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We propose a bosonic quantum breakdown Hubbard model, which generalizes the Bose-Hubbard
model by adding an asymmetric breakdown interaction turning one boson into two between adjacent
sites. We show that the ground state undergoes a first-order phase transition from Mott insulator
to breakdown condensate as the breakdown interaction increases. When the normal hopping is zero,
this model has a global exponential U(1) symmetry, which is spontaneously broken by the breakdown
condensate, while the Mott-condensate transition remains first order. Surprisingly, the breakdown
condensate with spontaneously broken exponential U(1) symmetry does not have a gapless Goldstone
mode, which invalidates the Mermin-Wagner theorem and leads to stable spontaneous symmetry
breaking in 1D. Moreover, we show that the model at non-equilibrium exhibits a dynamical transition
from dielectric phase to breakdown phase with respect to the breakdown interaction. Our results
show that quantum systems with exponential symmetry can exhibit novel unexpected properties.

Symmetries are central to the classification of quantum
phases of matter. In particular, ground states with spon-
taneous broken global continuous symmetry are known to
host gapless Goldstone modes. A prototypical example
is the Bose-Hubbard model [1] for interacting bosons in
a lattice, which exhibits a superfluid phase with sponta-
neously broken global U(1) symmetry and a linear dis-
persion Goldstone mode. In dimensions d ≤ 2 (d ≤ 1) at
finite (zero) temperature, broken symmetries are gener-
ically restored by quantum fluctuations of the gapless
Goldstone modes, according to the Mermin-Wagner the-
orem [2, 3].

In recent years, the study of phases of matter has been
extended to various unconventional symmetries. For in-
stance, dipole and multiple symmetries play a vital role
in fractonic phases [4, 5], and the spontaneous breaking of
dipole and multiple symmetries gives rise to exceptional
quantum phases of matter [6–13]. Moreover, many of
these unconventional symmetries exert substantial con-
straints on the non-equilibrium many-body quantum dy-
namics, such as Hilbert space fragmentation [14–19] and
exotic relaxation hydrodynamics [20–26].

Recently, a distinct form of unconventional symmetry,
known as exponential symmetry, has garnered attention
in various contexts. The exponential U(1) symmetry is
generated by an exponential charge Q̂ =

∑
m q−mn̂m

with a certain number q ̸= 1 and n̂m being the particle
number at the m-th site. This symmetry has been found
to play a significant role in exotic ground states [27, 28],
topological phases [29–31], and constrained quantum dy-
namics [32–34]. In particular, in the quantum breakdown
model for fermions [32], the exponential U(1) symme-
try naturally arises from a spatially asymmetric break-
down interaction resembling the electrical breakdown
phenomenon, leading to many-body localization.

This motivates us to propose a 1D bosonic quantum
breakdown Hubbard model given in Eq. (1). It gener-
alizes the celebrated Bose-Hubbard model [1] by adding

a spatially asymmetric breakdown interaction J which
turns one boson in a site into two bosons in the next site
(and vice versa). The model has a global exponential
U(1) symmetry when the hopping γ = 0.

We study both the ground state phase diagram and
the non-equilibrium quantum dynamics of this model.
We find that the ground state generically exhibits a first-
order phase transition from Mott insulator to breakdown
condensate as the breakdown interaction J grows. Re-
markably, at zero hopping, the phase transition remains
first order, while the breakdown condensate sponta-
neously breaks the exponential U(1) symmetry. Most im-
portantly, we find that the spontaneously broken global
exponential U(1) symmetry does not give rise to gapless
Goldstone modes, except for a single zero mode exactly
corresponding to the exponential U(1) transformation.
This invalidates the Mermin-Wagner theorem [2, 3], in-
dicating that the spontaneous breaking of exponential
U(1) symmetry is stable in any dimension d > 0. We
also reveal a dynamical transition from a dielectric phase
to a breakdown phase in the non-equilibrium quantum
dynamics of the model as J increases, similar to [32].
Our results reveal unexpected novel properties of quan-
tum matter with exponential symmetry.

Model. Inspired by the quantum breakdown model for
fermions [32], we propose the bosonic quantum breakdown
Hubbard model in a one-dimensional (1D) lattice of L
sites. Each site m has a boson mode with annihilation
and creation operators âm, â†m. The Hamiltonian is:

H =−
L−1∑
m=1

[
γâ†m+1âm + J(â†m+1)

2âm + h.c.
]

+

L∑
m=1

[
−µn̂m +

U

2
n̂m(n̂m − 1)

]
,

(1)

where n̂m = â†mâm is the boson number on site m, and
h.c. represents Hermitian conjugate. γ ≥ 0 (real) is the
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nearest neighbor hopping, µ is the chemical potential,
and U > 0 is the on-site Hubbdard interaction. Addi-
tionally, there is a spatially asymmetric interaction J ≥ 0
(real) called the breakdown interaction [32], which in-
duces a progressive proliferation (reduction) of bosons to
the right (left) direction. This resembles the Townsend
avalanche of numbers of particles (electrons and ions) in
the electrical breakdown of dielectric gases. In ultracold
atoms, such breakdown interaction for bosons has been
studied in two-site systems, to elucidate the many-body
chemical reactions of formation of diatomic molecules
from atomic condensation [35–40]. In our model Eq. (1),
the Hubbard interaction U > 0 ensures the total energy
is lower bounded.

Exponential symmetry. When γ > 0 and J > 0, the
model has no symmetry other than translation symmetry.
However, additional global symmetry exists in the two
cases below.

At J = 0 and γ > 0, the model in Eq. (1) reduces
to the celebrated Bose-Hubbard model [1], which has a
global U(1) symmetry âm → eiφâm corresponding to the
conserved boson number N̂tot =

∑
m n̂m.

At J > 0 and γ = 0, the model has a symmetry depen-
dent on the boundary condition. For the open boundary
condition (OBC) that we assumed in Eq. (1), the model
also has a global exponential U(1) symmetry given by

âm → eiφm âm , φm = 2L−mφL (1 ≤ m ≤ L), (2)

with φL ∈ [0, 2π), and the associated conserved U(1)

charge is Q̂(OBC) =
∑L

m=1 2
L−mn̂m. If one instead im-

poses periodic boundary condition (PBC), Eq. (2) would
still be a symmetry if φL = 2φ1 mod 2π, which re-
quires φL = 2πp

2L−1
, p ∈ Z. Thus, the model has a global

Z2L−1 symmetry, and accordingly the conserved charge

is Q̂(PBC) = Q̂(OBC) mod (2L − 1). This is similar to
other PBC models with exponential symmetry studied
recently [28–30]. In the limit L → ∞, both OBC and
PBC effectively have a U(1) symmetry. Note that this
U(1) charge does not commute with translation, although
the Hamiltonian is translationally invariant.

Ground-state phase diagram. We now investigate the
ground state of our model Eq. (1). Our starting point is
γ = J = 0, where the system comprises decoupled sites,
and the ground state is a Mott insulator (MI) with an
integer number of bosons ⟨n̂m⟩ = n ∈ Z per site when
n− 1 ≤ µ/U ≤ n.
When J = 0, which reduces to the Bose-Hubbard

model [1], for fixed µ > 0, the mean-field ground state is
known to undergo a U(1) spontaneous symmetry break-
ing (SSB) phase transition from MI to a boson conden-
sate superfluid as γ/U increases, characterized by the
continuous transition of the order parameter ϕm = ⟨âm⟩
from zero to nonzero. The superfluid phase exhibits a
gapless Goldstone mode with linear dispersion. By the
Mermin-Wagner theorem [2, 3], the SSB of superfluid

FIG. 1. (a) The ground state phase diagram of the model in
Eq. (1) at γ = 0, and we set U = 1. The colormap shows
the order parameter ϕ. (b) The ground state density ⟨n̂m⟩
and (c) a possible phase angle configuration θm = arg[ϕm] in
the breakdown condensate (J/U = 0.2 and µ/U = 1.5). The
Gutzwiller mean-field ground state is calculated with Nmax =
20 and L = 20.

becomes only quasi-long range ordered at zero tempera-
ture in 1D, due to quantum fluctuations of the Goldstone
modes.
To extend the mean field theory to generic t and J ,

we employ a spatially dependent Gutzwiller mean-field
ansatz wavefunction [41, 42]:

|Φ⟩ =
L∏

m=1

(
Nmax∑
n=0

Cm,n
(â†m)n√

n!

)
|0⟩ , (3)

where |0⟩ is the vacuum state, and we truncate the al-
lowed boson number per site at some large enough Nmax.
We numerically minimize the energy density (for OBC)

EΦ({Cm,n}) = ⟨Φ|H|Φ⟩
L⟨Φ|Φ⟩ with respect to the complex vari-

ational parameters Cm,n, and find the mean field ground
state |Φgs⟩ [43]. We then define the local complex order
parameter ϕm and its mean magnitude ϕ as

ϕm =
⟨Φgs|âm|Φgs⟩
⟨Φgs|Φgs⟩

= |ϕm|eiθm , ϕ =
1

L

L∑
m=1

|ϕm|. (4)

We also calculate the boson filling per site ⟨n̂m⟩ =
⟨Φgs|n̂m|Φgs⟩
⟨Φgs|Φgs⟩ . At J = 0, this reproduces the phase di-

agram of the Bose-Hubbard model [1] with respect to
µ/U and t/U .
In the γ = 0 case, which has the exponential U(1)

symmetry in Eq. (2), the ground state phase diagram
with respect to µ/U and J/U is shown in Fig. 1. We
find the order parameter magnitude |ϕm| and the filling
⟨n̂m⟩ are always spatially uniform in the bulk [Fig. 1(b)].
At small J/U , there are isolated domes of MI phases
with ϕ = 0 and integer fillings ⟨n̂m⟩ = n ∈ Z. The
large J/U space outside the MI phases is in a phase with
order parameter ϕ > 0 and thus U(1) SSB, which we
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call the breakdown condensate phase. The phase angles
θm = arg(ϕm) in Eq. (4) are locked to satisfy θm = 2θm+1

mod 2π as shown in Fig. 1(c). Therefore, by U(1) phase
rotation in Eq. (2), one can rotate the order parameter
into θm = 0, after which ϕm = ϕ > 0 is real positive and
uniform.

Unexpectedly, we find the phase boundary in Fig. 1(a)
between MI and the SSB breakdown condensate in the
γ = 0 case is everywhere of the first order. This can be
seen in Fig. 2(c), where ϕ jumps discontinuously from
zero to nonzero at the phase boundary. This is due to
the competition between different energy minima exist-
ing in the ϕ space. This is in sharp contrast with the
J = 0 Bose-Hubbard model case, in which ϕ is known
to undergo a continuous second-order phase transition at
the phase boundary [Fig. 2(b)].

In the generic case γ > 0 and J > 0, the absence of
global symmetry other than translation forces the phase
boundaries between translationally invariant phases to be
of the first order. Indeed, for fixed µ, we find two phases:
MI and breakdown condensate, which are separated by
a first-order phase boundary for γ > 0 and J > 0, as
shown in Fig. 2(a). The bulk of breakdown condensate
has ϕm = ϕ being real and positive. The only second-
order phase transition point is the Bose-Hubbard model
phase transition on the γ/U axis at J = 0 [Fig. 2(b)], for
which the breakdown condensate reduces to the super-
fluid phase.

Excitations. To examine the low-energy excitations
in the breakdown condensate, we consider the order pa-
rameter of the form ϕm =

√
ρ̄+ δρmeiδθm , with phase

fluctuations δθm and density fluctuations δρm. The
Lagrangian for model Eq. (1) with OBC reads L =
1
2

∑L
m=1(iϕ

∗
m∂tϕm−iϕm∂tϕ

∗
m)−⟨H⟩ = L0+δL, where L0

is the Lagrangian of the mean field ground state with con-
stant particle density ρ̄ = ϕ2 > 0. Deep in the breakdown
condensate phase, which is well described by a coherent
state obeying âm|Φ⟩ = ϕm|Φ⟩, ρ̄ satisfies the saddle-point
equation µ + 2γ + 3J

√
ρ̄ − Uρ̄ = 0, and the Lagrangian

fluctuation δL expanded to the second order (up to total
derivatives) reads

δL ≈ −
L∑

m=1

[
δρm∂tδθm +

U

2
δρ2m

]
−

L−1∑
m=1

[
Jρ̄

3
2 (δθm − 2δθm+1)

2 + γρ̄(δθm − δθm+1)
2

+
J

4
√
ρ̄
(δρ2m − 4δρmδρm+1) +

γ

4ρ̄
(δρm − δρm+1)

2
]

= −δρT∂tδθ − δθTMθδθ − 1

4
δρTMρδρ ,

(5)

where we have defined δθ ≡ (δθ1, · · · , δθL)T and δρ ≡
(δρ1, · · · , δρL)T , while the coefficients are rewritten into
matrices Mθ which is non-negative and Mρ which is pos-
itive definite [43]. Integrating out δρm yields an effective

FIG. 2. (a) The ground state phase diagram at fixed U = 1
and µ/U = 1.5. (b) The order parameter ϕ at J = 0 versus
γ/U (reduced to the Bose-Hubbard model). (c) The order
parameter ϕ at γ = 0 versus J/U . The calculation is done
with Nmax = 20 and L = 20.

Lagrangian δLeff = ∂tδθ
TM−1

ρ ∂tδθ − δθTMθδθ. Conse-
quently, the Euler-Lagrange equation reads

∂2
t δθ(t) = −Dδθ(t) , D = MρMθ . (6)

The excitation energies ω are square roots of the eigen-
values of the above dynamical matrix D.
Fig. 3 shows the excitation spectrum for L = 50 with

OBC at different J and γ. At J = 0 and γ > 0, we obtain
a linear dispersion gapless Goldstone mode as expected
in the conventional superfluid. At J > 0 and γ ≥ 0,
we generically find a fully gapped bulk spectrum with
δθm eigenmodes extended in the bulk [blue thin lines in
Fig. 3(a)-(d)], and a single in-gap low-lying edge mode
with δθm exponentially localized at the left edge [red bold
lines in Fig. 3(a)-(d)].

Specifically, when J > 0 and γ = 0, in which case
the model has the exponential U(1) symmetry in Eq. (2)
spontaneously broken by the breakdown condensate, the
single edge mode of the breakdown condensate reaches
zero energy, while the bulk spectrum remains gapped.
The edge mode is given by δθm = 2−mδθ0, which is
exactly the exponential U(1) phase rotation, thus has
zero energy. Therefore, there is no gapless Goldstone
mode other than the symmetry transformation. Impor-
tantly, the absence of gapless excitations invalidates the
Mermin-Wagner theorem, and thus we expect the sponta-
neous exponential U(1) symmetry breaking of the break-
down condensate to survive up to a finite critical tem-
perature Tc.
The absence of gapless Goldstone mode originates from

non-commutation of the exponential U(1) charge with
translation, which can be seen as follows. By a similar-
ity transformation δθm = 2−mαm, the exponential U(1)
transformation Eq. (2) becomes homogeneously αm →
αm + φ0. Taking the continuum limit αm(t) → α(x, t),
we find the effective Lagrangian at γ = 0 has the inho-
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FIG. 3. (a) The excitation energy spectra of Eq. (6) in
the breakdown condensate with OBC. The parameters are
fixed at U = 1, J + γ = 0.15U and µ/U = 1.5. (b-d)
Eigen-wavefunctions of the dynamical matrix D for param-
eters marked as points in (a). In all panels, bulk states are
denoted by blue lines, while the red line denotes the lowest
eigenstate which is the only edge mode when J > 0.

mogeneous form δLeff ≈ g(x)
[
(∂tα)

2 − v2(∂xα)
2
]
, where

g(x) ≈ g(0)e−2x/ξ with ξ = 1
ln 2 and v > 0. This resem-

bles a massless Klein-Gordon field in a curved spacetime,
which yields an Euler-Lagrange equation(

v−2∂2
t − ∂2

x + 2ξ−1∂x
)
α = 0 . (7)

This corresponds to the celebrated Hatano-Nelson model
[44, 45], a non-Hermitian dynamical matrix that has

a gapped real energy spectrum ω = v
√
ξ−2 + k2

(with k real) under OBC, with eigenmodes α(x, t) =

α0e
(ξ−1+ik)x−iωt exhibiting the non-Hermitian skin effect

[46]. Note that such eigenmodes are bulk plane waves
δθ(x, t) = δθ0e

ikx−iωt when transformed back to the δθm
basis. The zero energy mode α(x, t) = α0 corresponds to
the edge mode in the δθm basis.

Quantum dynamics. In the fermionic quantum break-
down model in Ref. [32], a dynamical transition resem-
bling the electrical breakdown is revealed. We now inves-
tigate such breakdown transition in the dynamical evolu-
tion of the bosonic model in Eq. (1). We restrict ourselves
to the γ = 0 case with OBC, for which we can do exact
diagonalization (ED) in a certain charge sector of the ex-
ponential U(1) charge Q̂OBC, which is finite dimensional
for finite lattice size L.
We specifically focus on the quench dynamics of the

state |Ψ0⟩ = â†1|0⟩ with only a single boson at the first

site, which is in the Q̂OBC = 2L−1 charge sector. In our
ED we take L = 7, and this charge sector has a Hilbert
space dimension dQ = 1828. We set µ < 0, such that
the ground state in the J/U → 0 limit is the particle
vacuum |0⟩, resembling the dielectrics before electrical
breakdown. We calculate the evolution of the boson num-
ber ⟨n̂m(t)⟩ = ⟨Ψ0|eiHtn̂me−iHt|Ψ0⟩ at each site with re-
spect to time t, and define the long-time average of the

boson number as nm = limT→∞
1
T

∫ T

0
dt⟨n̂m(t)⟩. If the

breakdown happens, one expects the boson on site 1 to

FIG. 4. (a) The dynamical breakdown transition as J in-
creases, where we set µ = −1, U = 1, γ = 0, and L = 7, with
the initial state |Ψ0⟩ = â†

1 |0⟩. The colored lines are the time-
averaged (over time T = 103) boson numbers nm on site m.
(b) and (c) The time evolution of the boson numbers ⟨n̂m(t)⟩
when J = 0.2 and J = 3.0 respectively.

evolve into many bosons on later sites.
Fig. 4(a) shows nm calculated over time T = 103,

where we fix µ = −1, U = 1. A clear breakdown transi-
tion at J/U ≈ 0.7 can be observed. When J/U < 0.7, the
system is in the dielectric phase with the boson bounded
at the site m = 1. When J/U > 0.7, the system enters
the breakdown phase where the m > 1 sites are filled
with many bosons. Fig. 4(b) and (c) show the time evo-
lution of ⟨n̂m(t)⟩ in the dielectric and breakdown phases,
respectively.
The breakdown transition can be understood as fol-

lows. Via the hopping from one boson on site 1 to two
bosons on site 2, the system approximately gains an en-

ergy 2|⟨0| (â2)
2

√
2
Hâ†1|0⟩| = 2

√
2J . However, the two-boson

state costs an on-site energy U − µ more than the one-
boson state. Thus, the breakdown happens only if the
energy gain is larger:

2
√
2J > U − µ , (8)

which approximately agrees with the breakdown transi-
tion observed in Fig. 4(a).
Furthermore, we find the level spacing statistics of

the charge sector shows a crossover from Poisson to
Wigner-Dyson as J/U increases [43]. We thus expect the
model to be quantum chaotic in the breakdown phase,
quickly approaching thermal equilibrium. This agrees
with Fig. 4(c) in the breakdown phase, where the boson
on site 1 decays in a time scale ∼ J−1, after which the
system is approximately in equilibrium.
Discussions. We have shown that the ground state

of 1D bosonic quantum breakdown Hubbard model ex-
hibits Mott insulator phases and a breakdown conden-
sate phase, separated by a first-order phase boundary.
Most strikingly, at zero hopping (γ = 0), the breakdown
condensate spontaneously breaks the global exponential
U(1) symmetry in Eq. (2), but has no gapless Goldstone
mode, which effectively maps to a non-Hermitian dynam-
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ical matrix of massless bosons in curved spacetime[47].
This invalidates the Mermin-Wagner theorem and stabi-
lizes the condensate in 1D. We expect similar conclu-
sions to hold in higher dimensional generalizations of
our model. An intriguing future question is to investi-
gate generic conditions for spontaneous global symmetry
breaking without gapless Goldstone modes. We also re-
veal a breakdown transition in the quench dynamics of
our model. This property may be utilized as a parti-
cle detector in theoretical studies. It will also be greatly
interesting to explore the realization of such models in
experimental platforms such as ultracold atoms [35, 36].
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THE SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIALS

Coefficient matrices in the effective Lagrangian

In the main text, we have derived an effective La-
grangian to describe the low-energy phase fluctuations
of the breakdown condensate. This Lagrangian is given
by

δLeff = ∂tδθ
TM−1

ρ ∂tδθ − δθTMθδθ. (9)

In this section, we provide explicit formulations for the
coefficient matrices Mρ and Mθ of dimension L×L, with
L being the lattice length. These expressions are ex-
tracted directly from Eq. (5) in the main text. With I
being the identity matrix of dimension L, the expressions
are given by

Mρ = 2UI+
J√
ρ̄


1 −2
−2 1 −2

. . .
. . .

. . .

−2 1 −2
−2 0

+
γ

ρ̄


1 −1
−1 2 −1

. . .
. . .

. . .

−1 2 −1
−1 1

 ,

Mθ = Jρ̄
3
2


1 −2
−2 5 −2

. . .
. . .

. . .

−2 5 −2
−2 4

+ γρ̄


1 −1
−1 2 −1

. . .
. . .

. . .

−1 2 −1
−1 1

 .

(10)

The level spacing statistics of the Q̂OBC = 2L−1

charge sector

In this section, we employ exact diagonalization tech-
niques to study the level spacing statistics of the γ = 0

bosonic quantum breakdown Hubbard model. Specifi-
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FIG. 5. The distribution P (r) of rn for varying values of J/U in the Q̂OBC = 2L−1 charge sector, with fixed parameters set as
U = 1, µ = −1, and L = 8.

FIG. 6. The mean value r for varying values of J/U .

particular charge sector is also investigated in the main

text from a dynamical viewpoint.
To study the statistics of level spacing, we calculate the

ratio of consecutive level spacings and then compare the
resulting distribution with the established outcomes of
the Poisson and Wigner-Dyson distributions. Assuming
that En is the n-th energy level of the ordered energy
spectrum in the charge sector Q̂OBC = 2L−1, we compute
the quantity

rn =
min(sn−1, sn)

max(sn−1, sn)
, (11)

where sn = En+1 −En. Then the distributions of rn for
different choices of J/U are compared with the results
of the random matrix theory [48, 49]. As shown in Fig.
5, as the parameter J/U increases, the distribution of
rn transitions from a Poisson distribution to a Wigner-
Dyson distribution of the Gaussian orthogonal ensemble
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(GOE). This crossover is also manifested in the mean
value r = ⟨rn⟩, which undergoes an increase from the
Poisson value 0.386 to the GOE value 0.536 [Fig. 6].
These results indicate that the model is quantum chaotic
in the breakdown condensate phase.

Numerical calculation of the phase diagram

In the main text, we employ the spatially dependent
Gutzwiller wavefunction to variationally find the mean-
field ground state. As introduced in the main text, the
wavefunction ansatz is given by

|Φ⟩ =
L∏

m=1

(
Nmax∑
n=0

Cm,n
(â†m)n√

n!

)
|0⟩ . (12)

Under this assumption, the local complex coherent field
ϕa,m = ⟨âm⟩ can be expressed as

ϕa,m =
⟨Φ|âm|Φ⟩
⟨Φ|Φ⟩

=

∑Nmax−1
n=0 C∗

m,nCm,n+1

√
n+ 1∑Nmax

n=0 |Cm,n|2
.(13)

Similarly, the local pairing function ϕaa,m = ⟨âmâm⟩ is
given by

ϕaa,m =
⟨Φ|âmâm|Φ⟩

⟨Φ|Φ⟩

=

∑Nmax−2
n=0 C∗

m,nCm,n+2

√
(n+ 1)(n+ 2)∑Nmax

n=0 |Cm,n|2
.

(14)

The expression is similar for the density operator:

⟨n̂m⟩ = ⟨Φ|â†mâm|Φ⟩
⟨Φ|Φ⟩

=

∑Nmax

n=0 n |Cm,n|2∑Nmax

n=0 |Cm,n|2
. (15)

As a result, the energy density of this wavefunction is

EΦ({Cm,n}) =
⟨Φ|H|Φ⟩
L ⟨Φ|Φ⟩

=
1

L

L∑
m=1

∑Nmax

n=0 [−µn+ Un(n− 1)/2] |Cm,n|2∑Nmax

n=0 |Cm,n|2

− γ

L

L−1∑
m=1

(ϕa,mϕ∗
a,m+1 + ϕ∗

a,mϕa,m+1)

− J

L

L−1∑
m=1

(ϕa,mϕ∗
aa,m+1 + ϕ∗

a,mϕaa,m+1).

(16)

Numerically minimizing this energy function with re-
spect to the complex variational parameters Cm,n pro-
vides the ground-state phase diagram of the γ = 0
bosonic quantum breakdown Hubbard model, which is
shown in Fig.1(a) of the main text.
As for Fig. 2(a) in the main text, the optimization of

the energy function involves three different assumptions
of the variational parameter space: real positive, real,
and complex variational parameters. The final results
are then selected from these three outcomes by compar-
ing the resulting ground-state energies. This comparison
approach effectively mitigates the potential convergence
to local minima above the global minimum of the en-
ergy function. In particular, when J > 0 and γ > 0,
the results restricted in the space of real positive vari-
ational parameters produce the minimum energy of the
breakdown condensate phase. This observation indicates
that in the breakdown condensate phase, ϕm > 0 is real
positive.
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