on simula-
tion temperature despite the relatively constant shift in
the critical transition, at the lowest temperature the ki-
netic energy is only 10%–15% of the total internal energy.
In previous studies of trapped gases, close agreement was
achieved with Thomas–Fermi analytical results with sim-
ilar kinetic energy fractions [89]. A rigorous T = 0 refer-
ence could further deconvolute the effects of thermal and
quantum fluctuations.

Another possible source of error in the analytical the-
ory is the use of ideal-gas results for the critical tempera-
ture and thermal depletion of the condensate. CSCL sim-
ulation has been used to locate the critical temperature
in an unstirred homogeneous gas [68], and there exists
an operator for the number of particles in the condensate
phase which could be used to calculate depletion [80]. We
could therefore test the validity of Stringari’s assump-
tions with CSCL simulation. Investigation of the sys-
tem around the critical temperature is highly compelling
for this reason, and the fact that the vortex–no vortex
and BEC–normal fluid boundaries approach each other,
prompting questions about the nature of the transition.
Do the two boundaries continuously meet, as is suggested
in Stringari’s phase diagram, or is there a tricritical point
at finite temperature and rotation speed? However, the
temperatures achieved here are too low to make any com-
pelling statements about the validity of the assumptions
regarding depletion and critical temperature or the na-
ture of the transition.

However, further investigation of this higher temper-
ature region is hindered by the difficulty of balancing
simulation lifetime with vortex structure stability. As
temperature increases, the strength of fluctuations in-
creases, requiring longer sampling times to obtain accu-
rate operator estimates. Due to the stochastic nature of
the simulations, occasionally large excursions drive the
system over energy barriers into other vortex configu-
rations, or even destroy vortices entirely. As simulation
runtime is increased, so too is the likelihood of experienc-
ing such a large excursion. The result is that statistical
robustness and stability become increasingly difficult to
balance. Because of the high cost of simulation in this
region, investigation of the critical transition in the pres-
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ence of vortices is left to future work. We note that the
success of the CSCL method in locating the λ-transition
of the unstirred homogeneous gas [68] indicates there is
no fundamental limitation of the method around the crit-
ical transition.

Finally, we discuss the exclusion of the purely imagi-
nary noise in the µ̄ constraint equation. As in the previ-
ous case, we calculate Helmholtz and internal energy at
the minimum and maximum relevant rotation frequen-
cies at the minimum and maximum temperatures stud-
ied both with and without the constraint noise. In the
present case, since the location of the transition is depen-
dent on the difference in Helmholtz free energy between
the no and one-vortex configurations, we run two sets of
simulations at each rotation frequency: one seeded with
a no-vortex solution and one seeded with a one-vortex so-
lution. The minimum and maximum rotation speeds are
the lowest and highest values of Ω̄ used to interpolate the
phase boundary at a given temperature. For T̄ = 5 this
is Ω̄ = 0.200 and Ω̄ = 0.250, respectively, and for T̄ = 15
it is Ω̄ = 0.225 and Ω̄ = 0.300. As before, seeds are
solutions of the GPE. In all four cases, the difference in
Helmholtz free energy between the full and approximate
simulations was 0.1% or less.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have demonstrated the application of
field-theoretic simulations based on the coherent-states,
imaginary-time path integral representation of rotating
Bose-Einstein condensates. We use complex Langevin
sampling to handle the sign problem innate to the
coherent-states representation and the rotation term in
the Hamiltonian. We leverage the convenience of field
operators to generate high-resolution real-space images
of BEC cloud density and momentum vector fields, as
well as to calculate free energies of five different types
of vortex structures as a function of rotation speed at
finite temperature. Finally, we map the phase diagram
of the trapped, rotating BEC and find that the addition
of thermal and quantum fluctuations at finite temper-
ature stabilizes vortices and lowers the critical rotation
frequency for vortex formation, Ω̄c. We speculate the ef-
fect is mainly due to quantum fluctuations, and provide

evidence to support this hypothesis.
This work opens the way for further application of

complex Langevin simulations to rotating systems of
BECs. The coherent states basis is flexible, and allows
for the calculation of a wide variety of quantities which
lend themselves to future studies. For example, with field
operators for current and vorticity, as well as the oper-
ators detailed in this work, one could elucidate further
details about the BEC to normal fluid transition, par-
ticularly at rotation speeds near the initiation of vortex
structures and regarding the possibility of a tricritical
point between the BEC without a vortex, BEC with a
single vortex, and normal fluid phases at finite rotation
speed. A field-theoretic extension of the path integral
ground state (PIGS) method[90] could also be used to
distinguish the effect of quantum and thermal fluctua-
tions.
More broadly, the ability to simulate bosonic many-

body systems with near-linear scaling of computational
cost with system volume and near independence with
particle number, especially in models with a sign prob-
lem, promises new insights into problems for which cur-
rent Monte Carlo-based simulation methods have strug-
gled; for example artificial gauge fields applied to bosons
on lattices [91], spinor gases [92, 93] and pseudo-spin-1/2
gases [94].
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