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We investigate the superfluidity of a three-dimensional weakly interacting Bose gas with a one-
dimensional Raman-type spin-orbit coupling at both zero and finite temperatures. Using the
imaginary-time Green’s function within the Bogoliubov approximation, we explicitly derive ana-
lytic expressions of the current-current response functions in the plane-wave and zero-momentum
phases, from which we extract the superfluid density in the limits of long wavelength and zero fre-
quency. At zero temperature, we check that the resultant superfluid density agrees exactly with
our previous analytic prediction obtained from a phase-twist approach. Both results also satisfy
a generalized Josephson relation in the presence of spin-orbit coupling. At finite temperature, we
find a significant non-monotonic temperature dependence of superfluid density near the transition
from the plane-wave phase to the zero-momentum phase. We show that this non-trivial behavior
might be understood from the sound velocity, which has a similar temperature dependence. The
non-monotonic temperature dependence is also shared by Landau critical velocity, above which the
spin-orbit-coupled Bose gas loses its superfluidity. Our results would be useful for further theoretical
and experimental studies of superfluidity in exotic spin-orbit coupled quantum gases.

I. INTRODUCTION

Spin-orbit coupling (SOC), linking a particle’s spin to
its motion, can lead to ubiquitous quantum effects in
various areas of physics [1, 2]. It plays a central role in
the emergent exotic bosonic and fermionic states of mat-
ter [3–9], such as topological insulators featuring quan-
tum spin Hall effect [10–12], and topological Fermi super-
fluids and Majorana fermions [13–17]. Owing to its versa-
tility [18], ultracold atomic gases have became a powerful
platform to create synthetic gauge fields and to simulate
SOC [19–22]. In the last decade, by utilizing Raman laser
beams to carefully modulate atom-light interactions, ex-
perimentalists have successfully realized one-dimensional
Raman-laser-induced SOC [23–25] and two-dimensional
SOC [26–29] in both ultracold Bose and Fermi gases.
These crucial achievements have driven tremendous in-
vestigations on the nontrivial role of SOC in quantum
many-body physics [30–38].
Superfluidity is a prominent phenomenon in quan-

tum liquids, supporting frictionless flow in a capillary
without dissipating energy [39, 40]. This property is
closely related to Bose-Einstein condensation and has
been qualitatively understood by using the celebrated
Landau criterion. For an isotropic system that is in-
variant under Galilean transformation, a critical veloc-
ity vc ≡ min [ω(p)/|p|] can be formally defined with
the elementary excitation spectrum ω(p) of the super-
fluid. Below the critical velocity, an impurity’s motion
can not create excitations to induce dissipation in en-
ergy and hence to destroy the superfluidity of the sys-
tem. In conventional weakly-interacting Bose gases, this

∗ xiaolongchen@swin.edu.au

critical velocity is dominated by the linear phonon mode
ω(p) = csp of the lowest-lying excitation spectrum in
the long-wavelength limit, so it coincides with the sound
velocity cs.

SOC is known to violates the Galilean invariance [40,
41]. Therefore, it becomes an intriguing question to char-
acterize the superfluidity of a weakly-interacting Bose
gas in the presence of, e.g., the Raman-induced SOC.
Previous works have shown that, this Raman-type SOC
can not only lead to various ground-state phases by tun-
ing the Raman coupling (i.e., the Rabi frequency) [30–
32], i.e., the stripe (ST), plane-wave (PW), and zero-
momentum (ZM) phases, but also significantly changes
the excitation spectrum with the appearance of a roton-
maxon structure in the PW phase and a quadratic dis-
persion at the PW-ZM transition [31–33]. As a result,
the critical velocity is determined by the roton minimum
instead of the phonon mode, leading to anisotropic su-
perfluidity. The critical velocity can even vanish at the
critical PW-ZM transition point [32, 42]. These novel
properties in the elementary excitation spectrum as well
as the sound velocity have already been demonstrated in
cold-atom laboratories [35–37].

However, there are only a few works on the calcula-
tion of superfluid density, a key quantity that directly
characterizes the superfluidity of the system. The super-
fluid density of a SOC Bose gas was first predicted for
the PW and ZM phases in Ref. [43] at zero temperature
by Zhang et al., using a sum-rule analysis of current-
current correlation functions. The study shows that the
gapped branch in the elementary excitation spectrum
plays a crucial role in inducing a nonzero normal density.
Most recently, by employing a first-order stripe Ansatz

and a plane-wave Ansatz within a phase-twist method,
the present authors and collaborators derived analytic
expressions of zero-temperature superfluid density as a
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function of Rabi frequency in different phases [34], con-
sistent with the findings in Ref. [43]. In addition, the
dependence of superfluid density on the high-order har-
monics has also been investigated numerically in the ex-
otic stripe phase. The high-order harmonics shift the
critical Rabi frequency of the ST-PW phase transition
point and suppress the superfluid density, compared to
the results obtained by using a first-order stripe Ansatz.
Recently, by means of a perturbative approach at small
Rabi frequency, Martone and Stringari also addressed the
superfluid density in the stripe phase at zero temperature
within the sum rule approach [44].

In this work, we aim to investigate the effect of thermal
fluctuations on the superfluidity of a three-dimensional
weakly interacting Bose gas with Raman-type SOC, by
conducting a microscopic calculation of superfluid den-
sity using current-current correlation functions at both
zero temperature and finite temperature. This direct
calculation is crucial, since the previous sum-rule ap-
proach [43] is no longer applicable at finite temperature.
In more detail, by means of the Gross-Pitaevskii the-
ory within the Bogoliubov approximation, we first cal-
culate the condensate wave function from a plane-wave
Ansatz and the Bogoliubov quasiparticle wave functions
with respect to the tunable Rabi frequency. The current-
current response function is then derived analytically us-
ing the imaginary-time Green’s function formalism. The
total and normal density can be extracted from the lon-
gitudinal and transverse response functions in the long-
wavelength and low-frequency limits, respectively.

To check our direct calculation of the superfluid den-
sity, at zero temperature we compare the obtained super-
fluid density fraction with the previous analytic expres-
sion derived from a phase-twist method [34]. We also con-
sider an alternative examination by using the so-called
Josephson relation, which relates the superfluid density
to condensate density. Josephson relation has been stud-
ied in detail in conventional spinless weakly interacting
Bose gases [45–48], and has also been considered recently
in the multi-component case [49]. Here, we generalize the
Josephson relation to the case of a SOC Bose gas, from
which we determine the zero-temperature superfluid den-
sity directly via the single-particle Green’s function and
the condensate density.

At finite temperature, we find a non-monotonic tem-
perature dependence of the extracted superfluid density
near the transition from the plane-wave phase to the
zero-momentum phase. We discuss the causes of this
non-trivial behavior in superfluid density, by considering
the sound velocity and Landau critical velocity at finite
temperature.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. The
model Hamiltonian and the theoretical framework are
introduced in Sec. II. In Sec. III, we derive the ana-
lytic expression of the current-current response functions,
and show how to calculate the superfluid density via the
longitudinal and transverse components of the response
functions (see Fig. 1). We then apply the generalized

Josephson relation to spin-orbit coupled Bose gases to
obtain the superfluid density. In the plane-wave and zero-
momentum phases, the predictions of superfluid den-
sity at zero temperature from two approaches are com-
pared with our previous analytic result obtained from a
phase-twist method (see Fig. 2). We further calculate
the current-current response functions at finite tempera-
ture and study the temperature dependence of superfluid
density. To understand the non-trivial temperature de-
pendence, we also show the sound velocity and Landau
critical velocity as a function of temperature (see Figs. 3
and 4). A summary and outlook are given in Sec. IV.
Appendix A is devoted to the technical details of the
current-current response functions.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORKS

A. The model Hamiltonian

We consider a three-dimensional weakly interact-
ing spin-1/2 Bose gas with a one-dimensional Raman-
induced spin-orbit coupling, the same as in our previous
works [33, 34]. The system can be described by the model

Hamiltonian, Ĥ = Ĥ0 + Ĥint, where the single-particle
Hamiltonian Ĥ0 and the interaction Hamiltonian Ĥint

read, respectively (~ = 1 and the superscript “*” repre-
sents the Hermitian conjugate) [5, 23, 32]

Ĥ0 =

∫

d3r
(

Ψ̂∗
↑(r), Ψ̂∗

↓(r)
)

Hs(p̂)

(

Ψ̂↑(r)

Ψ̂↓(r)

)

, (1a)

Ĥint =

∫

d3r
∑

σ,σ′=↑,↓

gσσ′

2
Ψ̂∗

σΨ̂
∗
σ′Ψ̂σ′Ψ̂σ(r). (1b)

Here, the single-particle part Hs(p̂) is given by

Hs(p̂) =
(p̂− krêxσz)

2

2m
+

Ω

2
σx +

δ

2
σz , (2)

with the canonical momentum operator p̂ = −i∇ and
Pauli matrices σx,z. krêx is the recoil momentum of the
Raman lasers along the x axis, with a recoil energy Er =
k2r /(2m). It is straightforward to see that the momentum
operator p̂x is coupled to the spin via the one-dimensional
physical momentum term (p̂x−krσz)2. For simplicity, the
detuning of the Raman lasers is assumed to be zero δ = 0.
The Rabi frequency Ω can be flexibly tuned, in accord
with the recent experiments [37, 38]. gσσ′ = 4πaσσ′/m
are interaction strengths for intra- (σ = σ′) and inter-
species (σ 6= σ′), and aσσ′ are the corresponding s-wave
scattering lengths.

B. A self-consistent approach at finite temperature

In this work, we employ the quasiparticle formalism
at the Bogoliubov level to describe a weakly interacting
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dilute Bose gas with SOC at zero and finite tempera-
ture [40, 50–53]. Following the standard procedure as in
our previous works [33, 34, 54], the Bose field operator

Ψ̂σ(r, t) for spin component σ = (↑, ↓) can be rewritten
as a combination of the condensate wave function ψσ and
the noncondensate fluctuation operator η̂σ as

Ψ̂σ(r, t) = ψσ(r) + η̂σ(r, t). (3)

Using a Bogoliubov transformation, the fluctuation op-
erator η̂σ(r, t) and its conjugate can be expanded as

η̂σ =
∑

j

[

ujσ(r)e
−iωj tâj + v∗jσ(r)e

iωj tâ†j

]

, (4a)

η̂∗σ =
∑

j

[

u∗jσ(r)e
iωj tâ†j + vjσ(r)e

−iωj tâj

]

, (4b)

in terms of the quasiparticle wave functions u(u∗), v(v∗)
and the quasiparticle frequency ωj. In free space, the
Bogoliubov wave functions u, v can be expanded as

ujσ(r) = u
(λ)
qσ eiqr/

√
V and vjσ(r) = v

(λ)
qσ eiqr/

√
V , where

V is the system volume. Here, j ≡ (q, λ) is the index
of the quasiparticle energy level, with the momentum
q and the branch index λ. â† (â) are respectively the
creation (annihilation) operators for quasiparticles, sat-

isfying the bosonic commutation relations [âi, â
†
j ] = δij ,

[â†i , â
†
j] = [âi, âj] = 0. After substituting Eqs. (3) and (4)

into the equations of motion

i∂tΨ̂σ(r, t) =
[

Ψ̂σ, Ĥ
]

, (5)

and applying the mean-field decoupling of the cubic
terms in Ψ̂ and Ψ̂† [50], we obtain two coupled equations
as in Refs. [33, 34].
The first equation is the modified Gross-Pitaevskii

(GP) equation for the condensate,

[

Hs(p̂) + g
↑↓
nsfσx + diag(L↑,L↓)

]

ψ = µψ (6)

with the spinor ψ ≡ (ψ↑, ψ↓)
T
, chemical potential µ, the

spin-flip density term nsf and the diagonal element Lσ ≡
g(ncσ+2ntσ)+g↑↓

nσ̄ (here σ̄ 6= σ). The second equation
is the coupled Bogoliubov equation for quasiparticles,

[Hs(p̂)− µ+A↑]Uj + BVj = ωjUj , (7a)

−BU∗
j −

[

Hs(p̂)− µ+A∗
↓

]

V ∗
j = ωjV

∗
j , (7b)

where Uj ≡ (uj↑, uj↓)
T
, Vj ≡ (vj↑, vj↓)

T
, and

Aσ ≡
(

2gn↑ + g
↑↓
n↓ g

↑↓
(ψσψ

∗
σ̄ + nsf)

g
↑↓
(ψσ̄ψ

∗
σ + nsf) 2gn↓ + g

↑↓
n↑

)

, (8a)

B ≡
(

gφ2↑ g
↑↓
ψ↑ψ↓

g
↑↓
ψ↑ψ↓ gψ2

↓

)

. (8b)

In these equations, ncσ is the condensate density of
spin components σ =↑, ↓ and we have applied the Popov
approximation to ensure a gapless theory [50, 54], i.e.,

omitting the anomalous densities 〈η̂†η̂†〉 and 〈η̂η̂〉. To
take quantum and thermal fluctuations into account,
we have introduced a non-condensate density ntσ ≡
〈η̂†σ η̂σ〉 = (1/V )

∑

qλ[(|u
(λ)
qσ |2 + |v(λ)qσ |2)/(eβωqλ − 1) +

|v(λ)qσ |2] and a spin-flip density term nsf ≡ 〈η̂†↑η̂↓〉 =

(1/V )
∑

qλ[(u
(λ)
q↑ u

(λ)
q↓ + v

(λ)
q↑ v

(λ)
q↓ )/(e

βωqλ − 1) + v
(λ)
q↑ v

(λ)
q↓ ]

at a temperature β ≡ 1/(kBT ). Thus, the total density
of spin σ is given as nσ = ncσ + ntσ.
At zero temperature, the thermal part of ntσ and the

spin-flip term nsf vanish and we can safely neglect them.
Nevertheless, the condensate is still depleted by a small
fraction of the total density, even at zero temperature,
due to quantum fluctuations. This is the so-called quan-

tum depletion, nqd =
∑

qλσ |v
(λ)
qσ |2/V , involving typically

about 1% of the total density in the weakly-interacting
regime, i.e., nc↑ + nc↓ ≃ n. In our previous work, we
have shown that the SOC effect does not affect remark-
ably the quantum depletion fraction in the condensate
density (see Fig. 4 of Ref. [34]).

C. The Ansatz and ground-state phases

We aim to solve the modified GP equation and the
coupled Bogoliubov equations at finite temperature and
then derive the current-current response functions. Be-
fore that, for self-containedness let us briefly review the
phase diagram at zero temperature, where the model
Hamiltonian of a Raman-type SOC Bose gas in Sec. II A
can be solved straightforwardly using a variational for-
malism.
To obtain the ground-state phases, a variational first-

order stripe Ansatz is usually taken as [5, 34, 55, 56]

ψ(r) =
√
n

[

C1

(

sin θ
− cos θ

)

e−iPxx + C2

(

cos θ
− sin θ

)

eiPxx

]

,

(9)
with the uniform average density n = N/V , and the vari-
ational angle θ in the range [0, π/4] weighing the spin
components of the condensate. By substituting this trial
wave function, Eq. (9), into the model Hamiltonian, the
total energy of the system can be written in terms of ψ(r)
as

E =

∫

d3r

[

(

ψ∗
↑(r), ψ

∗
↓(r)

)

Hs(p̂)

(

ψ↑(r)
ψ↓(r)

)

+
1

2
g
(

|ψ↑(r)|4 + |ψ↓(r)|4
)

+ g↑↓|ψ↑(r)|2|ψ↓(r)|2
]

.

(10)
After minimizing the ground-state energy with respect
to the variational parameters C1,2, θ, and Px, one can
in general find three exotic phases, i.e., the stripe (ST),
plane-wave (PW), and zero-momentum (ZM) phases, in
the appropriate interaction regimes with g > g↑↓. This
condition is necessary for the existence of the exotic stripe
phase [5]. In addition, by defining two interaction param-
eters G1 = (g+ g↑↓)n/4 and G2 = (g− g↑↓)n/4, the crit-
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ical Rabi frequency Ω of three phases can be determined
respectively by [5]

Ωc1 = 2

[

(2Er +G1)(2Er − 2G2)
2G2

G1 + 2G2

]1/2

(11a)

for the ST-PW phase transition, and

Ωc2 = 4Er − 4G2 (11b)

for the PW-ZM phase transition. As illustrated in our
previous work [33], these critical positions can be no-
tably altered by the quantum and thermal fluctuations
which favor the existence of PW phase. It is worth men-
tioning that, the Ansatz of Eq. (9) is a superposition of
two plane waves with momenta ±Px without including
any higher-order terms. Higher-order harmonics could
be non-negligible when the interaction energies G1,2 be-
come relatively large [34]. For example, these high-order
contributions will shift the ST-PW phase transition point
Ωc1 to a larger Rabi frequency, since the higher-order
stripe Ansatz can host lower energy solutions than that
of the PW phase.
The consideration of the stripe Ansatz at finite tem-

perature is much more involved and is beyond the scope
of this work. Here, we focus on the plane-wave and zero-
momentum phases, which are characterized by a single-
plane-wave Ansatz with a condensate density nc at a mo-
mentum Px, and are obtained by taking C1 = 0 or C2 = 0
in Eq. (9) [31–34, 43]:

ψ(r) =

(

ψ↑

ψ↓

)

eiPxx =
√
nc

(

cos θ
− sin θ

)

eiPxx. (12)

With this trial Ansatz, the minimization of the mean-
field energy gives rise to two solutions with respective
to Rabi frequency [5, 31–33]. At Ω < Ωc2, the mag-
netic plane-wave phase appears with a nonzero momen-
tum Px = ±kr

√

1− Ω2/Ω2
c2 occupied by the conden-

sates, a nonzero magnetization 〈σz〉 6= 0, and a typi-
cal roton-maxon structure in the lowest-lying excitation
spectrum. In contrast, the nonmagnetic zero-momentum
phase occurs for Ω ≥ Ωc2 where the condensate momen-
tum and the magnetization are both zero, i.e., Px = 0
and 〈σz〉 = 0, and there exist only the conventional lin-
ear phonon modes in the long-wavelength limit in the
lowest-lying excitation spectrum.

D. The PW and ZM phases at finite temperature

At a certain finite temperature T and a Rabi frequency
Ω, we can also take this plane-wave Ansatz in terms of
variational parameters (θ, Px), and solve self-consistently
the GP and Bogoliubov equations in Eqs. (6) and (7).
Thus, the free energy of the system, i.e., F(θ, Px) in
Ref. [33], can be calculated straightforwardly. The con-
densate wave function ψ(r), the Bogoliubov quasipar-
ticle wave functions uj(vj) and excitation spectrum ωj

can be then determined by minimizing the free energy
F with respect to two variational parameters, namely,
(∂F/∂θ)N = 0 and (∂F/∂Px)N = 0.
The recent experiments have successfully utilized ul-

tracold 87Rb atoms to realize this Raman-type SOC [23,
37, 38]. For instance in Ref. [37], the typical interaction
energy is gn = 0.38Er with a peak density n = 0.46k3r in
harmonic traps, and the ratio g

↑↓
/g = 100.99/101.20 be-

tween the inter- and intra-species interactions. Accord-
ingly, the two critical Rabi frequencies characterizing the
ST-PW and PW-ZM phase transitions at zero temper-
ature, can be determined respectively from Eqs. (11a)
and (11b), i.e., Ωc1 = 0.2Er and Ωc2 = 4.0Er. Previous
works have shown that the regime of the stripe phase
(i.e., Ωc1) can be actually tuned by the difference be-
tween intra- and inter-species interactions [5, 55]. As we
are concentrating on the plane-wave and zero-momentum
phases in this work, we will set g

↑↑
= g

↓↓
= g ≥ g

↑↓
in

the following calculations. Also, we will consider a rel-
atively small difference between inter- and intra-species
interaction strengths, i.e., zero or relatively small G2, in
order to enlarge the window for the plane-wave and zero-
momentum phases in the phase diagram.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

We are now ready to perform our derivations of the
current-current response functions and extract the su-
perfluid density at finite temperature. To address the
effect of the one-dimensional Raman-type SOC, we will
focus only on the SOC direction (i.e., in the x-axis) in the
following. In the perpendicular plane, the SOC does not
affect the elementary excitations in the long-wavelength
limit and the superfluid density fraction remains unity at
zero temperature (see Refs. [34, 43]).

A. Current-current response functions

In this subsection, we study the current-current re-
sponse functions that are closely associated with the su-
perfluidity of the SOC Bose gas. Technically, the super-
fluid density can be calculated by the difference between
the longitudinal and transverse current-current response
functions in the long-wavelength and low-frequency lim-
its [40, 57, 58].
We start by finding the expression for the current op-

erator in the presence of the Raman-type SOC. From the
equation of motion in Eq. (5) for the Bose field operators,
we obtain the continuity equation [59, 60]

∂tn+∇ · (J0 − 2kr
m
szêx) = 0. (13)

Here J0 = J0
↑↑ + J0

↓↓ is the conventional total-

density current with the current operators Ĵ0
µν ≡

1
2mi(Ψ̂

∗
µ∇Ψ̂ν − ∇Ψ̂∗

µΨ̂ν) in the absence of SOC, and
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ŝz ≡ 1
2

∑

µ,ν Ψ̂
∗
µσ̂

µν
z Ψ̂ν is the spin density. It is clear

that due to SOC the total-density current is coupled to
the spin density. Therefore, it is necessary to consider
the modified current operators for each spin component
σ = (↑, ↓),

ĵ↑↑(r) =
1

2mi
(Ψ̂∗

↑∇xΨ̂↑ −∇xΨ̂
∗
↑Ψ̂↑)−

kr
m

Ψ̂∗
↑Ψ̂↑,(14a)

ĵ↓↓(r) =
1

2mi
(Ψ̂∗

↓∇xΨ̂↓ −∇xΨ̂
∗
↓Ψ̂↓) +

kr
m

Ψ̂∗
↓Ψ̂↓,(14b)

such that the total-density current ĵd(r) ≡ ĵ↑↑+ ĵ↓↓ reads

ĵd(r) =
1

2mi

∑

µ

(Ψ̂∗
µ∇xΨ̂µ −∇xΨ̂

∗
µΨ̂µ)−

2kr
m
ŝz .(15)

We expand the spin-component current operators us-
ing the well-defined Bose field operator in Eq. (3), and
the operators are divided into three parts

ĵσσ(r, t) ≡ j0σ(r) + δĵσ(r, t) + j̃σ(r, t), (16)

where j0σ, δĵσ, and j̃σ represent the zeroth-, first-, and
second-order terms of the fluctuation operator η̂, respec-
tively, being

j0σ(r) =
1

2mi
(ψ∗

σ∇xψσ −∇xψ
∗
σψσ)∓

kr
m
ψ∗
σψσ, (17a)

δĵσ(r, t) =
1

2mi
(ψ∗

σ∇xη̂σ +∇xψσ η̂
∗
σ −∇xψ

∗
σ η̂σ − ψσ∇xη̂

∗
σ)

∓kr
m
(ψ∗

σ η̂σ + η̂∗σψσ), (17b)

j̃σ(r, t) =
1

2mi
(η̂∗σ∇xη̂σ −∇xη̂

∗
σ η̂σ)∓

kr
m
η̂∗σ η̂σ. (17c)

Here the sign ’∓’ is − (+) for spin component σ =↑ (↓).
Within the Bogoliubov approximation, we are inter-

ested only in the current fluctuation (i.e., δĵ) or the lin-
ear terms of the fluctuation operator η̂ [57]. Therefore,
within the imaginary-time (i.e., τ = it) Green’s func-
tion method [61–63], the time-ordered correlation func-

tion 〈Tτ δĵσ(r, τ)δĵσ′ (r′)〉 for the current fluctuation den-
sity operator can be derived explicitly in terms of the
condensate wave function ψ and the Bogoliubov quasi-
particle wave functions u(v). The details can be seen in
Appendix A. We summarize the main results as follows.
We take a plane-wave Ansatz in Eq. (12) for the classic

condensate wave function and the time-ordered correla-
tion function of the current fluctuation density can be
consequently rewritten as

〈Tτδĵσ(r, τ)δĵσ′ (r′)〉 ≡ A1 +A2 +A3 +A4, (18)

in terms of four correlation functions Am (m = 1, 2, 3, 4)
for the fluctuation operator η̂, which are given explic-
itly in Appendix A. Thus, the response functions of the
elements in Am can be calculated by

χµν
m (r, r′; iωn) =

∫ β

0

dτeiωnτ
θ(τ)

V
Aµν

m (r, r′; τ)

with a step function θ(τ), the system volume V and the
Matsubara frequencies iωn ≡ 2nπi/β for bosons. The
current response function is then calculated collectively
by using Eq. (17b) as

χJJ (r, r
′; iωn) ≡ χ↑↑ + χ↑↓ + χ↓↑ + χ↓↓

=

∫ β

0

dτeiωnτθ(τ)〈Tτ δĵ(r, τ)δĵ(r′)〉. (19)

By employing the analytic continuation (iωn → ω + iη)
with η = 0+, setting ω = 0 and then taking the Fourier
transform to momentum space, the q-component static
response function is obtained in terms of the elements
χσσ′

(q;ω = 0), i.e.,

χ↑↑ =
ψ2
↑

m2V

∑

j

C1u
2
↑ + C2v

2
↑ + C3u↑v↑

ωj
, (20a)

χ↓↓ =
ψ2
↓

m2V

∑

j

C4u
2
↓ + C5v

2
↓ + C6u↓v↓

ωj
, (20b)

χ↑↓ = χ↓↑ =
ψ↑ψ↓

m2V
·
∑

j

C7u↑u↓ + C8v↑v↓ + C9u↑v↓ + C10v↑u↓
ωj

,(20c)

where the index j runs over all the possible single-particle
states. Without confusion, we have made the index j im-
plicit in the quasiparticle wave-functions u and v, i.e.,
uσ ≡ uj,σ and vσ ≡ vj,σ are calculated at each mo-
mentum q for the energy level ωj (see the notations in
Sec. II B). The coefficients Cn are given by

C1/2 =
1

2
(2Px ± qx − 2kr)

2, (21a)

C3/6 = (2Px − qx ∓ 2kr)(2Px + qx ∓ 2kr), (21b)

C4/5 =
1

2
(2Px ± qx + 2kr)

2, (21c)

C7/8 =
1

2
(2Px ± qx)

2 − 2k2r , (21d)

C9/10 = 2P 2
x − 1

2
(qx ∓ 2kr)

2. (21e)

The explicit derivation can be seen in Appendix A. Par-
ticularly in the zero-momentum phase with the conden-
sates located at Px = 0, the coefficients reduce to

C
(ZM)
1/2 = C

(ZM)
5/4 = −C(ZM)

9/10 =
1

2
(qx ∓ 2kr)

2,

C
(ZM)
3 = C

(ZM)
6 = −2C

(ZM)
7 = −2C

(ZM)
8 = 4k2r − q2x.

Finally, the q-component static current-current response
function is then obtained by the summation

χJJ (q;ω = 0) =
∑

σ,σ′

χσσ′

(q;ω = 0). (22)

We consider only the SOC direction (i.e., x axis) and
the corresponding total and normal densities can be then
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FIG. 1. The longitudinal and transverse (i.e., dotted red
and dashed blue lines, respectively) static current-current re-

sponse functions m
N
χL,T
JJ (q; 0) in the q → 0 limit, as a func-

tion of Rabi frequency Ω. Their difference (i.e., solid black
line) reveals the superfluid density fraction. Here we take the
parameters as in the experiment [37], with a total density
n = 0.46k3

r , gn = 0.38Er and g
↑↓
/g = 100.99/101.20, i.e.,

G1 = 0.19Er and G2 ≈ 0.

calculated via the longitudinal and transverse compo-
nents of the total-current response function χJJ(q; 0) in
the long wavelength limit [40, 47]. Therefore, the super-

fluid mass density along the SOC direction is given by

ρs = ρ− ρn = ρ
m

N
( lim
qx→0

lim
q⊥→0

χJJ − lim
q⊥→0

lim
qx→0

χJJ ).

(23)
An example of the current-current response function

of a zero-temperature SOC 87Rb Bose gas in the static
and low-wavelength limits is illustrated in Fig. 1, with
a total density n = 0.46k3r , the interaction energy gn =
0.38Er and the ratio of inter-, intra-species interaction
strength g

↑↓
/g = 100.99/101.20 taken from a recent ex-

periment [37]. The longitudinal static current-current re-
sponse function or the total density (i.e., dotted red line)
remains unity while the transverse component or the nor-
mal density fraction (i.e., dashed blue line) changes non-
monotonically. Their difference (i.e., solid black line)
reveals the superfluid density fraction, which is signifi-
cantly affected by the SOC effect. The zero-temperature
superfluid fraction in Fig. 1, explicitly calculated using
the current-current response functions, agrees with the
earlier result obtained via a sum-rule approach [43].

B. Generalized Josephson relation

Superfluid density is intimately related to Bose-
Einstein condensate density. Nonetheless, they are not
exactly equivalent even at zero temperature, for instance
in liquid helium with strong interactions [64], or in
weakly-interacting Bose gases with SOC [34, 43]. In 1965,
B.D. Josephson and other researchers have derived the
so-called Josephson relation or Josephson sum rule for
a conventional weakly-interacting Bose gas, which asso-
ciates the superfluid mass density ρs with the condensate

density n0 at zero or finite temperatures as [45–48]

ρs = − lim
q→0

n0m
2

q2G11(q, 0)
, (24)

with the atomic mass m and the single-particle Green’s
function at momentum q and zero frequency. It
is straightforward to show that, for the conventional
weakly-interacting Bose gas at zero temperature, within
the Bogoliubov approximation the superfluid mass den-
sity is connected to the condensate density via the
Josephson relation [57]. Here, we are interested in ex-
amining the Josephson relation within the same Bogoli-
ubov approximation at exactly zero temperature. The
situation at nonzero temperature is more involved, as
accurate calculations of the superfluid density and con-
densate fraction may require different levels of approx-
imation. Therefore, we defer to a future study for the
nonzero-temperature case.
For the examination at zero temperature, let us first

discuss the Josephson relation in the presence of SOC. In
2018, Yi-Cai Zhang generalizes the Josephson relation to
multi-component Bose gases using the Green’s function
within the linear response theory [49]. In this work, we
will follow his procedure and consider a two-component
SOC Bose gas. We focus only on the SOC direction, i.e.,
the x-axis. Thus, in terms of the order parameter 〈Ψ̂〉 and
Green’s function matrix in the long-wavelength limit, the
expression for the superfluid density in the SOC direction
is given by [49]

ρ(SOC)
s = − lim

q→0

1

q2
(

〈Ψ̂〉, 〈Ψ̂∗〉
)

σZG−1σZ

(

〈Ψ̂〉
〈Ψ̂∗〉

)

. (25)

Here we have introduced a 4× 4 matrix σZ ≡
(

I 0
0 −I

)

and a 2 × 2 identity matrix I. The Green’s matrix is
defined as

G ≡
(

G(q, 0) FT (q, 0)
(FT (q, 0))∗ G∗(q, 0)

)

, (26)

and

G(q, 0) ≡
(

G↑↑(q, 0) G↑↓(q, 0)
G↓↑(q, 0) G↓↓(q, 0)

)

, (27a)

F (q, 0) ≡
(

F↑↑(q, 0) F↑↓(q, 0)
F↓↑(q, 0) F↓↓(q, 0)

)

. (27b)

Here Gσσ′ and Fσσ′ are normal and anomalous Green’s
function matrix elements. It is worth noting that the
above derivations are assumed for homogeneous systems,
which possess the translational symmetry.
Let us now derive the expression for Green functions.

In the presence of the Raman-type SOC, one can start
with a plane-wave Ansatz for the condensate wave func-
tion in the plane-wave and zero-momentum phases [31–

34], i.e., ψ(r) =

(

ψ↑

ψ↓

)

eiPxx as in Eq. (12), satisfying the



7

Gross-Pitaevskii equation with the condensation momen-
tum Px ≥ 0 and the average density n = N/V . To the
next order, i.e., within the Bogoliubov approximation,
the Hamiltonian for the fluctuation operators is written
as [32]

Ĥbogo =
1

2

∑

q

Φ̂†
qHB(q)Φ̂q + ǫshift, (28)

with ǫshift = − 1
2

[

ξ
Px−q,↑

+ ξ
Px−q,↑

− 2µ+ 2gn+ g
↑↓
n
]

being an energy shift arising from the bosonic commu-
tation relations and ξk ≡ k2/(2m). Here HB is the Bo-
goliubov Hamiltonian for the 4-component Nambu spinor

Φ̂q ≡ [φ̂Px+q,↑, φ̂Px+q,↓, φ̂
†
Px−q,↑, φ̂

†
Px−q,↓]

T as

HB(q) ≡
[

K0(Px + q) + ΣN ΣA

ΣA K0(Px − q) + ΣN

]

, (29)

where we have defined three matrices

K0(q) =

[

(qx−kr)
2+q2⊥

2m − µ Ω
2

Ω
2

(qx+kr)
2+q2⊥

2m − µ

]

, (30a)

ΣN =

[

2gn↑ + g
↑↓
n↓ g

↑↓
ψ↑ψ↓

g
↑↓
ψ↑ψ↓ 2gn↓ + g

↑↓
n↑

]

, (30b)

ΣA =

[

gn↑ g
↑↓
ψ↑ψ↓

g
↑↓
ψ↑ψ↓ gn↓

]

, (30c)

with the spin density nσ ≡ |ψσ|2 and q2⊥ ≡ q2y + q2z .
The gapless condition Det[K0(Px) + ΣN − ΣA] =

0 at q = 0 is ensured by the GP equa-
tion, with which the chemical potential can be
solved as µ = (P 2

x + k2r )/2m + (g + g
↑↓
)n/2 −

√

(

−Pxkr/m+ (g − g
↑↓
)(n↑ − n↓)/2

)2
+Ω2/4. Hence,

the diagonal elements of K0(Px + q) can be rewritten
in terms of the explicit chemical potential and we can
write straightforwardly the inverse single-particle Green’s
function matrix with SOC as

G−1
B (q, iωn) =

[

iωnI−K0(Px + q)− ΣN −ΣA

−ΣA −iωnI−K0(Px − q)− ΣN

]

4×4

.(31)

In particular, in the zero-momentum phase with
Px = 0 and ψ↑ = −ψ↓ =

√

n/2, the chemical po-
tential reduces to µZM = k2r /2m + (g + g

↑↓
)n/2 −

Ω/2, and the relevant matrices become KZM
0 (±q) =

[

±2krqx+q2

2m − 2G1 +
Ω
2

Ω
2

Ω
2

∓2krqx+q2

2m − 2G1 +
Ω
2

]

and

ΣZM
N =

1

2

[

2gn+ g
↑↓
n −g

↑↓
n

−g
↑↓
n 2gn+ g

↑↓
n

]

, (32a)

ΣZM
A =

1

2

[

gn −g
↑↓
n

−g
↑↓
n gn

]

. (32b)

The full elements of inverse Green’s function at zero fre-
quency (after analytic continuation) then becomes

G−1
ZM(q, 0) = −

[

KZM
0 (q) + ΣZM

N ΣZM
A

ΣZM
A KZM

0 (−q) + ΣZM
N

]

.

(33)

0 2 4
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

0 2 4
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

FIG. 2. Superfluid density fraction ρ
(SOC)
s /ρ in the SOC di-

rection as a function of Rabi frequency at (a) equal and (b)
unequal intra-, inter-spin interactions. Here the predictions
given by the current-current response function and by the
generalized Josephson relation are denoted by red circles and
blue crosses, respectively. The black lines indicate the an-
alytic prediction using a phase-twist approach in Ref. [34].
The vertical dotted and dashed curves indicate the critical
Ωc1 and Ωc2, respectively, i.e., Eqs. (11a) and (11b). Here,
we take the interaction energies [G1, G2]/Er= (a) [0.8, 0] and
(b) [0.7, 0.1].

Therefore, we can straightforwardly find out the single-
particle Green’s function matrix GB(q, 0) as well as the
elements G and F defined in Eq. (27). Thus, the new ma-
trix G in the plane-wave and zero-momentum phases can
be then obtained and substituted into Eq. (25) to calcu-
late the superfluid density. We will verify the generalized
Josephson relation at zero temperature by comparing the
resulting superfluid density fraction with these obtained
from other approaches in the following subsection (see
Fig. 2).

C. Zero-temperature superfluid density from

different approaches

Here, we discuss the superfluid density in the SOC
direction at zero temperature obtained from the current-
current response function and from the generalized
Josephson relation. In Fig. 2, the superfluid density

faction ρ
(SOC)
s /ρ in the uniform plane-wave and zero-

momentum phase regimes is presented as a function of
Rabi frequency at equal and unequal intra-, inter-spin
interaction strengths.

It is clearly seen that the superfluid density ρ
(SOC)
s /ρ

along the SOC direction calculated via Eq. (23) from the
current-current response function is identical to the one
obtained via Eq. (25) from the generalized Josephson re-
lation (see the red circles and blue crosses, respectively).
Meanwhile, they agree with our previous analytic pre-
diction in Eqs. (30-31) of Ref. [34] found using a phase-

twist approach, i.e., ρ
(x,PW)
s /ρ = 1 − Er

(Er−G2)Ω2
c2/Ω

2+G2

and ρ
(x,ZM)
s /ρ = 1− 4Er

Ω+4G2
, as shown in solid black lines.
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FIG. 3. Superfluid density fraction ρ
(SOC)
s /ρ in the SOC

direction as a function of Rabi frequency at various values
of temperature T/T0 = 10−4, 0.1, 0.3, and 0.5 (i.e., lines)
for a SOC 87Rb gas. Here T0 is the critical BEC tem-
perature of an ideal spinless Bose gas with density n, i.e.,
T0 = 2π~2[n/ζ(3/2)]2/3/(mkB), and the circles denote the
zero-temperature analytic result from Ref. [34]. Other pa-
rameters are the same as in Fig. 1.

The superfluid density exhibits a non-monotonic be-
havior with respect to Rabi frequency, decreasing
smoothly in the PW phase towards zero at Ωc2 (verti-
cal dashed line), and then rising back in the ZM phase.
This non-trivial behavior at the PW-ZM phase transition
point Ωc2 could be understood from its diverging effective
mass, which suppresses the super-flow in the system [32],
and from the vanishing sound velocity or critical velocity
favoring the creation of excitations to destroy its super-
fluidity [31, 33, 34]. It is worth noting that in Fig. 2(b),
the superfluid density in the stripe phase at Ω < Ωc1

is merely calculated from the phase-twist approach in
Ref. [34] and there’s a discontinuity at Ωc1 due to the
first-order nature of the ST-PW transition. In contrast,
the critical Rabi frequency Ωc1 in Fig. 2(a) shrinks to
zero owing to the vanishing G2.
Finally, we note that the calculation of the current-

current response function and the generalization of the
Josephson relation in the stripe phase would be much
more involved. We will consider these two interesting
issues in future works.

D. Superfluid density, sound velocity and Landau

critical velocity at finite temperature

We now turn to discuss the superfluid density at finite
temperature using merely the current-current response
function described in Sec. III A, and address its relation
to sound velocity and Landau critical velocity.
In Fig. 3, we present the behaviour of superfluid den-

sity ρ
(SOC)
s in the SOC direction as a function of Rabi

frequency in a SOC 87Rb Bose gas, at four typical tem-
peratures T/T0 = 10−4, 0.1, 0.3, and 0.5 (i.e., lines) with
T0 being the critical BEC temperature of an ideal spinless
Bose gas. We find that the superfluid density at a tiny

temperature T = 10−4T0 in solid black line is slightly
different from the zero-temperature one denoted by the
circles near the PW-ZM transition point, i.e., Ωc2 = 4Er.
This is due to the quantum fluctuations taken into ac-
count in the current calculation, which can slightly shift
the critical point and the minimum of sound velocity as
discussed in Ref. [33].

At zero temperature SOC plays a significant role on the
superfluid density, leading to a non-monotonic behaviour
with respect to Rabi frequency [34, 43] as we already dis-
cussed in the last subsection. At nonzero temperature,
thermal fluctuations start to play a non-negligible role, by
suppressing the superfluidity and exhausting the conden-
sate in the system. As a result, generally the superfluid
density fraction reduces correspondingly with increasing
temperature, as shown by the dashed, dotted, dashed-
dotted colorful lines in Fig. 3. In particular, as shown
by the dotted and dashed lines in Fig. 4(a), the super-
fluid density for a wide range of Rabi frequency exhibits
a monotonic decreasing dependence on temperature.

However, near the PW-ZM transition point at Ωc2 =
4Er, this consensus is no longer true. There is a striking
non-monotonic behavior of the superfluid density with
respect to temperature, as shown by the solid blue line
in Fig. 4(a). As the temperature increases, the superfluid
fraction increases first from a tiny value to the maximum
about 0.1, and then decreases.

We attribute this interesting non-monotonic tempera-
ture dependence to the non-trivial interplay between the
spin-orbit coupling and thermal fluctuations. At zero
temperature, at the critical Rabi frequency the SOC ef-
fect strongly suppresses the superfluidity of the system
with a vanishing sound velocity [34, 35, 43]. While at
finite temperature, thermal fluctuations shift the critical
point to larger Rabi frequency favoring the PW phase.
As a result, we anticipate that the sound velocity may
become nonzero, which instead restores the superfluidity
of the system near the critical point [33, 37]. The antic-
ipated temperature dependence of the sound velocity is
examined in Fig. 4(b). Indeed, near the transition point
we find the very similar non-monotonic dependence as in
the superfluid fraction. In contrast, away from the tran-
sition point in the deep PW and ZM phases (see, i.e., the
dashed red and dotted blue lines for Ω/Er = 3 and 5,
respectively), the monotonic decreasing dependence on
temperature is recovered in the sound velocity. This is
consistent with the monotonic temperature dependence
of the superfluid fraction at the corresponding Rabi fre-
quency.

It is worth mentioning that, the unexpected, counter-
intuitive effect of thermal fluctuations near the PW-ZM
transition point can persist up to a relatively large tem-
perature and is responsible to the maximum superfluid
fraction at T ∼ 0.6T0. As the temperature increases
further, thermal fluctuations eventually depletes the su-
perfluidity of the system. The superfluid fraction then
decreases until reaching the BEC transition temperature.

We note also that, in the PW phase we have two sound
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FIG. 4. (a) Superfluid density fraction ρ
(SOC)
s /ρ in the SOC direction, (b) sound velocities c±s and (c) critical velocities v±c in

the ±x directions, as a function of temperature at three sets of Rabi frequency Ω/Er = 3, 4, and 5 for a SOC 87Rb gas. Other
parameters are the same as in Fig. 1.

velocities along and opposite to the SOC direction, owing
to the emergence of the roton-maxon structure in the ele-
mentary excitation spectrum [31]. The non-trivial roton
excitation spectrum also gives rise to two distinct Lan-
dau critical velocities v±c in a PW phase [42], as shown
in Fig. 4(c), which provides additional information on
the superfluidity. It is readily seen that, in the deep
PW regime (Ω/Er = 3), one of the critical velocities in
the dashed red line shows a significant difference with re-
spect to the corresponding sound velocity due to the pro-
nounced roton structure and a softened energy gap [33].
Near the transition point (Ω/Er = 4), the critical veloc-
ity in the solid blue line starts to deviate from the sound
velocity at certain value of temperature T/T0 ∼ 0.2. This
deviation becomes even larger as the temperature rises,
revealing that thermal fluctuations favor the emergence
of the roton structure near the transition point. The
overall temperature dependence of Landau critical veloc-
ities are consistent with that of the superfluid fraction.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOKS

In conclusions, we have studied the current-current
response functions and the Josephson relation in a
three-dimensional weakly interacting Bose gas with one-
dimensional Raman-type spin-orbit coupling. The ana-
lytic expression of the current-current response functions
and single-particle Green’s functions are derived explic-
itly within the Bogoliubov approximation. The super-
fluid density fraction along the spin-orbit coupling direc-

tion is calculated using both approaches at zero temper-
ature. The resulting superfluid density fraction agrees
with previous analytic prediction obtained from a phase-
twist approach. The zero-temperature superfluid density
exhibits an intriguing behaviour as Rabi frequency rises,
decreasing smoothly in the plane-wave phase, becoming
zero at the critical point, and then rising back again in
the zero-momentum phase.
At finite temperature, we have calculated the super-

fluid density by using the current-current response func-
tions, and have discussed its relation to sound veloc-
ity and Landau critical velocity. A significant non-
monotonic temperature dependence is seen in these quan-
tities near the transition point from the plane-wave to
zero-momentum phases. Future works remain to be done,
in order to calculate the current-current response func-
tions and to establish the Josephson relation in the more
interesting stripe phase.
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Appendix A: The current-current response functions at finite temperature

In this Appendix, we give an explicit derivation of the current-current response functions and other results in
Sec. III A, in terms of the condensate wave function and the Bogoliubov wave functions at finite temperature.
By decoupling the Bose field operator Ψ̂σ = ψσ + η̂σ in Eq. (3), we first expand the spin-component current
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operators in Eq. (14) for spin component σ in the presence of the Raman-type spin-orbit coupling as ĵσσ(r, t) =

j0σ(r) + δĵσ(r, t) + j̃σ(r, t), where

j0σ(r) =
1

2mi
(ψ∗

σ∇xψσ −∇xψ
∗
σψσ)∓

kr
m
ψ∗
σψσ (A1a)

δĵσ(r, t) =
1

2mi
(ψ∗

σ∇xη̂σ +∇xψσ η̂
∗
σ −∇xψ

∗
σ η̂σ − ψσ∇xη̂

∗
σ)∓

kr
m
(ψ∗

σ η̂σ + η̂∗σψσ) (A1b)

j̃σ(r, t) =
1

2mi
(η̂∗σ∇xη̂σ −∇xη̂

∗
σ η̂σ)∓

kr
m
η̂∗σ η̂σ, (A1c)

with the sign ’∓’ is − (+) for spin component σ =↑ (↓).
Within the Bogoliubov approximation, we are interested in the current fluctuation (i.e., δĵ) only and the time-

ordered correlation function for the current fluctuation density operator is given by

〈Ttδĵσ(r, t)δĵσ′ (r′)〉 = 1

m2

(

ψ∗
σ(r) ψσ(r) ∇xψ

∗
σ(r) ∇xψσ(r)

)

(

A B
C D

)







ψ∗
σ′ (r′)
ψσ′ (r′)

∇xψ
∗
σ′(r′)

∇xψσ′(r′)






, (A2)

where we have introduced sgn(σ) = −1 (1) for σ =↑ (↓), and the matrices read

A =
1

4

(

−〈∇xη̂σ∇xη̂σ′〉 〈∇xη̂σ∇xη̂
∗
σ′〉

〈∇xη̂
∗
σ∇xη̂σ′ 〉 −〈∇xη̂

∗
σ∇xη̂

∗
σ′〉

)

+
sgn(σ′)kr

2i

(

〈∇xη̂ση̂σ′ 〉 〈∇xη̂σ η̂
∗
σ′〉

−〈∇xη̂
∗
σ η̂σ′〉 −〈∇xη̂

∗
σ η̂

∗
σ′〉

)

+
sgn(σ)kr

2i

(

〈η̂σ∇xη̂σ′〉 −〈η̂σ∇xη̂
∗
σ′〉

〈η̂∗σ∇xη̂σ′〉 −〈η̂∗σ∇xη̂
∗
σ′〉

)

+ sgn(σ)sgn(σ′)k2r

(

〈η̂σ η̂σ′〉 〈η̂σ η̂∗σ′ 〉
〈η̂∗σ η̂σ′〉 〈η̂∗σ η̂∗σ′ 〉

)

, (A3a)

B =
1

4

(

〈∇xη̂σ η̂σ′ 〉 −〈∇xη̂σ η̂
∗
σ′〉

−〈∇xη̂
∗
σ η̂σ′〉 〈∇xη̂

∗
σ η̂

∗
σ′〉

)

+
sgn(σ)kr

2i

(

−〈η̂σ η̂σ′〉 〈η̂σ η̂∗σ′ 〉
−〈η̂∗σ η̂σ′〉 〈η̂∗σ η̂∗σ′ 〉

)

, (A3b)

C =
1

4

(

〈η̂σ∇xη̂σ′ 〉 −〈η̂σ∇xη̂
∗
σ′〉

−〈η̂∗σ∇xη̂σ′〉 〈η̂∗σ∇xη̂
∗
σ′〉

)

+
sgn(σ′)kr

2i

(

−〈η̂σ η̂σ′〉 −〈η̂σ η̂∗σ′〉
〈η̂∗σ η̂σ′〉 〈η̂∗σ η̂∗σ′〉

)

, (A3c)

D =
1

4

(

−〈η̂σ η̂σ′〉 〈η̂σ η̂∗σ′〉
〈η̂∗σ η̂σ′ 〉 −〈η̂∗σ η̂∗σ′〉

)

. (A3d)

Here 〈· · · 〉 is the thermal average in the statistical equilibrium and η̂σ η̂σ′ ≡ η̂σ(r, t)η̂σ′ (r′). After taking a plane-wave
Ansatz ψσ(r) = ψσe

iPxx for the condensate wave function, we can further rewrite the fluctuation correlation function
in the imaginary time (τ = it) as

〈Tτδĵσ(r, τ)δĵσ′ (r′)〉 = A1 +A2 +A3 +A4 (A4)

with

A1 =
1

4m2

(

ψ∗
σ(r) ψσ(r)

)

(

−〈∇xη̂σ∇xη̂σ′ 〉 〈∇xη̂σ∇xη̂
∗
σ′ 〉

〈∇xη̂
∗
σ∇xη̂σ′ 〉 −〈∇xη̂

∗
σ∇xη̂

∗
σ′〉

)(

ψ∗
σ′ (r′)
ψσ′ (r′)

)

, (A5a)

A2 =
Px + 2bkr
4m2i

(

ψ∗
σ(r) ψσ(r)

)

(

〈∇xη̂σ η̂σ′〉 〈∇xη̂σ η̂
∗
σ′〉

−〈∇xη̂
∗
σ η̂σ′〉 −〈∇xη̂

∗
σ η̂

∗
σ′〉

)(

ψ∗
σ′(r′)
ψσ′(r′)

)

, (A5b)

A3 =
Px + 2akr

4m2i

(

ψ∗
σ(r) ψσ(r)

)

(

〈η̂σ∇xη̂σ′〉 −〈η̂σ∇xη̂
∗
σ′〉

〈η̂∗σ∇xη̂σ′〉 −〈η̂∗σ∇xη̂
∗
σ′〉

)(

ψ∗
σ′(r′)
ψσ′(r′)

)

, (A5c)

A4 =
1

m2

[

abk2r +
krPx

2
(a+ b) +

P 2
x

4

]

(

ψ∗
σ(r) ψσ(r)

)

(

〈η̂σ η̂σ′ 〉 〈η̂σ η̂∗σ′〉
〈η̂∗σ η̂σ′ 〉 〈η̂∗σ η̂∗σ′〉

)(

ψ∗
σ′(r′)
ψσ′(r′)

)

(A5d)

and the coefficients a ≡ sgn(σ), b ≡ sgn(σ′).

At finite temperature β ≡ 1/kBT , the current response function is then calculated collectively by using Eq. (17b)
as

χJJ (r, r
′; iωn) ≡ χ↑↑ + χ↑↓ + χ↓↑ + χ↓↓ =

∫ β

0

dτeiωnτ θ(τ)

V
〈Tτδĵ(r, τ)δĵ(r′)〉. (A6)
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We can take an example for illustration of calculating 〈Tτδĵσ(r, τ)δĵσ′ (r′)〉 in Eq. (A4). For instance,

A11
1 (r, r′; τ) =

1

4m2
ψ∗
σ(r)(−)〈∇x η̂σ(r, τ)∇xη̂σ′ (r′)〉ψ∗

σ′ (r′)

=
1

4m2
ψ∗
σ(r)(−)ψ∗

σ′ (r′)
∑

j≡(q1,λ1),k≡(q2,λ2)

〈

∇x

[

eiPxx
(

u(λ1)
q1σ e

iq1rα̂je
−ωjτ + (v(λ1)

q1σ )
∗e−iq1rα̂†

je
ωjτ

)]

∇x

[

eiPxx
(

u
(λ2)
q2σ′e

iq2r
′

α̂k + (v
(λ2)
q2σ′)

∗e−iq2r
′

α̂†
k

)]〉

=
ψσψσ′

4m2
eiq(r−r′)

∑

j

(P 2
x − q2x)

[

uσvσ′ (1 + fB(ωj)) e
−ωjτ + vσuσ′fB(ωj)e

ωjτ
]

, (A7)

with the expanded fluctuation operator η̂σ(r, t) = eiPxx
∑

j≡(q,λ)

(

u
(λ)
qσ eiqrα̂je

−iωjt + (v
(λ)
qσ )∗e−iqrα̂†

je
iωjt

)

in a quasi-

particle basis and uσ ≡ u
(λ)
qσ and vσ ≡ v

(λ)
qσ defined here and hereafter. fB(ωj) ≡ 〈α̂†

j α̂j〉 is the occupation number for

j-th quasiparticle with energy ωj satisfying the bosonic statistical distribution function as fB(ωj) = 1/(exp(βωj)−1).

After integrating
∫ β

0
e(iωn−ω)τθ(τ)dτ = eβ(iωn−ω)−1

iωn−ω with the Matsubara frequencies iωn ≡ 2nπi/β for bosons and

eβiωn = 1, the response function becomes

χ11
1 (r, r′; iωn) =

∫ β

0

dτeiωnτ
θ(τ)

V
A11

1 (r, r′; τ)

=
ψσψσ′

4m2V
eiq(r−r′)

∑

j

(P 2
x − q2x)

∫ β

0

dτθ(τ)
[

uσvσ′ (1 + fB(ωj)) e
(iωn−ωj)τ + vσuσ′fB(ωj)e

(iωn+ωj)τ
]

=
ψσψσ′

4m2V
eiq(r−r′)

∑

j

(P 2
x − q2x)

[

vσuσ′

iωn + ωj
− uσvσ′

iωn − ωj

]

, (A8)

where we have used the relations (e−βωj − 1) (1 + fB(ωj)) = −1 and (eβωj − 1)fB(ωj) = 1. The real-time response
function can be then obtained by employing the analytic continuation (iωn → ω + iη) with η = 0+ as

χ11
1 (r, r′;ω + iη) =

ψσψσ′

4m2V
eiq(r−r′)

∑

j

(P 2
x − q2x)

[

vσuσ′

ω + iη + ωj
− uσvσ′

ω + iη − ωj

]

. (A9)

Similarly, another three response functions can be obtained as

χ12
1 (r, r′;ω + iη) =

ψσψσ′

4m2V
eiq(r−r′)

∑

j

[

(Px − qx)
2 vσvσ′

ω + iη + ωj
− (Px + qx)

2 uσuσ′

ω + iη − ωj

]

, (A10a)

χ21
1 (r, r′;ω + iη) =

ψσψσ′

4m2V
eiq(r−r′)

∑

j

[

(Px + qx)
2 uσuσ′

ω + iη + ωj
− (Px − qx)

2 vσvσ′

ω + iη − ωj

]

, (A10b)

χ22
1 (r, r′;ω + iη) =

ψσψσ′

4m2V
eiq(r−r′)

∑

j

(P 2
x − q2x)

[

uσvσ′

ω + iη + ωj
− vσuσ′

ω + iη − ωj

]

. (A10c)

The static response for q-component can be then obtained by setting ω = 0 and taking a Fourier transform to
momentum space, and the equations now read

χ11
1 (q; 0) = χ22

1 (q; 0) =
ψσψσ′

4m2V

∑

j

(P 2
x − q2x)

[

uσvσ′ + vσuσ′

ωj

]

, (A11a)

χ12
1 (q; 0) = χ21

1 (q; 0) =
ψσψσ′

4m2V

∑

j

[

(Px + qx)
2uσuσ′ + (Px − qx)

2vσvσ′

ωj

]

. (A11b)
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Similarly, the remaining static response functions for A2,3,4 can be obtained as

χ11
2 (q; 0) = χ22

2 (q; 0) =
ψσψσ′

4m2V

∑

j

(Px + 2bkr)

[

(Px + qx)uσvσ′ + (Px − qx)vσuσ′

ωj

]

, (A12a)

χ12
2 (q; 0) = χ21

2 (q; 0) =
ψσψσ′

4m2V

∑

j

(Px + 2bkr)

[

(Px + qx)uσuσ′ + (Px − qx)vσvσ′

ωj

]

, (A12b)

χ11
3 (q; 0) = χ22

3 (q; 0) =
ψσψσ′

4m2V

∑

j

(Px + 2akr)

[

(Px − qx)uσvσ′ + (Px + qx)vσuσ′

ωj

]

, (A12c)

χ12
3 (q; 0) = χ21

3 (q; 0) =
ψσψσ′

4m2V

∑

j

(Px + 2akr)

[

(Px + qx)uσuσ′ + (Px − qx)vσvσ′

ωj

]

, (A12d)

χ11
4 (q; 0) = χ22

4 (q; 0) =
ψσψσ′

m2V

∑

j

[

abk2r +
krPx

2
(a+ b) +

P 2
x

4

] [

uσvσ′ + vσuσ′

ωj

]

, (A12e)

χ12
4 (q; 0) = χ21

4 (q; 0) =
ψσψσ′

m2V

∑

j

[

abk2r +
krPx

2
(a+ b) +

P 2
x

4

] [

uσuσ′ + vσvσ′

ωj

]

. (A12f)

Therefore, the static response functions are derived by summarizing χσσ′

(q; 0) =
∑

m,µν [χ
µν
m (q; 0)]σσ′ for spin

components σσ′ as

χ11
σσ′(q; 0) = χ22

σσ′ (q; 0) =
ψσψσ′

4m2V

∑

j

B1uσvσ′ +B2vσuσ′

ωj
, (A13)

χ12
σσ′(q; 0) = χ21

σσ′ (q; 0) =
ψσψσ′

4m2V

∑

j

B3uσuσ′ +B4vσvσ′

ωj
, (A14)

with B1 = (2akr+2Px+ qx)(2bkr+2Px− qx), B2 = (2akr+2Px− qx)(2bkr+2Px+ qx), B3 = (2akr+2Px+ qx)(2bkr+
2Px + qx) and B4 = (2akr + 2Px − qx)(2bkr + 2Px − qx). Thus, for spin index σσ′ = (↑↑, ↓↓, ↑↓, ↓↑), we obtain the
explicit expressions for Eq. (20) in the main text as

χ↑↑(q; 0) =
∑

ij

χij
↑↑ =

ψ2
↑

m2V

∑

j

C1u↑u↑ + C2v↑v↑ + C3u↑v↑
ωj

, (A15a)

χ↓↓(q; 0) =
∑

ij

χij
↓↓ =

ψ2
↓

m2V

∑

j

C4u↓u↓ + C5v↓v↓ + C6u↓v↓
ωj

, (A15b)

χ↑↓(q; 0) = χ↓↑(q; 0) =
∑

ij

χij
↑↓ =

ψ↑ψ↓

m2V

∑

j

C7u↑u↓ + C8v↑v↓ + C9u↑v↓ + C10v↑u↓
ωj

, (A15c)

with

C1 =
1

2
(2Px + qx − 2kr)

2, C2 =
1

2
(2Px − qx − 2kr)

2, (A16a)

C3 = (2Px − qx − 2kr)(2Px + qx − 2kr), (A16b)

C4 =
1

2
(2Px + qx + 2kr)

2, C5 =
1

2
(2Px − qx + 2kr)

2, (A16c)

C6 = (2Px − qx + 2kr)(2Px + qx + 2kr), (A16d)

C7 =
1

2
(2Px + qx)

2 − 2k2r , C8 =
1

2
(2Px − qx)

2 − 2k2r , (A16e)

C9 = 2P 2
x − 1

2
(qx − 2kr)

2, C10 = 2P 2
x − 1

2
(qx + 2kr)

2. (A16f)

In the zero-momentum phase with Px = 0, the coefficients Cn reduces to C1 = C5 = −C9 = 1
2 (qx − 2kr)

2, C2 = C4 =

−C10 = 1
2 (qx + 2kr)

2 and C3 = C6 = −2C7 = −2C8 = 4k2r − q2x.
Eventually, the static current-current response function, i.e., Eq. (19) in the main text, is given by

χJJ (q; 0) = χ↑↑(q; 0) + χ↓↓(q; 0) + χ↑↓(q; 0) + χ↓↑(q; 0). (A17)
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