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We demonstrate slow dynamics and constrained motion of domain walls in one-dimensional (1D)
interacting bosons with double-well dispersion. In the symmetry-broken regime, the domain-wall
motion is “fractonlike” – a single domain wall cannot move freely, while two nearby domain walls can
move collectively. Consequently, we find an Ohmic-like linear response and a vanishing superfluid
stiffness, which are atypical for a Bose condensate in a 1D translation invariant closed quantum
system. Near Lifshitz quantum critical point, we obtain superfluid stiffness ρs ∼ T and sound
velocity vs ∼ T 1/2, showing similar unconventional low-temperature slow dynamics to the symmetry-
broken regime. Particularly, the superfluid stiffness suggests an order by disorder effect as ρs
increases with temperature. Our results pave the way for studying fractons in ultracold atom
experiments.

Introduction.— Ultracold neutral atom systems have
been a promising platform for studying novel quantum
many-body phenomena. Particularly, the ability to con-
trol interacting bosons motivates substantial new fun-
damental research [1–14] that does not have solid-state
analogs. For example, interacting bosons with double-
well dispersion (with two dispersion minima at k = ±k∗)
can be realized in the experiments [6, 10, 12] with at least
three distinct approaches — One can achieve double-
well dispersion by using two counterpropagating Raman
laser lights that effectively create spin-orbit coupling for
the pseudospin-1/2 bosons [6, 15, 16]. Alternatively, a
bosonic ladder with π flux per plaquette (by laser-assisted
tunneling [17]) generates double-well dispersion with the
chain degrees of freedom acting like the pseudospins [18–
20]. Lastly, shaking an optical lattice with a frequency
close to the energy difference between the ground band
and the first excited band can realize double-well disper-
sion [10, 12]. Interacting bosons with double-well disper-
sion allow for rich quantum phase diagrams and novel
dynamical response [21–37].

Bose condensates with double-well dispersion are
highly nontrivial, even without internal degrees of free-
dom (e.g., pseudospin). The two dispersion minima can
be viewed as Z2 degrees of freedom, and a Z2 symmetry-
breaking phase transition (analogous to an Ising ferro-
magnetic transition [6]) occurs at low temperatures for
repulsively interacting bosons. Topological defects ap-
pear as domain walls separating regimes with different
momenta. Intriguingly, the domain walls are stable and
can persist for hundreds of milliseconds in the exper-
iments [10, 12], implying slow relaxation in the low-
temperature (but T ̸= 0) symmetry-broken regime.

In this work, we study the dynamics of one-dimensional
(1D) interacting single-component bosons with double-
well dispersion as summarized in Fig. 1. Under sponta-
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FIG. 1. Phase diagram and superfluid stiffness (ρs). χ ∝ −B
is the control parameter of the quantum phase transition. For
χ > 0, a dispersion with single minima is realized. ρs is fi-
nite and essentially temperature-independent. For χ < 0, the
dispersion develops two minima at ±k∗, and a spontaneous
Z2 breaking takes place. ρs vanishes in this regime, and the
corresponding transport is Ohmic-like. At χ = 0, a Lifshitz
dispersion (i.e., a k4 dispersion) manifests. The renormaliza-
tion group flows suggest an interacting fixed point [38, 39]
rather than a quantum Lifshitz Gaussian fixed point. The
superfluid stiffness ρs ∼ Tα with α = 1.

neous Z2 symmetry breaking, the system naturally re-
alizes multiple domains carrying finite momenta, k∗ or
−k∗. We demonstrate that the motion of domain walls
are highly constrained. A single domain wall cannot
move, while two nearby domain walls can move in a col-
lective fashion. Such intriguing kinetic properties are due
to an emergent dipole moment conservation, which sug-
gests a genuine connection to the “fractons” [40–59]. The
constrained domain-wall motion here is in contrast to the
dynamics of domain walls in the transverse field Ising
model [60, 61] or holons and spions in 1D antiferromag-
nets [62]. We also develop a linear response theory for a
symmetry-broken state with multiple domain walls and
show vanishing superfluid stiffness and Ohmic transport,
despite being a Bose condensate. Near the interacting
fixed point, we develop a hydrodynamic description and
find superfluid stiffness and sound velocity vanish at zero
temperature, showing the incipience of slow dynamics.
Remarkably, the superfluid stiffness ρs ∼ T , suggesting
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an order by (thermal-)disorder effect. Our theory pro-
vides a natural explanation for the stable domain walls
in experiments [10, 12] and suggests an unprecedented
way to study fractons in AMO systems.

Model.— The 1D interacting single-component bosons
with a double-well dispersion are described by

Ĥ =

∫
dx

[
−B|∂xb|2 + C|∂2xb|2 − µ|b|2 + U

2
|b|4
]

(1)

where b is the annihilation operator for a boson, B and
C > 0 are the coefficients controlling single-particle dis-
persion, µ is the chemical potential, and U > 0 denotes
the repulsive short-range interaction. In this Letter, we
focus mainly on the B > 0 scenario, which admits a
double-well dispersion with two minima at k = ±k∗ =
±
√
B/(2C) and an energy barrier ϵ0 = B2/(4C) at

k = 0. B = 0 is a critical point that realizes a Lifshitz
dispersion (i.e., k4). For B < 0, the problem is quali-
tatively similar to the well-known repulsive Lieb-Liniger
model [63] (upto some dispersion correction).

In this work, we focus only on the superfluid phase [i.e.,
U/ (Bn0) ≪ 1], where n0 is the density. Since there are
two dispersion minima (k = ±k∗), it is important to de-
termine the ground state configuration. With mean-field
approximation, one can show that the ground state is
the same as the “plane-wave phase” in the 1D spin-orbit-
coupled BEC [16], where only one minimum is occupied.
As a result, the ground state features a spontaneous Z2

symmetry breaking, and the ground state degeneracy is
two. We adopt the standard harmonic fluid approxima-
tion in the high-density superfluid limit [64] such that
the complex boson field is decomposed into the density
and phase fields as follows:

b(x) ≈
√
n0 + δn(x)eiϕ(x), (2)

where n0 is the density, δn encodes the local fluctuation
of density, and ϕ is the phase field. Using the expres-
sion of b in Eq. (2), we can rewrite Eq. (1) with the two
dynamical variables, ϕ and δn. For |δn| ≪ n0, we can in-
tegrate out δn0 in the imaginary-time path integral and
obtain a phase-only action. After rescaling of the param-
eters, we obtain an imaginary-time action Seff given by
[65]

Seff ≈
∫
dτdx

[
1

2
(∂τθ)

2+
1

2
(∂2xθ)

2+
r

2
(∂xθ)

2+u(∂xθ)
4

]
,

(3)

where τ is the rescaled imaginary time, θ is the rescaled
phase field, r ∝ −B, and u is the effective interaction of
the phase fields. Equation (3) is strictly valid for δ ≡
µ/ϵ0 ≫ 1. For δ ≪ 1, density fluctuation cannot be
ignored near a domain wall [29]. We focus only on the
limit δ ≫ 1 and u > 0. Since much of our analysis
ultimately relies on the low energy degrees of freedom,
i.e., domain walls and phonons our conclusions are not
qualitatively changed in the other limit as discussed in
the Supplemental Material [65].

FIG. 2. Motion of domain wall in the symmetry-broken phase.
In each domain, |∂xθ| = m0, where m0 =

√
|r|/(4u). A single

domain wall (e.g., the red dot) cannot move freely because
of the energy penalty, while an entire domain (e.g., the blue
segment) can move. The directions of collective coordinates a
and b correspond to the movement of domains. The domain-
wall positions are labeled by xn.

Constrained motion and conservation of dipole
moments.— The 1D bosons with a double-well disper-
sion manifest spontaneous Z2 symmetry breaking, anal-
ogous to a ferromagnetic transition. To see this, we intro-
duce m(x) = ∂xθ, which corresponds to the momentum
density of the superfluid. The static part of Eq. (3) be-
comes the standard Landau theory for an Ising magnet,
r
2m

2 + 1
2 (∂xm)2 + um4. For r < 0, the ⟨m⟩ ̸= 0 features

a spontaneous symmetry breaking. At zero temperature,
the m is spatially uniform, and |m| = m0 =

√
|r|/(4u).

At small finite temperatures, the system develops multi-
ple domains with alternating signs of m (corresponding
to the slope of θ) as illustrated in Fig. 2. The density
of domain walls is proportional to exp (−EDW/T ), where
EDW is the energy cost for creating one domain wall [29].
The dynamics in a state with multiple domain walls is
highly unusual as we show in the following.
First, we discuss the single-domain-wall solution. An

“up-pointing” single-domain-wall is described by [29]

θDW(x) = θ0 +m0

√
2

|r|
ln

[
cosh

(√
|r|
2
(x− x0)

)]
,

(4)

where the domain-wall position is x0. When
√

|r||x −
x0| ≫ 1, θDW(x) recovers the slope m0 for x > x0 and
−m0 for x < x0. Remarkably, moving a single domain
wall will violate the energy constraint in Hamiltonian by
forcing slopes to deviate from the equilibrium value ±m0.
Thus, the motion of a single domain wall is suppressed
due to the potential energy. However, one can move the
entire domain while satisfying the potential energy (the
blue segment in Fig. 2). As a result, two nearby domain
walls can move simultaneously. The constrained domain-
wall motion here is a direct consequence of momentum
conservation (i.e., spatial translation invariant) of the 1D
interacting bosons with double-well dispersion because
moving a single domain wall will result in change in the
momentum of the condensate.
To understand the constrained domain-wall motion

further, we examine the states with multiple domains
more closely. First, we label the two types of do-
main walls to positive charge (up-pointing) and negative
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charge (down-pointing). The total dipole moment of the
domain-wall charges is given by

D =
∑
n

(x2n − x2n−1) , (5)

where xn indicates the position of the nth domain wall
(as illustrated in Fig. 2). The alternating domains can

be characterized by θ(xn+1)−θ(xn)
xn+1−xn

= (−1)n+1m0 without

loss of generality. Using this configuration, we can show
that

D = m−1
0

∑
n

[θ(x2n)− θ(x2n−1)] = 2πQm−1
0 , (6)

where Q = 1
2π

∫
dx∂xθ is related to the total momentum,

which governs the boundary condition. Thus, the total
dipole moment D is a conserved quantity associated with
the boundary condition of θ. We note that the conser-
vation of D (the dipole moment of topological defects) is
dictated by the energy constraint, and the dipole moment
conservation is an emergent low-temperature description
when phonons can be ignored. The conservation of dipole
moment suggests a relation to the fractons [40–47, 49–59]
that is known for its constrained dynamics of excitations.
Our result suggests that the domain walls of 1D bosons
with double-well dispersion can be viewed as fractons.

Phonon and relaxation mechanism.— In addition to
domain walls, the low energy dynamics of the system
contains gapless phonon degrees of freedom as well. To
understand the interplay between phonons and domain
walls, we consider a long-wavelength variation δθ(x) on
top of a single domain-wall profile θDW [Eq. (4)]. We can
construct a solution such that the entire x < x0 domain
displaces slightly (corresponding to the blue domain mo-
tion in Fig. 2) while the x > x0 domain remains the

same. For |x|
√
|r|/2 ≫ 1 (i.e., sufficiently away from

the domain wall), we find that δθ(x → −∞) ̸= 0 and
δθ(x → ∞) = 0, corresponding to a perfect reflection at
the domain wall [65]. The phonons in each domain cou-
ple through the motion of the domain walls. Thus, we
can integrate out the phonons in each domain wall and
focus on the dynamics of the domain walls.

Integrating out the nearly perfectly reflecting phonons
leads to two forces on the domain walls – a Casimir ef-
fect and phonon drag. The Casimir effect is generated by
the standing waves formed by the phonons in each do-
main, and it tends to stabilize configurations with equally
spaced domain walls. The phonon drag is a friction force
that arises from the “radiation pressure” as a moving do-
main wall experiences imbalance fluxes of momentum on
the two sides (due to the longitudinal Doppler shift). The
phonon drag can be described by a force Fdrag = −γv,
where γ is the coupling constant. The phonon fluctua-
tions responsible for the drag also lead to diffusive motion
of the domains with a velocity determined by the fluctu-
ation dissipation theorem [65]. A direct consequence of
the domain diffusion is an unusually slow dynamics (as
compared to other systems, e.g., the transverse-field Ising
model [60, 61]). See [65] for a discussion.

Ohmic response and vanishing superfluid stiffness.—
To further quantify the slow dynamics of the domain
walls, we study the transport properties in the symmetry-
broken regime. Transport in the condensate is deter-
mined by the response to a vector potential A ≥ 0,
equivalent to tilting the optical lattice in the experiments
[2, 66]. The vector potential A and θ satisfy the follow-
ing gauge transformation: A→ A+ ∂xΛ and θ → θ+Λ.
Therefore, we can incorporate the effect of vector poten-
tial by the minimal substitution: ∂xθ → ∂xθ − A. In
the presence of a uniform vector potential A, the mini-
mal momenta become m0 + A and −m0 + A, indicating
that A modifies the slope in each domain. Assuming
0 < A < m0, one can easily find new configurations that
follow the change of slopes in θ without changing the
boundary phase ∆θ. In addition, the ground-state en-
ergy with n domain walls (n > 1), En[θ(x)], does not
depend on A, suggesting an emergent rank-two gauge
symmetry, En[θ(x)] = En[θ(x) − Ax] [48]. Intuitively,
such properties imply the absence of response to a finite
A, indicating a state with zero superfluid stiffness despite
locally being a Bose condensate. In fact, the supercur-
rent (i.e., distortion of slope) due to an application of a
vector potential can relax by dissipating energy into the
phonon drag. The result is a finite relaxation time for the
current that is similar to the decay of current following
a transient electric field in an Ohmic conductor.
To confirm the absence of superfluid stiffness, we de-

velop a linear response theory for the symmetry-broken
states and derive the Ohmic transport [65]. The goal is
to derive the effective action of A by integrating out the
the domain-wall degrees of freedom. For simplicity, we
assume a strong Casimir potential such that the domain
walls are equally spaced and the domain size is l̄. In the
presence of A, we assume ∂xθ = (−1)n+1m0 + h(x) for
xn < x < xn+1, where h(x) is a response to the applied
vector potential A. Then, we integrate out the fluctua-
tions at the Gaussian level and derive an effective action
for A as follows:

SA,eff

∣∣∣∣
k=0

≡ l̄

β

∑
ωm

Q(ωm)Ã(−ωm)Ã(ωm).

The ac conductivity and superfluid stiffness can be ob-
tained by σac(ω) ∝ i

ωQ(ωm → −iω − 0+) and ρs ∝
Q(ωm = 0). When γ ̸= 0, we obtain an Ohmic response
in the real part of low-frequency conductivity

Re [σac(ω)] ∝
16m0|r|2γ

(
8m2

0|r|+ γ2
)
l̄

(8m0|r|γ)2 +
[
(8m2

0|r|+ γ2)ωl̄
]2 . (7)

Moreover, the superfluid stiffness ρs vanishes exactly,
suggesting insulating behavior in a Bose condensate. Al-
though the analytical results are derived with the equal-
spaced domain wall assumption, the qualitative results
remain the same for general situations as apparent from
the numerical results discussed later.
In addition, we study the problem using a discretized

Gross-Pitaevski equation (GPE) [65], which can simu-
late bosons in the semiclassical limit. The main goal of
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FIG. 3. Numerical results for time evolution of phase and
current profiles. An initial stationary state is prepared with
a vector potential A = π/30 at t = 0. Then, the state is
evolved without a vector potential. (a) The phase configu-
rations with different times. (b) The current configurations
with different times. J1 is the strength of the nearest-neighbor
hopping in the lattice model. t1 = 0.0375J−1

1 , t2 = 180J−1
1 ,

t3 = 270J−1
1 , and t4 = 360J−1

1 . L = 1200 for all the data.
See Supplemental Material for a detailed discussion of the nu-
merical procedures.

our simulation is to confirm the Ohmic response of the
finite-temperature states with a few domain-walls. To do
this, we choose initial conditions ψj = eiθj together with
a choice for the phase-variable θj where the sign of the
slope of θj varies across domain walls in space. In ad-
dition, we assume that the system is subject to a large
uniform electric field for a short time, which as discussed
in the previous subsection, corresponds to a tilting of the
phase profile θj → θj + Aj. The ensuing dynamics ob-
tained from the numerical solution of the GPE, shown in
Fig. 3(a), confirms the relaxation of the phase profile to
a configuration where the slopes obey the ground state
value as time progresses through the simulation.

To understand the observable transport consequences
of this relaxation we compute the discrete local current
operator. In Fig. 3(b), we show the current profiles for a
few representative times corresponding to the phase pro-
files in Fig. 3(b). There are two important messages here.
First, the current relaxes, suggesting a non-superfluid be-
havior. Second, the average current decreases substan-
tially from the initial value, suggesting a vanishing cur-
rent in the long-time limit. The decay of current confirms
the Ohmic transport as predicted by our linear response
theory.

In continuous 1D systems with momentum conserva-
tion, thermodynamic states can be associated with a cer-
tain momentum density. Such states, which result from
the application of an electric field, carry a current even
after the electric field is switched off. The resulting trans-
port is effectively ballistic corresponding to infinite con-
ductivity. In our case with Z2 symmetry-broken ground
states, the momentum imparted to the system can be
absorbed into changing the configuration of the domain
walls [see Fig. 3]. Such a rearrangement transfers energy
in the supercurrent into thermal energy of the phonons
through a drag force on the domain walls. This dissi-
pation of the current manifests as an Ohmic response of
the current to an electric field. Our theory shows a rare
example of zero superfluid stiffness and Ohmic response

in a continuous translation invariant 1D system. In this
case, the domain walls can be thought of as playing a sim-
ilar role as the vortices in the high temperature phase of
the two-dimensional superfluid where the Lorentz force
on vortices from an applied supercurrent results in a dis-
sipative voltage.

Lifshitz quantum hydrodynamics.— The slow dynam-
ics of the symmetry-broken phase persists all the way
to the vicinity of the Lifshitz quantum critical point
[11, 12, 30]. The quantum Lifshitz theory [i.e., Eq. (3)
with r = u = 0] is at an unstable fixed point, and the
renormalization group (RG) flows lead to an interacting
fixed point with r < 0 and u > 0 [38, 39]. The scaling be-
havior in the vicinity of a quantum critical point can be
analytically derived using RG and hydrodynamic treat-
ment [65]. The main ideas and results are summarized
in the following.

First, we construct a partition function incorporating
the conservation laws (i.e., particle number, energy, and
momentum). Based on the partition function, we de-
rive the finite-temperature scalings of several observable
quantities using the RG results. Particularly, ρM ∼ T−1

corresponds to diverging inertia at zero temperature.
Concomitantly, the superfluid stiffness, ρs ∼ T , vanishes
at zero temperature [65]. The result of stiffness shows
an order by thermal disorder effect as ρs increases with
temperature. Note that the classical gases with Lifshitz
dispersion yield a different finite-temperature scaling in
the inertia, ρM ∼ T−1/2 [65]. Another quantity of in-
terest is the sound velocity, which can be derived using
conservation laws and the thermodynamic relations. We
find that the sound velocity vs ∼ T 1/2, which vanishes at
zero temperature. We also note that the scaling of the
Gaussian fixed point (i.e., r = u = 0) yields the same
results as discussed in Supplemental Material [65]. The
vanishing of superfluid stiffness and sound velocity at low
temperatures imply that the dynamics in the quantum
critical regime is very slow, qualitatively similar to the
symmetry-broken regime.

Discussion.— The constrained dynamics due to the
dipole moment conservation in the symmetry-broken
regime indicates a connection to the fractons [40–59]. In
addition, the conservation of dipole moment in our model
is analogous but also distinct to the Sz conservation in
several spin-1/2 models [67, 68] that demonstrate Hilbert
space fragmentation [67–76]. Both conservation laws lead
to slow dynamics – however, the dipole moment D in this
case is not microscopic but rather associated with topo-
logical defects. In contrast to systems with Hilbert space
fragmentation, phonons together with slow domain mo-
tion will cause thermalization on an exponentially long
timescale. This is similar to slow quantum relaxation due
to dynamical constraints [77]. This long-time dynamics
would include the effect of the Casimir force, which can
also lead to an exponentially small in temperature resid-
ual superfluid stiffness.

The emergent dipole conservation in the symmetry-
broken phase suggests that exact dipole conserving hy-
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drodynamics [55] with vanishing superfluid stiffness and
associated slow dynamics of the u = 0 Lifshitz critical
point characterizes the critical point of our model. How-
ever, the finite u > 0 is a relevant perturbation that
results in a different quantum critical point [38, 39]. De-
spite this, the slow dynamics at the critical point [12]
are found to survive in the form of vanishing superfluid
stiffness and sound velocity. It is known that terms such
as the i∂τ (∂xθ)

2 term that we ignore in our analysis can
destabilize the quantum critical point in favor of a quan-
tum fluctuation driven first order transition [78]. How-
ever, we expect our results to remain valid except very
close to the quantum critical point.

Finally, we discuss the emergent symmetry in the low-
energy symmetry-broken regime. The ground state en-
ergy with n domain walls (n > 1) does not depend on
the spatially uniform vector potential A, implying an

emergent rank-two gauge symmetry [48]. In addition to
the vanishing superfluid stiffness, the emergent symme-
try may be relevant to the several interesting features
discussed in this Letter. Understanding the relation be-
tween this emergent symmetry and the slow dynamics
in the symmetry-broken regime is an interesting future
direction.
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Constrained motions and slow dynamics in one-dimensional bosons with double-well dispersion

SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

In this supplemental material, we provide some technical details for the main results in the main text.

I. DERIVATION OF EFFECTIVE ACTION

We consider 1D complex bosons described by

S =

∫
τ,x

[
b∗∂τ b−B|∂xb|2 + C|∂2xb|2 + U |b|4 − µ|b|2

]
, (S1)

where b is the complex boson field. We require C > 0 for the stability of the theory. When B < 0, the dispersion of
the boson can be approximated by the conventional k2 dispersion (upto a k4 correction). When B > 0, the dispersion
of the boson is a double-well. B = 0 is the Lifshitz point.

In the high density limit, we use a density-phase representation for the boson field,

b(τ, x) ≈
√
n(τ, x) eiϕ(τ,x). (S2)

We can express the derivatives of b as follows:

b∗∂τ b→
1

2
∂τn+ n (i∂τϕ) , (S3)

∂xb→
1

2

(∂xn)

n
b+ b (i∂xϕ) , (S4)

|∂xb|2 →1

4

(∂xn)
2

n
+ n (∂xϕ)

2
, (S5)

∂2xb→
1

2

(∂2xn)

n
b− 1

4

(∂xn)
2

n2
b− b (∂xϕ)

2
+ i

[
∂xn

n
(∂xϕ) b+ b

(
∂2xϕ

)]
(S6)

∣∣∂2xb∣∣2 →1

4

(
∂2xn

)2
n

+
1

16

(∂xn)
4

n3
+ n (∂xϕ)

4 − 1

4

(
∂2xn

)
(∂xn)

2

n2
−
(
∂2xn

)
(∂xϕ)

2

+
1

2

(∂xn)
2

n
(∂xϕ)

2
+

(∂xn)
2

n
(∂xϕ)

2
+ n

(
∂2xϕ

)2
+ 2

(
∂2xϕ

)
(∂xϕ) (∂xn) (S7)

The action given by Eq. (S1) becomes to

S →
∫
τ,x



1
2∂τn+ n (i∂τϕ)−Bn (∂xϕ)

2
+ Un2 − µn

+C
[
n
(
∂2xϕ

)2
+ n (∂xϕ)

4 −
(
∂2xn

)
(∂xϕ)

2
+ 2

(
∂2xϕ

)
(∂xϕ) (∂xn)

]
−B 1

4
(∂xn)

2

n + C

[
1
4

(∂2
xn)

2

n + 1
16

(∂xn)
4

n3 − 1
4

(∂2
xn)(∂xn)

2

n2 + 3
2
(∂xn)

2

n (∂xϕ)
2

]
 . (S8)

We assume that n(τ, x) = n0 + δn(τ, x), where n0 is the uniform background density and δn is the fluctuation. By
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minimizing the free energy, one find that n0 = µ/(2U). When δn≪ n0, the action [given by Eq. (S8)] becomes to

S →
∫
τ,x



1
2 (∂τδn) + (n0 + δn) (i∂τϕ)−B(n0 + δn) (∂xϕ)

2
+ U(n0 + δn)2 − µ(n0 + δn)

+C
[
(n0 + δn)

(
∂2xϕ

)2
+ (n0 + δn) (∂xϕ)

4 −
(
∂2xδn

)
(∂xϕ)

2
+ 2

(
∂2xϕ

)
(∂xϕ) (∂xδn)

]
−B 1

4
(∂xδn)

2

(n0+δn) + C

[
1
4

(∂2
xδn)

2

(n0+δn) +
1
16

(∂xδn)
4

(n0+δn)3 − 1
4

(∂2
xδn)(∂xδn)

2

(n0+δn)2 + 3
2

(∂xδn)
2

(n0+δn) (∂xϕ)
2

]
 (S9)

=

∫
τ,x



1
2 (∂τδn) + in0(∂τϕ)

+U(δn)2 + 2Un0δn+ Un20 − µδn− µn0 −B 1
4
(∂xδn)

2

n0
+ C 1

4

(∂2
xδn)

2

n0
+ . . .

−Bn0(∂xϕ)
2 + Cn0(∂

2
xϕ)

2 + Cn0(∂xϕ)
4

+iδn(∂τϕ)−Bδn(∂xϕ)
2 + Cδn(∂2xϕ)

2 + Cδn(∂xϕ)
4 − 2C

(
∂2xδn

)
(∂xϕ)

2
+ C 3

2
(∂xδn)

2

n0
(∂xϕ)

2
+ . . .


(S10)

=

∫
τ,x


+U

[
(δn)2 − B

2µ (∂xδn)
2
+ C

2µ

(
∂2xδn

)2]
+ . . .

+ µ
2U

[
−B(∂xϕ)

2 + C(∂2xϕ)
2 + C(∂xϕ)

4
]

+iδn(∂τϕ)−Bδn(∂xϕ)
2 + Cδn(∂2xϕ)

2 + Cδn(∂xϕ)
4 − 2C

(
∂2xδn

)
(∂xϕ)

2
+ 3CU

µ (∂xδn)
2
(∂xϕ)

2
+ . . .

 .

(S11)

In the last equation, n0 = µ/(2U) is used. The total derivative terms as well as the higher order in δn/n0 terms are
dropped.

The action S can be decomposed into three parts: Sn (density fluctuation), Sϕ (phase flucutaiton), and Sc (density-
phase couplings). These actions are given by

Sn =U

∫
τ,x

[
(δn)2 − B

2µ
(∂xδn)

2
+
C

2µ

(
∂2xδn

)2]
, (S12)

Sϕ =
µ

2U

∫
τ,x

[
−B(∂xϕ)

2 + C(∂2xϕ)
2 + C(∂xϕ)

4
]
, (S13)

Sc ≈
∫
τ,x

δn
[
i(∂τϕ)−B(∂xϕ)

2+C(∂2xϕ)
2+C(∂xϕ)

4
]
, (S14)

where we have dropped a few more irrelevant terms in Sc. The density fluctuation is controlled by U while the phase
fluctuation is controlled by n0 = µ/(2U).
Formally, one can integrate out the density fluctuation at the Gaussian level and construct an effective action of

the phase mode. The effective action is given by

Seff =
µ

2U

∫
τ,x

[
−B(∂xϕ)

2 + C(∂2xϕ)
2 + C(∂xϕ)

4
]
− 1

U

∫
τ,x

[
i(∂τϕ)−B(∂xϕ)

2 + C(∂2xϕ)
2 + C(∂xϕ)

4
]2

1 + B
2µ∂

2
x + C

2µ∂
4
x

(S15)

≈ µ

2U

∫
τ,x

[
−B(∂xϕ)

2 + C(∂2xϕ)
2 + C(∂xϕ)

4
]
+

∫
τ,x

[
1

U
(∂τϕ)

2
+ 2i

B

U
(∂τϕ) (∂xϕ)

2
+

B

2µU
(∂τ∂xϕ)

2 − B2

U
(∂xϕ)

4

]
(S16)

=
µ

2U

∫
τ,x

[
2

µ
(∂τϕ)

2 + i
4B

µ
(∂τϕ)(∂xϕ)

2 +
B

µ2
(∂τ∂xϕ)

2 −B(∂xϕ)
2 + C(∂2xϕ)

2 +

(
C − 2B2

µ

)
(∂xϕ)

4

]
. (S17)

The above effective action has a few interesting properties. First of all, the i(∂τϕ)(∂xϕ)
2 appears. This term is believed

to drive the phase transition to a first order transition. Otherwise, higher order terms are required. The (∂τ∂xϕ)
2

corresponds to the dynamical term of the gauge field. The stability of the effective theory is set by C − 2B2

µ > 0, and

the value of optimal momentum k∗ = ∂xϕ becomes ±
√

B
2C−4B2/µ , which recovers the noninteracting value ±

√
B
2C

when µ→ ∞. The renormalized value of k∗ is a manifestation of interaction effect.
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To simplify the effective action, we introduce rescaling parameters, θ = A−1ϕ and τ̃ = B−1τ , where A =

( 1
2µC )1/4U1/2 and B =

(
2

µC

)1/2
. Thus, the effective action given by Eq. (S17) becomes

Seff =

∫
τ̃ ,x

[
1

2
(∂τ̃θ)

2
+ iζ(∂τ̃θ)(∂xθ)

2 +
g

2
(∂τ̃∂xθ)

2 +
r

2
(∂xθ)

2 +
1

2
(∂2xθ)

2 + u(∂xθ)
4

]
, (S18)

where ζ = 2BA3

U , g = BA2

µBU , r = −µB
U A2B, and u = µ

2U (C − 2B2/µ)A4B are the rescaled parameters. In the main

text, we drop ζ and g terms. We also make a notational substitution τ̃ → τ for the simplicity of presentation.

II. SCATTERING PROBLEM AT A DOMAIN WALL

A single-domain-wall solution is described by

θDW(x) = θ0 +m0

√
2

|r|
ln

[
cosh

(√
|r|
2
x

)]
, (S19)

where we have set the domain-wall position at x = 0. The (real-time) equation of motion is given by

∂t (∂tθ)− ∂x

[
r (∂xθ) + 4u (∂xθ)

3 − ∂3xθ
]
= 0. (S20)

Now, we substitute θ by θDW(x) + δθ(t, x) and rewrite the equation of motion as follows:

∂2t δθ − ∂x

 −|r|(∂xδθ) + 12u (∂xθDW)
2
(∂xδθ)

+12u (∂xθDW) (∂xδθ)
2

+4u (∂xδθ)
3 − (∂3xδθ)

 = 0, (S21)

where we have used the fact that θDW obeys the equation of motion. For
√
|r|/2|x| ≫ 1, we can derive the linearized

equation of motion (ignoring O(δθ2)) as follows

∂2t δθ − ∂x
[
−|r|(∂xδθ) + 12um2

0 (∂xδθ)− (∂3xδθ)
]
= 0

→
[
∂2t − 2|r|∂2x + ∂4x

]
δθ = 0, (S22)

where we have used m2
0 = |r|/(4u). The above wave equation gives the dispersion of the phonon in the linearized

regime. In the long-wavelength limit, we obtain ω2 = v2pk
2, where vp =

√
2|r|.

The general scattering problem can be solved by studying Eq. (S21). Here, we focus only on the long-wavelength
limit. Since the problem has a reflection symmetry about x = 0, we can rewrite δθ as δθ = aSθS + aAθA, where

θS(x)||x|→∞ =cos (k|x|+ αS,k) , (S23)

θA(x)||x|→∞ =cos (k|x|+ αA,k) sgn(x). (S24)

In the above expression, αS,k and αA,k are the phase factors. We can show that there are two zero modes (ω → 0) of
the equation of motion in Eq. (S20): (a) An overall constant shift in θ and (b) domain-wall translation. Thus, one
can easily show that αS,k = 0 and αA,k = 0 for k → 0. Then, we consider the conventional scattering waves far away
from the domain wall (x = 0),

δθ(x)|x→−∞ ∝eikx + aRe
−ikx, (S25)

δθ(x)|x→∞ ∝ateikx. (S26)

We can easily show find that aS = −aA satisfy the scattering ansatz with ar = 1 and at = 0, corresponding to the
perfect reflection at the domain wall. Therefore, we expect that the long-wavelength phonons form standing waves in
each domain.
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III. CASIMIR EFFECT AND PHONON DRAG

To study the Casimir effect, we compute the “vacuum energy” due to the standing waves of long-wavelength phonons
in a domain with length l, corresponding to

Fl =
1

β

mc∑
m=1

ln
(
1− e−βωkm

)
, (S27)

where β is the inverse temperature, ωk = vpk denotes the phonon frequency in the long-wavelength limit, vp is the
phonon velocity, km = πm/l for the standing waves, and mc is the number of long-wavelength phonons. In the
low-temperature limit, the Casimir potential is approximated by:

VCasimir ≈ −TC
∑
n

ln

[
T

π
(xn+1 − xn)

]
+ const, (S28)

where C = mc. The VCasimir with a fixed number of domain walls is minimized when the domain walls are equal-spaced,
i.e., domain sizes are the same. Using the equipartition theorem, we obtain that the root-mean-square of domain-wall
displacement is l̄/

√
2C, where l̄ is the averaged domain size. For sufficiently low (but nonzero) temperatures, C is

typically a large number. Thus, the domain wall fluctuation can be ignored.
Let us now discuss the origin of phonon drag which is a friction force that arises from the motion of the domain

walls relative to the phonons. Since a domain wall strongly scatter off the long-wavelength phonons, the domain wall
is also subject to a “radiation pressure” related to the flux of momentum vpE , where E is the energy density of the
phonons. The radiation pressure is balanced between the two sides at zero domain-wall velocity. At a finite velocity

v of a domain wall, the longitudinal Doppler shift gives E ′(v) = E
√

1−v/vp
1+v/vp

for phonons move in the same direction as

the domain wall. Thus, the phonons provide a drag force on the domain wall, described by

Fdrag = vp [E(v)− E(−v)] = −γv, (S29)

where γ ≈ 2E is the coupling constant of the phonon drag. The phonon drag causes a diffusive motion of the domain
walls. Since single domain wall motion is forbidden, the dominant relaxation is the domain diffusion (i.e., a collective
diffusion between two nearby domain walls). One can easily check that the domain-wall motion is also diffusive, but
the two nearby domain walls are correlated.

We briefly discuss the derivation of domain diffusion in the following. The 1D Langevin equation for a domain with
length l is given by

m
dv

dt
= −γv + δF (t), (S30)

where m = cl is the mass of the domain, c is a constant, γ is the frictional coefficient, and δF (t) is the fluctuating force
(i.e., noise). We consider ⟨δF (t)⟩ = 0 and ⟨δF (t)δF (t′)⟩ = 2γTδ(t − t′), which are consistent with the fluctuation-
dissipation theorem. The solution of Langevin equation is given by

v(t) = e−γt/mv(0) +

∫ t

0

dse−γ(t−s)/mδF (s)/m. (S31)

For t ≫ m/γ, the first term of the velocity is completely suppressed, and v(t) is dominated by the fluctuation.
However, m/γ ∝ l ∝ e∆/T (where ∆ is the energy cost of a domain wall), suggesting that the correlation time
diverges in the low-temperature limit. One can also show that lim

t→∞
⟨x2(t)⟩ = 2Dt, where D = T/γ, independent of l.

IV. ESTIMATE OF AUTOCORRELATION TIME

To understand the autocorrelation time in the interacting bosons with double-well dispersion, we first review several
results in the transverse-field Ising model (TFIM) [61]. Then, we generalize the ideas for the momentum-momentum
correlation function of interacting bosons with double-well dispersion.

The equal-time spin-spin correlation function of TFIM in the low-temperature symmetry-broken regime can be
computed semicalssically. For a system L≫ |x| withN thermally excited domain walls, the density is ρ = N/L = 1/l0.
The probability of finding a particle between 0 and x is given by p = |x|/L. It is crucial to note that each domain
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wall flips the sign of spin. With these ideas in mind, we can compute the expectation value of finding two equal-sign
spins with a separation |x| as follows:

C(x, 0) ∝
N∑
j=0

(−1)jpj(1− p)N−j N !

j!(N − j)!
(S32)

=(1− 2p)N =

(
1− 2|x|

L

)Lρ

→ e−|x|/ξc , (S33)

where ξc = 1/(2ρ) dictates the length scale over which the spin correlation is missing. For TFIM, ξ−1
c =

√
2∆T
πc2 e

−∆/T ,

c is the velocity of excitation (domain wall) in TFIM, and ∆ is the energy cost of creating an excitation (domain
wall)[60, 61] One can also compute the general space-time correlation function C(x, t) using the same idea and
averaging the ballistic propagation of domain walls [60, 61]. The idea is to estimate the time duration that a domain
wall at x = ξc travels to x = 0. In the end, one derive the equal-space autocorrelation function C(0, t) ∝ e−|t|/τTFIM ,
where τ−1

TFIM = 2
πTe

−∆/T [60, 61].
A simple way to estimate autocorrelation time is to use τ̄TFIM = ξc/vT , where vT is the thermal velocity obtained

from the equipartition theorem. Since the dispersion of domain wall in TFIM is given by ϵk ≈ ∆ + c2k2

2∆ , we obtain

vT = c
√
T/∆. Then, we obtain τ̄−1

TFIM =
√

2
πTe

−∆/T , which differs from τ−1
TFIM by an overall numerical prefactor.

Thus, this simple analysis seems to provide a reasonable estimate of the autocorrelation time.
Now, we discuss the interacting bosons with double-well dispersion. The momentum ∂xθ here is analogous to the

spin in TFIM. Using the same idea for TFIM, the equal-time correlation function ⟨∂xθ(x, t)∂xθ(0, t)⟩ ∝ exp(−|x|/ξc),
where ξc = l0/2. The autocorrelation function is significantly different because the constrained domain-wall motion
and the phonon drag. The phonon drag induces a scattering time τsc = m/γ, where m ∼ l0 is the mass of a
moving domain. Since the scattering due to phonon drag is at random, we assume a random-walk process for the
domain motion. Each scattering gives a move with a distance δX ∼ v′T τsc, where v

′
T ∼

√
T/l0 is obtained from

equipartition theorem. For M times of scattering, the total displacement due to random walk is given by δX
√
M .

Using M = τDW /τsc (with τDW being the autocorrelation time) and δX
√
M = ξc, we obtain τDW ∼ γl20/T which is

significantly larger than τTFIM in the low-temperature limit. For completeness, we discuss γ = 0 case. The analysis
is similar to the autocorrelation time for TFIM except that the thermal velocity v′T ∼

√
T/l0. Therefore, we obtain

τ ′DW ∼ l
3/2
0 /

√
T , which is intermediate between τTFIM and τDW.

V. CLASSICAL MODEL FOR DOMAIN WALL DYNAMICS

In this section, we present a framework for studying the response to a vector potential in a symmetry-broken state
with multiple domains. We first introduce the collective variables and the Lagrangian coordinates. Then, we develop
a linear-response theory and compute the response function.

A. Collective coordinate

To describe the motion of domains, we introduce a set of collective variables as follows:

a(x) =
1√
2
[θ(x) +m0x] , b(x) =

1√
2
[θ(x)−m0x] . (S34)

Conversely,

θ(x) =
1√
2
[a(x) + b(x)] , x =

1√
2m0

[a(x)− b(x)] . (S35)

We can express (x, θ(x)) in terms of (a, b).

B. General formalism for domain-wall dynamics

We construct a general formalism for studying the domain wall dynamics in this subsection. To keep track of the
domain walls, we introduce a Lagrangian coordinate s, and the Eulerian coordinate x ≡ X(τ, s). Formally, we can also



13

view this as a reparametrization from (τ, x) to (τ, s). We require that sn labels the nth domain with position X(τ, sn).
Without loss of generality, we set sn = n. Note that x without specifying s is just a variable, i.e., independent of τ .
The τ -dependence is acquired when the value of s is assigned. The total derivative of X is expressed by

dx =

(
∂X

∂τ

)
s

dτ +

(
∂X

∂s

)
τ

ds, (S36)

where the subscript τ (s) in the partial derivative means fixing τ (s). We derive two useful identities

dx

dx
= 1 =

(
∂X

∂τ

)
s

dτ

dx
+

(
∂X

∂s

)
τ

ds

dx
→dx =

(
∂X

∂s

)
τ

ds (S37)

dx

dτ
= 0 =

(
∂X

∂τ

)
s

+

(
∂X

∂s

)
τ

ds

dτ
→ ds

dτ
= −

(
∂X
∂τ

)
s(

∂X
∂s

)
τ

(S38)

We also define θ ≡ θ̃(τ, s). The derivatives of θ are given by

∂xθ =

(
∂θ̃
∂s

)
τ(

∂X
∂s

)
τ

, (S39)

∂τθ =

(
∂θ̃

∂τ

)
s

+

(
∂θ̃

∂s

)
τ

ds

dτ
, (S40)

We consider a state such that

θ̃(τ, s) =(s− n)θn+1 + (n+ 1− s)θn, (S41a)

X(τ, s) =(s− n)xn+1 + (n+ 1− s)xn, (S41b)

for n ≤ s ≤ n+1. In the above expression, xn ≡ X|s=n and θn ≡ θ̃|s=n correspond to position and the phase variable
of the nth domain wall. We note that Eq. (S41) does not incorporate the accurate shape of domain walls. Based on
Eq. (S41), we compute

∂xθ =
θn+1 − θn
xn+1 − xn

, (S42)

∂τθ =(s− n) [∂τθn+1 − (∂τxn+1)(∂xθ)]

− (n+ 1− s) [∂τθn − (∂τxn)(∂xθ)] , (S43)

for n < s < n+ 1.

Our goal is to study the symmetry-broken state with multiple domains. In the imaginary-time formalism, we can
treat the problem as a classical string described by an effective Hamiltonian Heff = K + V , where

K =

∫
x

1

2
(∂τθ)

2 =
1

2

∑
n

∫ n+1

n

ds(xn+1 − xn)


(s− n)2 [∂τθn+1 − (∂τxn+1)(∂xθ)]

2

+2(s− n)(n+ 1− s) [∂τθn+1 − (∂τxn+1)(∂xθ)] [∂τθn − (∂τxn)(∂xθ)]

+(n+ 1− s)2 [∂τθn − (∂τxn)(∂xθ)]
2


=
1

6

∑
n

(xn+1 − xn)


[∂τθn+1 − (∂τxn+1)(∂xθ)]

2

+ [∂τθn+1 − (∂τxn+1)(∂xθ)] [∂τθn − (∂τxn)(∂xθ)]

+ [∂τθn − (∂τxn)(∂xθ)]
2

 , (S44)

V =

∫
x

[
−|r|

2
(∂xθ)

2 +
1

2
(∂2xθ)

2 +
|r|
4m2

0

(∂xθ)
4

]
=
∑
n

∫ n+1

n

ds(xn+1 − xn)

{
|r|
4m2

0

[
(∂xθ)

2 −m2
0

]2
+

1

2
(∂2xθ)

2

}
. (S45)

To derive the zero-point kinetic energy, we assume that ∂xθ = (−1)n+1m0 for n < s < n+1. Moreover, we ignore the
(∂2xθ)

2 term in V as it give rise to the domain wall energy, which we assume to be a constant for our fixed domain
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wall number calculations. Thus, the zero-point kinetic energy is expressed by

K0 =
1

6

∑
n

(xn+1 − xn)


[
∂τθn+1 − (∂τxn+1)(−1)n+1m0

]2
+
[
∂τθn+1 − (∂τxn+1)(−1)n+1m0

] [
∂τθn − (∂τxn)(−1)n+1m0

]
+
[
∂τθn − (∂τxn)(−1)n+1m0

]2


=
1

3

∑
n

[
(x2n+1 − x2n)

(
ȧ22n+1 + ȧ2n+1ȧ2n + ȧ22n

)
+ (x2n − x2n−1)

(
ḃ22n + ḃ2nḃ2n−1 + ḃ22n−1

)]
. (S46)

C. Dissipative action

As we discuss in main text, an important momentum relaxation mechanism is through the scattering between
domain walls and phonons give rise to a phonon drag. Here, we describe the dissipative action in the Lagrangian
coordinate. With the standard treatment [79], the dissipative action (corresponding to phonon drag force F = −γv)
is given by

Sdis =
γ

2

1

β

∑
ωm

∑
n

|ωm|xn(−ωm)xn(ωm) =
γ

4m0β

∑
ωm

∑
n

|ωm| [an(−ωm)− bn(−ωm)] [an(ωm)− bn(ωm)] . (S47)

This dissipative action is crucial in the linear-response calculations as it generates an Ohmic response.

D. Vector potential and response

In this section, we discuss the derivation of linear-response in the presence of a small vector potential A. Our goal is
to derive an effective action of A by integrating out all the fluctuating domain-wall degrees of freedom at the Gaussian
level. The quadratic coefficient of A2 term in the effective action corresponds to the linear-response coefficient.
In the presence of a vector potential, we can perform the minimal substitution: ∂xθ → ∂xθ − A. The V term

becomes

V =
∑
n

∫ n+1

n

ds(xn+1 − xn)

{
|r|
4m2

0

[
(∂xθ −A)2 −m2

0

]2
+

1

2
(∂2xθ − ∂xA)

2

}
(S48)

=
∑
n

∫ n+1

n

ds(xn+1 − xn)


|r|
4m2

0

[
(∂xθ)

2 −m2
0

]2
+ 1

2 (∂
2
xθ)

2

−A |r|
m2

0
(∂xθ)

[
(∂xθ)

2 −m2
0

]
− (∂xA)(∂

2
xθ)

+A2 |r|
2m2

0

[
3(∂xθ)

2 −m2
0

]
+ 1

2 (∂xA)
2

+O(A3), (S49)

where we keep upto A2 order in the spirit of linear response. To incorporate the response to the vector potential, we
assume that ∂xθ = (−1)n+1m0 + h(x) for xn < x < xn+1, where h(x) is a response due to A and is given by

h(x) =∂xθ − (−1)n+1m0 =
θn+1 − θn − (−1)n+1m0(xn+1 − xn)

xn+1 − xn
=

√
2

xn+1 − xn
×

{
(an+1 − an), for n is even ,

(bn+1 − bn), for n is odd .

(S50)

Thus, we expand V upto O(h2) as follows:

V ≈
∑
n

∫ n+1

n

ds(xn+1 − xn)


|r|
4m2

0

[
2(−1)n+1m0h+ h2

]2
+ 1

2 (∂xh)
2

−A |r|
m2

0
((−1)n+1m0 + h)

[
2(−1)n+1m0h+ h2

]
− (∂xA)(∂xh)

+A2 |r|
2m2

0

[
2m2

0 + 6(−1)n+1m0h+ 3h2
]
+ 1

2 (∂xA)
2

 (S51)

=
∑
n

∫ n+1

n

ds(xn+1 − xn)


|r|h2 + 1

2 (∂xh)
2

−A |r|
m2

0

(
2m2

0h
)
− (∂xA)(∂xh)

+A2 |r|
2m2

0

[
2m2

0

]
+ 1

2 (∂xA)
2

+O(h3, Ah2, A2h) (S52)
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We further ignore the terms involving ∂xh as they are not important for our purpose. The potential term becomes

V ≈
∫
dx

[
|r|A2 +

1

2
(∂xA)

2

]
+
∑
n

∫ 2n+1

2n

ds(x2n+1 − x2n)

{
2|r|

(x2n+1 − x2n)2
(a2n+1 − a2n)

2 − 2
√
2|r|A (a2n+1 − a2n)

(x2n+1 − x2n)

}

+
∑
n

∫ 2n

2n−1

ds(x2n − x2n−1)

{
2|r|

(x2n − x2n−1)2
(b2n − b2n−1)

2 − 2
√
2|r|A (b2n − b2n−1)

(x2n − x2n−1)

}
(S53)

Using Eq. (S50), the kinetic energy is expressed by:

K =
1

6

∑
n

(xn+1 − xn)


[
∂τθn+1 − (∂τxn+1)(−1)n+1m0 − (∂τxn+1)h

]2
+
[
∂τθn+1 − (∂τxn+1)(−1)n+1m0 − (∂τxn+1)h

] [
∂τθn − (∂τxn)(−1)n+1m0 − (∂τxn)h

]
+
[
∂τθn − (∂τxn)(−1)n+1m0 − (∂τxn)h

]2


=
1

3

∑
n

[
(x2n+1 − x2n)

(
ȧ22n+1 + ȧ22n + ȧ2n+1ȧ2n

)
+ (x2n − x2n−1)

(
ḃ22n−1 + ḃ22n + ḃ2n−1ḃ2n

)]
+O(a3, b3, a2b, ab2),

where the higher order terms are ignored.

Our goal is to derive an effective action SA,eff[A] by integrating out an and bn at the Gaussian level. Formally, we
consider

Φ̂†M̂ Φ̂ + ξ̂†Φ̂ + Φ̂†ξ̂

=
(
Φ̂† + ξ̂†M̂−1

)
M̂
(
Φ̂ + M̂−1ξ̂

)
− ξ̂†M̂−1ξ̂, (S54)

where Φ̂ is a 2N -dimensional vector made of an and bn (with N being the number of domain walls), ξ̂ is a 2N -

dimensional vector, and M̂ is a (2N) × (2N) matrix. ξ̂ and M̂ are functions of A. Particularly, ξ̂ vanishes when

A→ 0. Since we are interested in the correction to A2 order, we drop O(A2) in ξ̂. Similarly, we keep only the O(A0)

terms in M̂ . Moreover, we drop ∂xan and ∂xbn terms because they don’t contribute to ac conductivity or stiffness in
the limit we are interested in.

In addition, we ignore the fluctuation of the domain size and assume that xn+1 − xn = l̄. Such an assumption is
valid when the domain size is sufficiently large and the Casimir potential coefficent C ≫ 1. The action associated
with K is as follows:

SK ≈ l̄

3

∫
dτ
∑
n

[
ȧ22n+1 + ȧ22n + ȧ2n+1ȧ2n + ḃ22n−1 + ḃ22n + ḃ2n−1ḃ2n

]
(S55)

=
l̄

3

1

β

∑
ωm

∑
k

ω2
m


ã1(−ωm,−k)ã1(ωm, k) + ã0(−ωm,−k)ã0(ωm, k)

+ 1
2 ã1(−ωm,−k)ã0(ωm, k) +

1
2 ã0(−ωm,−k)ã1(ωm, k)

+b̃1(−ωm,−k)b̃1(ωm, k) + b̃0(−ωm,−k)b̃0(ωm, k)

+ ei2kl̄

2 b̃1(−ωm,−k)b̃0(ωm, k) +
e−i2kl̄

2 b̃0(−ωm,−k)b̃1(ωm, k)

 . (S56)

In the above expressions, we have assumed periodic boundary condition and introduced the Fourier modes as follows:

ã0(k) =
1√
N/2

∑
n

e−i2kl̄na2n, ã1(k) =
1√
N/2

∑
n

e−i2kl̄na2n+1, (S57)

b̃0(k) =
1√
N/2

∑
n

e−i2kl̄nb2n, b̃1(k) =
1√
N/2

∑
n

e−i2kl̄nb2n+1, (S58)

where N is the number of domains. The unit cell size is 2l̄ and contains 2 a’s and 2 b’s.
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The action associated with V is given by S ′
V + SA,0

S ′
V≈
∫
dτ
∑
n

{ 2|r|
l̄

(a2n+1 − a2n)
2 − 2

√
2|r|A (a2n+1 − a2n)

+ 2|r|
l̄

(b2n − b2n−1)
2 − 2

√
2|r|A (b2n − b2n−1)

}
(S59)

=
1

β

∑
ωm,k



2|r|
l̄

[ã0(−ωm,−k)ã0(ωm, k) + ã1(−ωm,−k)ã1(ωm, k)− ã0(−ωm,−k)ã1(ωm, k)− ã1(−ωm,−k)ã0(ωm, k)]

−
√
2|r|A(−ωn,−k) [ã1(ωn, k)− ã0(ωn, k)]−

√
2|r| [ã1(−ωn,−k)− ã0(−ωn,−k)]A(ωn, k)

+ 2|r|
l̄

[
b̃0(−ωm,−k)b̃0(ωm, k)+b̃1(−ωm,−k)b̃1(ωm, k)−e−i2kl̄b̃0(−ωm,−k)b̃1(ωm, k)−ei2kl̄b̃1(−ωm,−k)b̃0(ωm, k)

]
−
√
2|r|A(−ωn,−k)

[
e−i2kl̄b̃1(ωn, k)− b̃0(ωn, k)

]
−

√
2|r|

[
ei2kl̄b̃1(−ωn,−k)− b̃0(−ωn,−k)

]
A(ωn, k)


,

(S60)

SA,0 =

∫
dτdx

[
|r|A2 +

1

2
(∂xA)

2

]
. (S61)

Our goal is to derive the correction to the |r|A2 term in SA,0.
With the expressions of various actions, we are in the position to integrate out the an and bn variables. The

SK + S ′
V + Sdis can be expressed by

SK + S ′
V + Sdis =

1

2β

∑
ωm,k

[
Φ̂†

ωm,kM̂(ωm, k)Φ̂−ωm,−k + ξ̂†ωm,kΦ̂ωm,k + Φ̂†
ωm,k ξ̂ωm,k

]
, (S62)

where

M̂(ωm, k) =
2l̄

3
ω2
m


1 0 1/2 0

0 1 0 e−i2kl̄/2
1/2 0 1 0

0 ei2kl̄/2 0 1

+
4|r|
l̄


1 0 −1 0

0 1 0 −e−i2kl̄

−1 0 1 0

0 −ei2kl̄ 0 1

+
γ

2m0
|ωm|

 1 −1 0 0
−1 1 0 0
0 0 1 −1
0 0 −1 1

 ,
(S63)

ξ̂ωm,k =A(ωm, k)


2
√
2|r|

2
√
2|r|

−2
√
2|r|

−2
√
2|r|e−i2kl̄

 , (S64)

Φ̂ωm,k =

 a0(ωm, k)
b0(ωm, k)
a1(ωm, k)
b1(ωm, k)

 . (S65)
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The effective action for Ã is given by

SA,eff =SA,0 −
1

2β

∑
ωm,k

ξ̂†ωm,kM̂
−1(ωm, k)ξ̂ωm,k

=
2l̄|r|
β

∑
ωm,k

A(−ωm,−k)A(ωm, k)

− 1

2β

∑
ωm,k

ξ̂†ωm,kM̂
−1(ωm, k)ξ̂ωm,k. (S66)

Note that the unit cell size is 2l̄. Using Mathematica and taking the long-wavelength limits, we obtain two asymptotic
results

1

2
ξ̂†ωm,kM̂

−1(ωm, k)ξ̂ωm,k

∣∣∣∣
k=0,ωm→0

→ 16m0|r|2γl̄A(−ωm, 0)A(ωm, 0)

8m0|r|γ + (8m2
0|r|+ γ2) |ωm|l̄

, (S67)

1

2
ξ̂†ωm,kM̂

−1(ωm, k)ξ̂ωm,k

∣∣∣∣
k=0,γ=0

→ 48|r|2 l̄
24|r|+ ω2

m l̄
2
A(−ωm, 0)A(ωm, 0), (S68)

Thus, the effective action for Ã (with k = 0) is given by

SA,eff

∣∣∣∣
k=0

≡ l̄

β

∑
ωm

Q(ωm)Ã(−ωm)Ã(ωm)

=
2l̄

β

∑
ωm

|r|Ã(−ωm)Ã(ωm)− 1

2
ξ̂†ωm,kM̂

−1(ωm, k)ξ̂ωm,k

∣∣∣∣
k=0

. (S69)

With a nonzero γ, the low-frequency ac conductivity (σac) and stiffness (ρs) are given by

σac(iωm) ∝ 1

ωm
Q(ωm)

→σac(ω) ∝
i

ω

[
2|r| − 16m0|r|2γ

8m0|r|γ + (8m2
0|r|+ γ2) (−iω)l̄

]
, (S70)

→Re [σac(ω)] ∝
16m0|r|2γ

(
8m2

0|r|+ γ2
)
l̄

(8m0|r|γ)2 +
[
(8m2

0|r|+ γ2)ωl̄
]2 , (S71)

ρs ∝ Q(ωm = 0) = 0. (S72)

We note that we have performed analytic continuation from Matsubara frequencies to real frequencies. See [79] for
discussion on the analytic continuation of the phonon drag contribution in the response function. Equation (S71)
is consistent with the Drude formula in the low-frequency limit, i.e. the real part of ac conductivity is nonzero for
ω → 0.
In the absence of phonon drag (i.e., γ = 0), an and bn are decoupled in Eq. (S62). As a result, M̂ can be block

diagonalized. We can easily perform a similar analysis and show that

σac(ω)|γ=0 ∝ i

ω

(
2|r| − 2|r|2

|r| − ω2 l̄2/24

)
, (S73)

ρs|γ=0 =0, (S74)

resulting in zero superfluid stiffness and the absence of Ohmic response.

VI. SOLVING GROSS-PITAEVSKI EQUATION

To verify the linear response theory, we study the problem using a discretized Gross-Pitaevski equation (GPE),
which can simulate bosons in the semiclassical limit. First, we consider a lattice model given by

ĤLat =− J1
∑
j

(ψ∗
j+1ψj + h.c) + J2

∑
j

(ψ∗
j+2ψj + h.c) +

∑
j

(Ũ |ψj |4/2− µ|ψj |2),
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FIG. S1. Average current evolution. We prepare initial states with several values of A, and then we keep track of the time
evolution of average current (normalized to the current at t = 0) without a vector potential. The results suggest that average
current decays to a much smaller value with some oscillation. The relative oscillation amplitude gets smaller for a larger initial
value of A. L = 1200 for all the data. The numerical results are obtained by solving Gross-Pitaevskii equations with the ode89
solver in MATLAB.

where J1 > 0 and J2 > 0 denote the nearest neighbor and the second nearest neighbor hoppings respectively, and
ψj is the bosonic annihilation operator at site j, and Ũ > 0 is the onsite interaction. The kinetic energy term of the
above Hamiltonian leads to a dispersion ϵk = −2J1 cos k + 2J2 cos 2k, which yield two minima for J2/J1 > 0.25. We
choose J2/J1 = 0.4 and U/J1 = 0.8 for the parameters of our simulations. µ is chosen so that ψj = 1 is a ground

state of the Hamiltonian. We then solve the Gross-Pitaevskii equations i(d/dt)ψj = δĤLat/δψ
∗
j numerical using the

ode89 solver in MATLAB from the various initial conditions that we discuss below.
The main goal of our simulation is to confirm the Ohmic response of the finite-temperature states with a few

domain-walls. To do this, we choose initial conditions ψj = eiθj together with a choice for the phase-variable θj where
the sign of the slope of θj varies across domain walls in space. In addition, we assume that the system is subject to
a large uniform electric field for a short time, which as discussed in the previous subsection, corresponds to a tilting
of the phase profile θj → θj +Aj. The ensuing dynamics obtained from the numerical solution of the GPE, shown in
Fig. 3(a), confirms the relaxation of the phase profile to a configuration where the slopes obey the ground state value
as time progress through the simulation.

To understand the observable transport consequences of this relaxation we compute the discrete current operator
Ij = −J1Im[ψ∗

2j+1ψ2j ] + J2Im[ψ∗
2jψ2j−2 + ψ∗

2j+1ψ2j−1]. This current operator corresponds to a ladder configuration
where the sites are paired up into dimers (2j − 1, 2j) and the current Ij is between neighboring dimers. In Fig. 3(b),
we show the current profiles for a few representative times corresponding to the phase profiles in Fig. 3(b). There
are two important messages here. First, the current relaxes, suggesting a non-superfluid behavior. Second, as shown
in Fig. S1, the average current decreases substantially from the initial value, suggesting a vanishing current in the
long-time limit. The decay of current confirms the Ohmic transport as predicted by our linear response theory.

VII. HYDRODYNAMICS NEAR QUANTUM LIFSHITZ CRITICAL POINT

The effective action Seff in the real-time path integral is given by

S =

∫
dtdxL

=

∫
dtdx

[
1

2
(∂tθ)

2 − 1

2

(
∂2xθ
)2 − r

2
(∂xθ)

2 − u(∂xθ)
4

]
, (S75)

where L is the Lagrangian density, and θ is a real-valued bosonic field. The equation of motion can be derived by the
Euler-Lagrange equation (with higher order derivative terms) and is given by

δS = 0

→∂L
∂θ

− ∂

∂t

[
∂L

∂ (∂tθ)

]
− ∂

∂x

[
∂L

∂ (∂xθ)

]
+

∂2

∂x2

[
∂L

∂ (∂2xθ)

]
= 0 (S76)

→−
(
∂2t θ
)
+ r

(
∂2xθ
)
+ 4u∂x

(
(∂xθ)

3
)
−
(
∂4xθ
)
= 0

→∂t (∂tθ)− ∂x

[
r (∂xθ) + 4u (∂xθ)

3 − ∂3xθ
]
= 0. (S77)
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The conjugated momentum of θ(x) is given by

Π(x) ≡ ∂L
∂(∂tθ)

= ∂tθ. (S78)

The Hamiltonian density is given by

H = Π(∂tθ)− L =
1

2
Π2 +

1

2

(
∂2xθ
)2

+
r

2
(∂xθ)

2
+ u(∂xθ)

4. (S79)

A. Current and stress tensor

The physical density and current operators are given by

jt(x, t) =− ∂tθ −A0, (S80)

jx(x, t) =r (∂xθ) + 4u (∂xθ)
3 − ∂3xθ, (S81)

where A0 ̸= 0 corresponds to a finite density of bosons. (We define jt with a minus sign for technical convenience.)
The −A0 part of jt is the zero mode associated with the finite density of the bosons. Thus, A0 does not scale under
renormalization. The continuity equation ∂tjt + ∂xjx = 0 is ensured by the Euler-Lagrangian equation. Since the
θ-only action is derived in the high density limit, we consider a Lagrangian density with a finite A0 given by

L =
1

2
(∂tθ)

2 − 1

2

(
∂2xθ
)2 − r

2
(∂xθ)

2 − u(∂xθ)
4 +A0 (∂tθ) . (S82)

The finite-temperature scaling of sound velocity depends on whether A0 is nonzero. Again, A0 is a temperature-
independent parameter because the density should be temperature-independent. Thus, A0 does not scale under
renormalization.

To derive the energy-momentum stress tensor, we focus on translation operations. We consider xµ → xµ − aµ.
Alternatively, the field is transformed by

θ(x) → θ(x+ a) = θ(x) + aµ∂µθ(x). (S83)

In this case, the Lagrangian density is transformed in the following way, L → L+ aν∂µ (δ
µ
νL). We find that

a0
{
∂t

[
∂L

∂ (∂tθ)
(∂tθ)− L

]
+ ∂x

[
∂L

∂ (∂xθ)
(∂tθ) +

∂L
∂ (∂2xθ)

(∂x∂tθ)− ∂x

(
∂L

∂ (∂2xθ)

)
(∂tθ)

]}
+a1

{
∂t

[
∂L

∂ (∂tθ)
(∂xθ)

]
+ ∂x

[
∂L

∂ (∂xθ)
(∂xθ) +

∂L
∂ (∂2xθ)

(
∂2xθ
)
− ∂x

(
∂L

∂ (∂2xθ)

)
(∂xθ)− L

]}
= 0 (S84)

The stress tensor is defined by

Ttt =
∂L

∂ (∂tθ)
(∂tθ)− L =

1

2
(∂tθ)

2
+

1

2

(
∂2xθ
)2

+
r

2
(∂xθ)

2
+ u(∂xθ)

4 = H, (S85)

Txt =
∂L

∂ (∂tθ)
(∂xθ) = (∂tθ) (∂xθ) +A0 (∂xθ) , (S86)

Ttx =
∂L

∂ (∂xθ)
(∂tθ) +

∂L
∂ (∂2xθ)

(∂x∂tθ)− ∂x

(
∂L

∂ (∂2xθ)

)
(∂tθ) (S87)

=
[
−r (∂xθ)− 4u (∂xθ)

3
+
(
∂3xθ
)]

(∂tθ)−
(
∂2xθ
)
(∂x∂tθ) , (S88)

Txx =
∂L

∂ (∂xθ)
(∂xθ) +

∂L
∂ (∂2xθ)

(
∂2xθ
)
− ∂x

(
∂L

∂ (∂2xθ)

)
(∂xθ)− L (S89)

=− 1

2
(∂tθ)

2 − 1

2

(
∂2xθ
)2 − r

2
(∂xθ)

2 − 3u(∂xθ)
4 +

(
∂3xθ
)
(∂xθ)−A0 (∂tθ) , (S90)

We can easily check that ∂tTtt + ∂xTtx = 0 and ∂tTxt + ∂xTxx = 0.
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B. Gaussian fixed point

Now, we determine the scaling dimensions of operators and RG eigenvalues of coupling constants in the action given
by Eq. (S75). First, we focus on the scaling near the Gaussian fixed point, corresponding to

[x] = −1, [t] = −z, [θ] = − ϵ

2
, yr = 2, yu = ϵ, (S91)

where ϵ = 2− d = 1 in our case. Notice that [θ] does not explicitly depend on yr or yu. Then, we examine the scaling
dimensions of Tµν and jµ in the following.
In our theory with a finite density, A0 is a constant that does not scale under RG. Thus, [A0] = 0. We focus on the

leading scaling dimension of [Txt] and [Txx], which are given by [∂xθ] and [∂tθ] respectively. Based on dimensional
analysis, we derive

yβ =− 2, [Ttt] = 3, [Txt] =
1

2
, [Ttx] = 4,

[Txx] =
3

2
, [jt] = 0, [jx] =

5

2
. (S92)

Note that [Ttt] = z + d holds for quantum Lifshitz field theory [80, 81]. Here, z = 2 and d = 1.

C. Interacting fixed point

We are interested in the results near the interacting fixed point. We first recall the RG equations [38] at order O(ϵ)
given by

dr

dl
=2r +

3u

π

(
Λ2 − 1

2
r

)
, (S93)

du

dl
=ϵu− 9

2π
u2. (S94)

The fixed point is given by (r∗, u∗) = (−ϵΛ2/3, 2πϵ/9) (upto linear-in-ϵ order). The RG dimensions for r and

w = 9Λ2

4π(ϵ−3)r+ u are yr = 2− ϵ/3 and yw = ϵ− 2. Since u is no longer the eigen direction of the RG flow, the scaling

of u has two contributions. At the end of the calculations, we will set ϵ = 1.
Now we discuss the scaling dimensions of Tµν and jµ near the interacting fixed point. We can easily show that jt,

[Ttt], [Txt] are unchanged. Then, we use conservation laws and obtain the same scaling results for jx, [Ttx], [Txx].
Therefore, the scaling dimensions of Tµν and jµ remain the same as that in the Gaussian fixed point.

D. Free energy in quantum critical regime

To construct a hydrodynamic theory, we consider a free energy F [µ, β, v] defined by

e−βF [s,µ,β,v] = e−Lf [s,µ,β,v] = Tr
[
e−β

∫
dx(sTtt−vTxt−µjt)

]
, (S95)

where β is the inverse temperature, s is a dimensionless parameter (s is set to 1 at the end of calculations), v is the
center of mass velocity, µ is the chemical potential, L is the system size, and f is the reduced free energy density.
In this formulation, H =

∫
dxTtt (energy), P =

∫
dxTxt (momentum), and N =

∫
dxjt (particle number) are the

conserved quantity of the theory. Our goal here is to extract the scaling behavior of various hydrodynamic quantities
in the quantum critical scaling region defined by ξT < ξ (ξT is the thermal wavelength and ξ is the correlation length
of the theory).

We note that the dipole moment conservation is not explicitly implemented in this framework. The reason is that
we focus on the interacting fixed point, which does not contain exact dipole moment conservation. Using this present
framework, the Guassian fixed point and interacting fixed point yield exact the same scaling behavior. However,
the true hydrodynamics of Lifshitz point should incorporate the dipole moment conservation in constructing the free
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energy functional. We do not explore the hydrodynamics of Lifshitz point incorporating the dipole conservation in
this work.

In the quantum critical regime, the temperature dependence can be determined by the hyper-scaling. The reduced
free energy density near the critical point obeys the following scaling relation

f [s, µ, β, v] = b−df [s, µbyµ , βb−z, vbyv ], (S96)

where b is the scale parameter, z = 2 is the dynamic exponent, yv is the scaling eigenvalue of v, and yµ is the scaling
eigenvalue of µ. We can fix βb−z to a constant and rewrite the expression in terms of T = 1/β as follows

f [s, µ, β, v] = T
d
z Φ

[
s,

µ

T
yµ
z

,
v

T
yv
z

]
, (S97)

where Φ is a universal scaling function. Recall that βF = Lf , we obtain the free energy density

F [s, µ, 1/T, v]/L = T 1+ d
z Φ

[
s,

µ

T
yµ
z

,
v

T
yv
z

]
. (S98)

With the expression of the free energy density, we can derive the following expectation values:

⟨Ttt⟩ =
1

L

(
∂F

∂s

)
v,µ,T

∣∣∣∣
s=1

∼ T 1+ d
z = T 3/2 (S99)

⟨Txt⟩ =− 1

L

(
∂F

∂v

)
T,µ,s

∣∣∣∣
s=1

∼ T 1+ d−yv
z = T 1/4, (S100)

⟨jt⟩ =− 1

L

(
∂F

∂µ

)
T,v,s

∣∣∣∣
s=1

∼ T 1+
d−yµ

z = T 0, (S101)

where we have used yv = 5/2 and yµ = 3. We also assumed the translation symmetry and analyticity in the scaling
function. Using the scaling results in Eq. (S92), we derive that

⟨Ttx⟩ ∼ T 2, ⟨Txx⟩ ∼ T 3/4, ⟨jx⟩ ∼ T 1/4. (S102)

To derive [jx], we use [δjt] ∼ T 3/4 as the A0 term does not contribute.
Now, we are in the position to determine the scaling of various thermodynamic quantities. These thermodynamic

quantities are given by

δ⟨Ttt⟩/δβ =Cβ ∼ T 5/2, (S103)

δ⟨Ttt⟩/δµ =Cµ ∼ T 0, (S104)

δ⟨Txx⟩/δβ =Kβ ∼ T 7/4, (S105)

δ⟨Txx⟩/δµ =Kµ ∼ T−3/4, (S106)

δ⟨jt⟩/δβ =χβ ∼ T 7/4, (S107)

δ⟨jt⟩/δµ =χµ ∼ T−3/4, (S108)

δ⟨Txt⟩/δv =ρM ∼ T−1, (S109)

δ⟨Ttx⟩/δv =ρE ∼ T 3/4, (S110)

δ⟨jx⟩/δv =ρQ ∼ T 0, (S111)

where we have used [δjt] ∼ T 3/4 as the A0 term does not contribute. Again, we have used the scaling function Φ and
the conservation laws for energy, momentum, and charge.

Note that Cβ ̸= CT = δ⟨Ttt⟩/δT ∼ T 1/2 (CT ∼ T 1/2 is consistent with Ref. [38]). ρM ∼ 1/T is also consistent with
the magnetic susceptibility in Ref. [38]. The superfluid stiffness ρs = δ⟨jx⟩/δA, where A is the vector potential. Since
δA ∼ δ(∂xθ) (as δA is associated with a twist in the boundary condition), δA ∼ A−1

0 δ⟨Txt⟩. Thus, the superfluid

stiffness can be expressed by ρs = A0
δ⟨jx⟩
δ⟨Txt⟩ = A0

ρQ

ρM
∼ T .
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E. Sound velocity

The conservation laws for energy, momentum, and charge are given by

∂t⟨Ttt⟩+ ∂x⟨Ttx⟩ =0, (S112)

∂t⟨Txt⟩+ ∂x⟨Txx⟩ =0, (S113)

∂t⟨jt⟩+ ∂x⟨jx⟩ =0. (S114)

Using the thermodynamic relations, we obtain

δ⟨Ttt⟩ =Cβδβ + Cµδµ, (S115a)

δ⟨Ttx⟩ =ρEδv, (S115b)

δ⟨Txt⟩ =ρMδv, (S115c)

δ⟨Txx⟩ =Kβδβ +Kµδµ, (S115d)

δ⟨jt⟩ =χµδµ+ χβδβ, (S115e)

δ⟨jx⟩ =ρQδv. (S115f)

With Eq. (S115), the conservation laws can be recast as follows: Cµ 0 Cβ

0 ρM 0
χµ 0 χβ

 ∂t
 µv
β

+

 0 ρE 0
Kµ 0 Kβ

0 ρQ 0

 ∂x
 µv
β

 = 0 (S116)

Now, we use the property

δ

 ⟨Ttt⟩
⟨Txt⟩
⟨jt⟩

 =

 Cµ 0 Cβ

0 ρM 0
χµ 0 χβ

 δ
 µv
β


→δ

 µv
β

 =

 Cµ 0 Cβ

0 ρM 0
χµ 0 χβ

−1

δ

 ⟨Ttt⟩
⟨Txt⟩
⟨jt⟩

 . (S117)

We find that the conservation law can be expressed by

∂t

 ϵ
p
n

 =

 0 M4 0
M3 0 M2

0 M1 0

 ∂x
 ϵ
p
n

 , (S118)

where ϵ = ⟨Ttt⟩ is the energy density, p = ⟨Txt⟩ is the momentum density, n = ⟨jt⟩ is the number density, and

(M1,M2,M3,M4) =
(
ρQ/ρM ,

CµKβ−CβKµ

Cµχβ−Cβχµ
,
Kµχβ−Kβχµ

Cµχβ−Cβχµ
, ρE/ρM

)
. The eigenvalues of the matrix in Eq. (S118) corre-

spond to the sound velocities. We find that v = 0,±vs, where

vs =
√
M1M2 +M3M4. (S119)

The corresponding normal modes are given by

n̂0 ∝

 −M2

0
M3

 , n̂± ∝

 M4

±vs
M1

 . (S120)

Based on the scaling analysis above, M1 ∼ T , M2 ∼ T 0, M3 ∼ T−3/4, and M4 ∼ T 7/4. Thus, M1M2 ∼ T and
M3M4 ∼ T . Thus, the sound velocity vs ∼ T 1/2.

F. Digression: Luttinger liquid case

Here, we briefly discuss the conventional interacting bosons with k2 dispersion. This case corresponds to a large
positive r, which corresponds to the Luttinger liquid (z = 1). The action is given by

L′ =
1

2
(∂tθ)

2 − r

2
(∂xθ)

2
+A0 (∂tθ) . (S121)
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The scaling dimensions and the scaling eigenvalues of couplings are as follows: [θ] = 0, yr = 0, yA0
= 1, [jt] = 0,

[jx] = 1, [Ttt] = 2, [Txt] = 1. We can easily show a temperature-independent superfluid stiffness ρs ∼ T 0, which is
consistent with Luttinger liquid situation.

G. Digression: Classical gases with Lifshitz dispersion

It is also interesting to know the finite-temperature behavior in the classical gases with Lifshitz dispersion. To
study this, we construct the partition function of N classical gases with Lifshitz dispersion as follows:

Z =
1

N !

∫ N∏
i=1

[
dxidki
2π

e−β(k4
i−vki)

]
=

1

N !

[
Lβ−1/4Φ

(
vβ3/4

)]N
, (S122)

where β = 1/T is the inverse temperature and v is the velocity. We will set the v term to zero at the end of calculations.
The free energy is given by F = −T lnZ ≈ −TN ln

[
Le
N T 1/4Φ

(
v/T 3/4

)]
. The finite-temperature scaling of inertia

can be obtained by ∂2F
∂v2 ∼ T−1/2. Note that the result is qualitatively similar to the interacting quantum Lifshitz

theory, but the exponent is different.
In addition, the sound velocity scaling can be derived. To do this, we obtaine the expression of entropy through

S = −∂F
∂T and set v = 0. The entropy can be express as a function of LT 1/4/N . Then, we can easily derive the

isentropic bulk modulus Ks ∼ T , and the sound velocity vs ∼ T 1/2. Note that the sound velocity gives the same
finite-temperature scaling as the interacting quantum Lifshitz theory despite the differences in detail.

The classical theory here is an approximate description for the interacting Lifshitz theory at sufficiently high
temperature. Our results show that the inertia finite-temperature scaling is different in the high-temperature (ρM ∼
T−1/2) and in the quantum critical regime (ρM ∼ T−1), while the sound velocity has the same finite-temperature
scaling (vs ∼ T 1/2) in both regimes.

VIII. µ/ϵ0 ≪ 1 LIMIT

The 1D bosons with a double-well dispersion realize a rich phase diagram with two tunable dimensionless parameters,
γ = U/ (Bρ0) (with ρ0 being the density) and δ = µ/ϵ0. γ is the dimensionless interaction parameter analogous to
the dimensionless parameter in the Lieb-Liniger model [63]. Different from the Lieb-Liniger model, a quantum phase
transition separates γ ≪ 1 and γ ≫ 1 regimes because of the Z2 character of the double-well dispersion.
In this work, we focus only on δ ≫ 1 and ignore the fluctuation in density. We anticipate similar constrained

domain-wall motion in the general cases, including δ ≪ 1 (requiring both density and phase fields). The main
difference is that the domain walls in the δ ≪ 1 regime feature inevitable density fluctuations (related to the phase
staircases) [29]. The low-temperature symmetry-broken states still have the emergent dipole moment conservation,
and much of our analysis based on long-wavelength theory still applies, e.g., long-wavelength phonons are confined
in each domain and phonon drag. Therefore, we argue that the superfluid with double-well dispersion generically
manifests robust domain walls and slow dynamics in the symmetry-broken regime [30].
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