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Dissipative Superfluidity in a Molecular Bose-Einstein Condensate
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Motivated by recent experimental realization of a Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) of dipolar molecules, we
develop superfluid transport theory for a dissipative BEC to show that a weak uniform two-body loss can induce
phase rigidity, leading to superfluid transport of bosons even without repulsive interparticle interactions. A gen-
eralized f-sum rule is shown to hold for a dissipative superfluid as a consequence of weak U(1) symmetry. We
also demonstrate that dissipation enhances the stability of a molecular BEC with dipolar interactions. Possible
experimental situations for measuring the superfluid fraction and the spectral function are discussed.

Introduction.— The term superfluidity represents a collec-
tion of extraordinary phenomena such as zero viscosity, quan-
tized circulation, and the nonclassical rotational inertia [1],
which have been actively studied in condensed matter physics
and atomic physics [2-8]. A distinctive feature of super-
fluidity, as opposed to Bose-Einstein condensation, is the
phase rigidity, which imposes a free-energy penalty against
the phase twist [2] and is usually caused by interparticle inter-
actions. Motivated by the studies of open quantum systems in
ultracold atomic gases [9—12], in particular by the recent ex-
perimental realization of a dissipative Bose-Einstein conden-
sate (BEC) of heteronuclear molecules [13], we revisit this
issue and find that the phase rigidity is reinforced rather than
weakened by dissipation.

Quantum gases of dipolar molecules, which serve as a plat-
form to realize clean and controllable long-range interacting
systems, have received considerable attention in the fields of
many-body physics and quantum simulation [13-30]. How-
ever, heteronuclear molecules inevitably suffer the two-body
loss due to chemical reactions, which is particularly serious
for bosonic molecules [19, 21, 31-34]. Recently, with the de-
velopment of the microwave shielding [13, 23, 25, 35, 36],
the first experimental realization of a BEC of heteronuclear
molecules has been reported [13]. It is of fundamental in-
terest to understand whether or not superfluidity exists under
two-body loss in such BECs, since dissipation may deterio-
rate the phase coherence of a superfluid. While superfluid
transport theory has been well established in closed quantum
systems, its extension to dissipative open quantum systems is
limited [37, 38]. This gap underscores the necessity of inves-
tigating dissipative superfluids in open quantum systems.

In this Letter, we develop a theory of a dissipative superfluid
for a molecular BEC in the presence of the dipole-dipole inter-
action and uniform two-body loss. In particular, we elucidate
that dissipation can induce the phase rigidity and hence su-
perfluidity even without interparticle interactions. We use the
Schwinger-Keldysh theory of open quantum systems to show
that the normal fluid density vanishes starting from a BEC at
absolute zero even in the presence of dissipation. This implies
that the atom-loss-induced dissipation is fundamentally differ-

ent from other types of dissipation due to, e.g., thermal noise.
We also show that the quantum depletion is induced by dissi-
pation and nonzero even without interactions. The underlying
physics is that the atom loss induces an effective repulsion
between bosons. In contrast to a previous study [11], we fo-
cus on the dynamics of the superfluid density in the presence
of two-body loss instead of steady states under single-particle
loss and gain.

Furthermore, we derive a generalized f-sum rule that is
applicable to dissipative open quantum systems as a conse-
quence of weak U(1) symmetry [39] of the Lindbladian even
in the absence of particle-number conservation. We also study
the stability of a dissipative molecular BEC by investigating
elementary excitations and find that dissipation can effectively
enhance the stability of the molecular BEC with the dipolar in-
teraction. Lastly, we discuss possible experimental situations
to test the predicted superfluid density and spectral function.

Dissipation-induced phase rigidity.— We consider a three-
dimensional gas of dipolar bosons [40, 41] described by the
Hamiltonian
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where m is the mass of a single boson, Ur > 0 is the strength
of the contact interaction, cg4q is that of the dipole-dipole in-
teraction, a,. is the annihilation operator of a boson at position
T, T2 := 11 — rg, and cos := Z - ri2/|r12|. Here we as-
sume that all the dipoles are polarized along the z-axis. The
dissipative dynamics induced by two-body loss of molecules
can be described by the Lindblad equation [42]
% = Lp=—i[H,p] - % / &*r({L} Ly, p} — 2LppL}),
3)
where p is the density matrix of the bosonic molecules, L is
the Lindbladian, and the Lindblad operator L,. = ai describes
a two-body loss at position = with the loss rate v > 0.



We first investigate the nature of the superfluidity of a dis-
sipative BEC by using an effective field theory. We begin
with a BEC at absolute zero at infinite past and switch on the
two-body loss. We consider the path-integral representation
of Eq. (3) on the Schwinger-Keldysh contour with the action
given by [43]
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where we use the subscript + and — to label the forward and
backward contours and ¢, = @, (7, t) stands for a bosonic
field. Here the Hamiltonian H,, is given by replacing a, (a.)
in Eq. (1) with @, (7, 1) (05(7, 1), Lra = ©a(r,t)? and
Lyo = @5 (r,1)? with « = +. We note that the action (4)
has a weak U(1) symmetry [39], i.e., invariance under ¢, —
©0ae", which keeps the density matrix remain block-diagonal
in the particle-number representation, while the system does
not conserve the particle number [44]. With the action, we
introduce the Keldysh partition function [43]:
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We assume that the system undergoes Bose-Einstein conden-
sation, in which the order parameter is determined by the
saddle-point condition of the action. Then, we can decom-
pose the bosonic fields as [45]

Po(t) (L + a(r,1))e’? 1),
po() (L + da(r,t))e =m0 (6)

@a(r, t) =
Pa(r,t)

where ¢(t) is the saddle point of the action. The fields
¢o and 6, denote the fluctuation of the amplitude and that
of the phase of the bosonic field on the contour a. Phys-
ically, the amplitude field ¢ represents the Higgs mode
while the phase field 6 represents the Nambu-Goldstone
(NG) mode. The saddle-point solution is given by ¢o(t) =

no(t) exp(—i fot dt'u(t")) with ng being the number den-
sity of the condensate bosons and u(t) := ng(t)(Ur —
8mcqq/3) representing the time-dependent frequency of the
phase of the condensate. Substituting Eq. (6) into the action
(4), we have the action S(¢, ¢_,04,0_) as a function of the
phase and amplitude fluctuations. Consequently, the Keldysh
partition function is rewritten as

Z= /D[¢+7¢—,9+,6_]eis(¢+a¢—79+,9_)- %

Now we move on to investigate the superfluid density.
Since the superfluid part is only related to the gapless phase
fluctuation, we focus on the effective field theory of the NG
mode in the system. Since the interaction (dissipation) terms
give rise to a real (imaginary) gap for the amplitude mode, we
integrate out the amplitude fields if either of them is nonzero,

obtaining the effective action for the phase mode [46]
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where we define VA, := V6, + t(r). Here the function
P(r) satisfying V - ¥(r) = 2ymy? stands for a loss of
particles into an environment, as shown below. The deriva-
tion of the effective action is shown in Supplemental Mate-
rial [47]. The quadratic effective action (8) exhibits the phase
rigidity and consequently leads to superfluidity. To show
the superfluid component in the open system, we twist the
phases on both the forward and backward contours. These
phase twists can be related to the superfluid velocity as [2]
v, = aVl,/m. The current density is given by the average
of the current operator, i.e.,

5= 3l +3-) = 57 [ DlesIDle-ls + 506, ©

where v, = —v_ = v, and the current density on each con-
tour is defined as j, = —3.5/d(mw, ). The superfluid density
is defined as p, := 07 /dv,, which is determined by the coeffi-
cient before the quadratic term of the superfluid velocity v, in
the effective action (8). From the effective action, we obtain
the superfluid density

ps = |pol* = no. (10)

Here we can see the origin of the term containing %) in the
action (8) from the continuity equation given by

= Ve i=-V-Goti) QD
where j; = |¢o|?vs is the superfluid current induced by the
external perturbation and j4 = |¢o|%1)/m represents the flow
of particles to the environment, which results in the loss of
particles. Therefore, the term related to ¢)(r) is identified with
the dissipative current induced by two-body loss [43, 48] and
does not contribute to the superfluid transport.

Here we point out that the dissipation itself can induce the
phase rigidity and hence superfluidity even without interac-
tions. This is because the two-body loss induces an imaginary
gap for the amplitude modes ¢,, so that we can consider the
amplitude modes to vanish in the long-time limit. Therefore,
we can safely integrate these modes and consider the effec-
tive field theory for the phase modes. For a free bosonic sys-
tem, the amplitude modes are gapless, leading to the break-
down of the effective action (8). In closed systems, repul-
sive interactions are necessary for superfluidity since they sup-
press density fluctuations and ensure a finite compressibil-
ity [49]. In the dissipative superfluidity considered here, the
two-body loss suppresses the density fluctuation by eliminat-
ing particles predominantly from where the density is higher
than the average. This suppression of density fluctuation leads
to the phase rigidity and hence superfluidity. Similar effec-
tive repulsive interactions induced by dissipation have been



discussed in the context of the quantum Zeno effect [50-
52]. We note that the number density decays with time as
n(t) ~ n(0)/(1 + 2yn(0)t) [38]. Hence, the superfluid den-
sity in a dissipative BEC will also decay with time.

Quantum depletion.—To vindicate the superfluidity in a
dissipative BEC, we perform the Bogoliubov analysis by em-
ploying the mean-field approximation with ag;+ = ap— =
ag_ = ag, ~ v N where ag represents the annihilation oper-
ator of a boson with zero momentum. Here we omit the time
evolution of the phase of the condensate since it only con-
tributes to dissipative currents. Let us here consider a quasi-
steady state where yn(0)T < 1 with T being the observation
time such that n can approximately be considered as a con-
stant over a certain time. Under the quasi-steady-state approx-
imation, we calculate the quantum depletion defined as np :=
Zk?ﬂ)(a;rcak)/v, where V is the volume of the system. To
this end, we generalize the phase stiffness [2] to the open
quantum system by Q. = (—1/(2V))0?F/0v,0vy, where
Flv] = —ilog Z[v] is the Keldysh partition function (7) per-
turbed by a velocity field v (see Supplemental Material [47]
for detail). The phase stiffness is related to the superfluid den-
sity np in the quantum depletion as Q = mn,p [2], where Q
is the phase stiffness averaged over angles. As aresult, we find
that the normal fluid density vanishes and hence nsp = np
if one starts the dissipative dynamics from a BEC at absolute
zero [47]. This result indicates that the two-body loss should
be distinguished from thermal noise, which increases the nor-
mal fluid density. The underlying physics is that the two-body
loss can induce an imaginary gap which gives rise to a phase
rigidity. Combining with Eq. (10), we arrive at the conclusion
that all bosons contribute to the superfluid transport.

We next discuss the expression of the quantum depletion
density. In the weak-dissipation limit Ug >> <, the quantum
depletion density has no linear correction of ~y:
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where 7 ~ 0.76, and hq(e4q) and ho(egq) are functions of
the ratio e4q := 8mcqq/3UR, satisfying hy(0) = ho(0) = 1
and hy(x), ha(x) > 1 for z > 0. This quantum depletion can
be also expressed in terms of the complex scattering length
[53, 54]
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In the case of v = 0, Eq. (12) reduces to the standard result [6,
55]:np = #(nar)?’/? In the weak-interaction limit Up <
7, the quantum depletion density is given by
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which indicates that the effective repulsion caused by dissipa-
tion induces quantum depletion even without interaction be-
tween bosons. According to the definition of the complex
scattering length in Eq. (13), the quantum depletion density
for Ur = 0 can be expressed as np = 5=I' (%) (na;)*/?. By
measuring the imaginary part of the complex scattering length
from the scattering cross section [56-58], we can verify this
prediction. We note that our results (12) and (14) are derived
from the space-averaged phase stiffness. In the presence of
the dipole-dipole interaction, the phase stiffness is spatially
anisotropic [47].

f-sum rule.— The f-sum rule plays a fundamental role in
the superfluid transport theory [6]. It is a consequence of
the particle-number conservation and not expected to hold in
dissipative superfluids. Here we show that weak U(1) sym-
metry leads to a generalized f-sum rule in the present case.
We begin with the commutator between the density operator
Pk = Zp ai,ap_k and the time-evolved one:

[0k, LT (pr)] = 2ier N, (15)

where N is the total particle-number operator and ¢, =
|k|?/2m is the kinetic energy. Note that the right-hand side
of Eq. (15) is independent of the strength v of dissipation.
This implies that a generalized f-sum rule in open quantum
systems holds as in closed systems. We use this identity to
show that

/d—“ L(k,w,to) = N(to) (16)
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where N (to) represents the total particle number at an ar-
bitrary time o, and v*(k,w,to) is the longitudinal compo-
nent of the current-current correlation function defined as
Pyi’j(ka w, to) = m<f dteiwt[jg(k> to + t)?jg (7ka tO)]> with
J+ being the total current of the system [47, 48], given by

7

2m (n

Jt (Vaiar — aIVar) + jga(r).

Here jq(r) =~ [ ‘é—: I::ﬁ/lsai,ai,a,,/a,./ represents the dis-
sipative current. Equation (16) can be interpreted as the gen-
eralized f-sum rule in open quantum systems. The normal
fluid density corresponds to the transverse part of the current-
current correlation function. The difference between the lon-
gitudinal part and the transverse part of the correlation func-
tion 757 (k,w, to) defines the superfluid component [55]. The
generalized f-sum rule (16) implies that the longitudinal re-
sponse is determined by the total particle number at a cer-
tain time. Here the generalized f-sum rule is a direct con-
sequence of the weak U(1) symmetry of the Lindbladian (3)
which holds even in the absence of particle-number conserva-
tion [43, 44]. Weak U(1) symmetry preserves the block diag-
onal form of the density matrix in the particle-number basis,
and hence the f-sum rule holds in each particle-number sec-
tor, leading to the generalized f-sum rule. Thus the general-
ized f-sum rule (16) is a general and exact result.




Excitation spectrum and stability of a molecular BEC.—
We now investigate the excitation spectrum of a dissipative
BEC. With the mean-field and quasi-steady-state approxima-
tions, the action (4) is rewritten as

S=S"wul Wyt B U 18
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and Ug(k) = Ug[l — eqq(1 — 3cos?6)]. The Green’s

functions of bosonic fields [59] are given by the inverse of

the Gaussian matrix in Eq. (18) (see Supplementary Ma-

terial for details [47]). The excitation spectrum can be ob-

tained from the poles of the Green’s function determined by
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The spectra wy o originate from the poles of the retarded
Green’s function, which are also eigen-frequencies of the non-
Hermitian Gross-Pitaevskii equation [60]. Similarly, w3 4 are
complex conjugate to wy 2, representing the poles of the ad-
vanced Green’s function [61].

We investigate the dynamical stability of the dissipative
BEC via the complex spectra in Eq. (20). The system
is dynamically stable if and only if the two retarded (ad-
vanced) spectra wy o (3,4) both have negative (positive) imagi-
nary parts [38]. We find that the system becomes stable when
€44 < 1+ /37v/Ug. We note that the two-body loss enlarges
the stable region. In Fig. 1, we show the stable and unsta-
ble regions of the molecular BEC on the plane of €44 and
~/Ug. Physically, the enhanced stability due to dissipation
can be understood as a consequence of an effective repulsive
interaction induced by dissipation. A similar result for a dis-
sipative attractive BEC has been obtained in Ref. [38]. This
stability analysis sets an upper bound on the dipolar interac-
tion strength in order for the molecular BEC to be stable.

One can experimentally measure the complex spectrum
from the spectral function, which is defined as

7

Alk,w) = 5
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where the lesser and greater Green’s function is defined
as G<(k,w) := —i(ak,wﬁa;wﬁ} and G~ (k,w) =
—i(akywv,a,tﬁw_ +)- The detailed expressions and the plots of
the spectral function are shown in the Supplemental Material
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FIG. 1. Stability diagram of a molecular dipolar BEC on the plane of
€ada = 8mcaa/(3Ur) and v/Urg. In the absence of dissipation, the
system becomes unstable for €44 > 1. In the presence of dissipation,
the system becomes stable for €44 < 1+ v/37/Ug. Thus the two-
body loss enlarges the stable region.

[47]. We note that the peak frequency of the spectral func-
tion wpeak = argmax, A(k,w) encodes the information of
the complex spectra and shows distinct behavior in the weak-
interaction and weak-dissipation limits.

Possible experimental situations.—We discuss an experi-
mental method to test our predictions. The superfluid den-
sity can be measured from the total angular momentum (L)
of a quantum gas under a synthetic gauge field in close anal-
ogy with the measurement of the nonclassical rotational iner-
tia [62, 63]:

s . L
P fm E (22)
Pt wett =0 I¢Wefr

where weg is an effective angular momentum induced by two
Laguerre-Gauss beams [62] and I, represents the classical
moment of inertia of the fluid. (L) can also be measured
from the occupation number of particles in different angu-
lar momentum states [62]. The spectral function can be mea-
sured by angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy in ultra-
cold atomic systems [64, 65]. The anisotropic excitation spec-
trum can also be observed by Bragg spectroscopy [66].

Conclusion.—In this Letter, we have investigated the trans-
port property of a dissipative molecular BEC with two-body
loss and unveiled that superfluidity can be induced solely
through dissipation without recourse to interparticle interac-
tion. We have demonstrated that the normal fluid density in
the dissipative BEC vanishes at absolute zero, i.e., all bosons
contribute to superfluid transport in the presence of dissipa-
tion. We have also found that the quantum depletion is in-
duced by dissipation. This finding demonstrates that dissi-
pation can cause the phase rigidity due to an effective repul-
sive interaction between bosons. We have further investigated
the spectrum and the stability of a dissipative molecular BEC,
which can be observed from the angle-resolved measurement
of the spectral function.

We note that our results can be also applicable to atomic
systems. An atomic BEC with controllable interaction and
dissipation can be prepared experimentally [9, 67, 68]. The
interaction strength Upr between particles can be modulated
using the Feshbach resonance [69-73]. To induce the two-



body loss, photoassociation techniques can be utilized [9, 74—
77].
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Derivation of The Effective Action

Effective Action in Closed Quantum Systems

We derive the effective Keldysh action for a dissipative Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) that is used in the main text. To set
the basis for discussions, we first review the theory of superfluidity in a closed bosonic system [45]. Let ¢4 and ¢_ be the
bosonic field for the forward and backward paths, respectively. Then the action of the system is given by

S = /dtd?’r[igpi(r,t)at(er(r,t) — Hy —ip* (r,t)0rp_(r,t) + H_], (S.1)
where
1 * 2 U 4
Hy = %(Vsﬁi) (Vi) — plox|” + §|Sﬁi\ : (8.2)

Let us introduce the retarded and advanced fields [46] defined by

1
@RZE(SDJr'*“Pf)»SDA:SOJr_SDﬂ (8.3)

which correspond to the classical and quantum fields in Refs. [43, 59]. In terms of them, the action (S.1) can be expressed as

S = [dtd'r |ighoupa+ichun— 5 (Vo) (Voa) = 5 -(V03) - (Von)
2m 2m
U U
+ [ atar [wm o = Dot + Tt (5.4)
Let us decompose the bosonic fields ¢, ¢_ around a U(1)-symmetry-broken ground state g as [46]
P+ = po(l+dy)e’™, (8.5)
p- = wo(l+¢-)e’, (S.6)

where ¢, and 6, represent the Higgs mode and the Nambu-Goldstone mode on the contour @ = +. At the first step, we consider
a uniform field solution ¢g. The value of ¢ is determined from the mean-field equation §5/d¢p4 = 0 and setting 4 = 0,
which is given by

(i0y + . — Ulpr|® — Ulpal*)pr = 0. (8.7)
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The solution to this equation is

Yr = /1o,
po= noU,
pa = 0,

where ng is the particle-number density of the condensate. Thus, we have g = |/ng. By expanding the action (S.1) up to the
second order in ¢4 and 64, we have

S=85,-5_, (S.8)
where
1

1
S = / dtd’r [—w%atea = 5 20(V0a)* = 203600100 — 5—¢3(Va)® - 2er3¢§] : (8.9)

By substituting the retarded and advanced fields in Eq. (S.3) into Egs. (S.8) and (S.9), we obtain

1 1
S = /dtdgr —(p(z)ataA - E@%(VGR)(VQA) — 2<pg¢35t0,4 - 290(2)¢Aat9R — mcp?)(VqSR)(VqSA)]

+ / dtd®*r[—4U e dro ]

1
- /dtd?’r —Ewﬁ(VQR)(V@x) =205 (ér 9a) (gizz )]

_ Ph 2 4
+/dtd3r [_ (o 0a) < _L3V2O+ U4 o 0+ 2U<P0> (ii )1 ' 510
0

2m

Eliminating the amplitude modes ¢ and ¢ 4 through path integration, we obtain

s = [ar |- Lowonwon)

. -1
0 — 32 V? +2Ug; ;0
—&—gpé/dtdg’r (8t0A 8t9R) 2 -1 ( ’ ) <8t9A)
(—£v2 +2u4) 0 R
3 L 5 2@3
= /dtd r|——e5(VOR)(VO4) + 0:0p —5—————0:04 | . (S.11)
m — 2072 42U g
Rewriting this in terms of quantities in the forward and backward contours, we obtain
Seff — Siff _ Siff, (S.12)
where
Seff_/dtd3,r. 7i 2(v9 ) (Vo) + 0,0 30—(2)39 (S.13)
o« = 2m§00 a « ta—ﬁVQ—‘rQU(‘O(Q) tVa | - .

By applying the Fourier transformation to this action and requiring S = 0 which corresponds to the poles of the propagator,

we obtain the excitation spectrum:
k2 [ k2
w=/—|7—+2Uno . (S.14)
2m \ 2m

By setting 0;0+ = 00— = 0 and performing a Wick rotation, we obtain

1
S = /de‘D’r%gog(V@)Q. (S.15)

This term expresses the phase rigidity, which is positive semidefinite. We note that the last term in Eq. (S.13) diverges for free
bosons. Thus the present analysis should apply only for interacting systems with U # 0.
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Effective Action in Open Quantum Systems without a Dipolar Interaction

We turn to the effective action in a Lindblad system, in which case the action becomes

S = /dtd3r[i¢i(r,t)8t<p+(r,t) — Hy —ip* (r,)0ip_(r,t) + H_ —iyp* (r,8)%p, (r,1)?], (S.16)
where
1. U
Hyi = 5—(Veh) - (Vox) + - losl* (S.17)

with UL = Ug F i7y. We use Eq. (S.3) to obtain the uniform mean-field equation 6.5/dp 4 = 0 as

(i0; — (Ur — iv)lorl” — (Ur — )| al*)¢r = 0. (S.18)

The solution of this equation is

or(t) = %exp (—i / tu(t’)dt’) T e (—z' / tu(t’)dt’),

u(t) = no(t)Ur,
YA = Oa

where ng(t) = no(0)/(1 + 2yng(0)t) is the number density of the condensate. Hence, the mean-field solution is given by
©o = @r(t), which is a function of time ¢.

The bosonic fields can be decomposed into fields of 8. and ¢ as in Egs. (S.5) and (S.6), and the expansion up to the second
order of them gives

S=8; -5+ /dtdgr[(*4iv)\sool4¢+¢— +29]pol* (04 — 0-) + 4vlpol (¢4 + )01 —0-)],  (S.19)

where
o= [ dtder [ <louaie ~ Sl (V80)7 = 2600180 — 5l (V6u) = 20~ ialgal'dE| . 620
Substituting Eq. (S.3) into Egs. (S.19) and (S.20), we have
S = [atr |~louPaisa— 1ol (T0R)(V0x) ~ 2iguPordita — 2puPoaditn — 1ol (Ton)(Ton)]

. 1
+/dtd37’ |:_4UR|S00|4¢R¢A + 2i7|¢o|* <2¢2R + 261531) + 270|604 + 87|‘P0|4¢R9A}

1 904 — 47| 0|20
[ | ~looPou0a ~ o (TR)T00) ~ 2l (o 0) (04 a0

2
—dirlpot 155V 4 2URleol | [ or 4
+/dtd3r —(9r ¢a 2 2m +29|pol*0a| . (S:21)
[ ( ) — 1602 4 2U g po |* —iv|pol* 4
Integrating out the amplitude fields ¢r 4, we obtain the effective action as
1
s = /dtd37‘ |:_<P0|28t9A - m|<P0|2(V9R)(V9A)]
_1( 004 —4 20
—|—/dtd3r [4,00|4 ( 004 — 4y|po|?04 O10R ) A7t ( A atg}‘fol A ) + 2'y|g00|49,4] , (S.22)

where

— 43 4 7Mv2 2U 4
A=< ol eV 20l ) (S.23)
-5V + 2URr|¢po| —i7y|epol
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We note that det(A) # 0 holds for an arbitrary interaction strength and an arbitrary dissipation strength unless they both vanish.
Hence, the effective field theory derived here is valid even without the interaction. Furthermore, if we impose the conditions
004+ = 0:0_ = 0, we obtain

f 1 (=i 4
S = [ dtd'r |~ (T0)(V0) + 1697 ol 05 ol =0l 5 + 2710l "0
~4?lol® — (152592 + 2Unfool)

1 Y
~ | dtd®r | ——|po|?(VOR)(VE 4iv? o[04 —— + 2 Wal, S.24
| e |l (T8 (904) + 417 ol = + 2ol (524
where we ignore the contribution from V2 since we consider the long-wavelength limit. We can see that the second term on the

right-hand side of Eq. (S.24) includes the second-order terms in 6 4, which can be neglected in the following calculation since
we only consider the lowest-order perturbation around the mean-field solution. Therefore, the effective action becomes

1
Seff — —/dtd3r {mI@oF(WR)(WA)—%I%‘*ﬁ}

= = [ [l PT8.(982) ~ 5ol (T0-)(V0-) = 2l )

/ dtdwo?[ (Y6, + tp(r >><ve++w<r>>—%(Ve_ww))(w_ww))}, (5.25)

with V - 1 = 2m~y|pg|?. Here the vector field 1(r) gives the dissipative current, which describes the loss of particles into the
environment [48]. Since the twist of the phase of a condensate can be related to the superfluid velocity as vy, = aV0,/m [2],
the current density is determined as

G = Mgy L (S sy
J) = s T =Ty movey  movs_ ) FT Tl

2
) ——— (S.26)
m

where j,, := —35/§(mwv,). Eq. (S.26) gives ps = |po|? = no(t) by the definition of the superfluid density ps = 9(j)/Ov;.
We therefore find that the system shows superfluid transport if the d1551patlve current 1s subtracted from the total current.

Let us now introduce the current-density operator as j. = 3 LY Lk (ak L0kt + ak ag—) and we calculate the expectation
value of the current as

Go= G = / Dip,]Dlp_ljuc's 827)

This is the “classical” current in the open quantum systems defined in Ref. [43]. However, here we have a decay of the particle-
number density, which can be seen from the continuous equation as
dn
dt
where j = j. + jq is the total current, j. is the nondissipative current density and j4 is the dissipative current density due to the
loss of particles. This dissipative current density obeys the following equation of continuity:
dng(t) 2vno(0)?

VoI = T T W 2yme (002 529

= V- (jo + ja). (5.28)

One immediately recognizes that j. = j, = |o|?vs and jq4 = |po|?1p/m. Nevertheless, the current j; will not influence the
superfluid density since 0j,/0vs = psdap. This is also the case in the above field-theoretic calculations.

Effective Action in Open Quantum Systems with a Dipolar Interaction

We now move on to the molecular BEC system and thus consider the effective field theory of a dipolar Bose gas. Here we
take into account the dipole-dipole interaction, which takes the form of

1—3cos?6,_,

=P aia:,awar, (S5.30)

V(’l‘ — ’l“/) = Cdd
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where we assume that the dipole moments are polarized in the z direction and cos 6,_,» = (r — ') - 2/|r — r’|. By adding this
interaction, the action becomes

S = /dtdBT[icpi(r,t)at<p+(r,t) — Hy —ip* (r,)0p—(r,t) + H_ — iye™ (r,t)%p 1 (r, 1)?], (S8.31)
where
Hy = 5 -(Vt)  (Veow) + sl + can [ a2 20 2 ‘ﬁi Ot s () Pl () (8.32)
We consider the uniform mean-field solution by §.5/d¢% = 0 which gives
(@ ~ Uk = )lpal*(r,t) =~ cas [ d3r'1|‘°ffs:,f3“’“’mr',t>|2> pr(r,t) =0, (533)

Here we assume ¢ 4 = 0 as before since in the saddle-point solution the field is the same on the forward and backward contours.
This equation can be solved as

Pr(t) = 14?;:222«D2teXp (ijgtu(f)df> - 1-in$2UDteXp <i/£tu(ﬂ)df),

1—3cos?6,_,
2 3 r—r
u(t) = ler(t) (UR+2Cdd/d r lr—r/[3 )
8w
= ?”Lg(t) (UR - 3Cdd> . (534)

Here we regularize the integral over 7’ as [40]

/d3r,1—360529rrf _ /d3r,1—30052€rl
[r— 7/ HE

— lim [ @i 3C 308”1 ij.pt
k—0 [r/|3
dr’
= —lim4 —ja(kr’
klg%) g / r! g2 (kr)
4
= —— S.35
= (8.35)
where jo(z) is the Bessel function of the second kind. We can see that the effect of the dipolar interaction is just to partially
cancel the repulsive interaction. By defining

871'Cdd

= S.36
Edd 30 (5.36)

we have p = ng(t)(1 — €44)Ug. By adding the dipolar interaction to the action (S.20) on each contour, we obtain

8 1—3cos?6,_,,
Sa = Sa + /dtd37' [;cdd|<p02(l + da(r,1))* + cdd/d3rlw|gpo|4(l + Ga(r, 1)) (1 + dalr’,1)?] .
(5.37)
After simplification, the modified action becomes
1—3cos26,_,

S — S — dcgy / dtd%d%’ﬁwoﬁm(r,t)qﬁ_ (r' 1) (S.38)
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By substituting the modified action on each contour into the total action (S.19), it becomes

1 1
S /dtdg’l" {—@0|28t9,4 - %|@(]‘2(V0R)(v014) - 2|(p0‘2(j)38159,4 - 2|(P(]‘2¢Aat0R - m|§0()|2(V¢R)(V¢A):|

_ 1
+ / dtd®r {4UR|<P0|4¢R¢A + 2iy (2¢§ + 2¢?4> + 2v|0| 04 + 8’y|<p04¢394

1—3cos?6,_
|r — /|3

—deaa / dtdrd’r’ (0o (Dr(r, ) da(r' £) + da(r, )R(r 1))

! 904 — 4v|0]20
= /dtd3r —| 02084 — — ol (VOR)(V8a) — 2lp0l* (¢r da) T4 V]pol*6.a
m 0:0r

2
—4iy|pol* — L2l T2 1 2UR|pol* \ [ ¢ 4
— [ dtd’r | (dr ¢a) 2 2m —27|¢o|*0a
/ l *%V2 + 2Ug|po|* —iy]eol* ¢4
1—3cos? 6 ,
0 ACaq—r—r= | o |*
—/dtd?’rd?’r’(qu ¢a)(r,t) | Beos?6,_ 01 14 fr=r"F zR (r',t).  (S:39)
4eqq |0l 0 A

[r—r]3

Then we integrate out the Higgs mode to obtain the effective field theory for the NG mode. By the Fourier transformation, the
action becomes

e 1 004 — 4 20
ST = [atdr |~loo 0~ 1o (V0R)T00) ~ 2l (m 0a) (P01, 0I00 ) ot

—43 4 ‘@0|2k2 +2(U Vaa(k 4
+/dtd3k _ ( (ZSR QSA ) (k,t) o2k 27‘900| . 2m ( .R + 4dd( ))|300| (2}3 ) (—k,t) ,
o+ 2(Ur + Vaa(k))|pol —1v¢o A
where we define
1—3cos?6, . 8
Vaa(k) == 2cqa / d%%e“ﬂ’ - —?ﬂ-cdd(l — 3cos? Ox) (S.40)

with 6 being the angle between the momentum k and the z-axis. We integrate out the Higgs mode in the momentum space and
set 9;04 = 0;0r = 0, yielding the effective action as

| eol* (—ivleol*)
2
~472lol® — (55 + 2(Ur + Vaal) ol

, 1
Seff = /dtddr [m|<po|2(V9R)(V9A)+2'y|<,0049,4] +/dtd3kz 167200 |* 0%

1

1 . Y
dtd®r | —=|po|*(VOR)(VE 2 49 ] / dtd®k [4 2|p|*62 } S.41
[ |1 (0 (T04) + 2l | + 70l e (541

In the second equality we also take the long-wavelength limit. Since the last term in Eq. (S.41) is of the second order in 6 4, we
can ignore it and arrive at the same conclusion as before. Here, the dipolar interaction only plays a role in modifying the strength
of repulsive interaction, and therefore we can understand the physics behind superfluidity in the same way as the system only
with contact interaction unless 44 is so large that the system becomes unstable. The critical point of €44 will be discussed in
Sec. (see Eq. (S.217)).

f-sum Rule

In this section, we generalize the f-sum rule to the open quantum system without particle-number conservation and discuss
its relation to the weak U(1) symmetry. We first consider the following quantity

(1> LT (o)) = Trlpini [0—1: £ (o)]], (5.42)

where piy; is the initial density matrix of the system which obeys the Lindblad master equation and

pr =Y abapik,
P

£H0) = —i[o,H] - %/d3r{O7LiLr}+v/d3rLlOL,.. (S.43)
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Here we consider the Heisenberg picture where the operators evolve as

% = £1(0) = —i0, H] ~ / d*r{O, LI L.} +~ / d*rL}OLy, (S.44)

where the Hamiltonian is given by
H = 3 et [ dr(atany
k 2

= Zz—:kakak + Z aka Op—qQkiq, (S5.45)

k,q,p

with e, = k?/2m being the kinetic energy. A straightforward calculation [6] gives

ilpr, H) =1 ) (epin — €p)ahapik, (S.46)

p

where the right-hand side originates from the kinetic-energy term in the Hamiltonian. The interaction terms do not contribute to
the commutator since they only involve the density-density interaction. Then we calculate the following terms in £ (pg). We
can see

/d%{() LiL }+w/d3 LiOL, = /d3 [0, LI]L /d%LT [0, L. (S.47)
By substituting L, = a2 and applying the Fourier transformation, we obtain

g T T b T T
75 Z [pkH ap+laq—l]aqap + 5 Z ap-l—laq—l[pkv Qqap

p,q,l p,q,l

_ P Tt

= -7 E :(alapalﬂLk*anth + a4y apap—qUikiq)
p,q,l

-2y (Z Pr—aPq — pk> : (S.48)
q q

By utilizing the fact that [pg, pp] = 0 for arbitrary k and p, we have

[P—k; L:T(Pk)] = lpka —i Z(5p+k: - 5p)aLap+k — 2y (Z Pk—qPq — Zpkﬂ

= iZ(5p+k +ép—k — 25p)aLap
p

= 2iepN, (S.49)
where N is the total particle-number operator. Therefore,

([p—1, LT (pr)]) = 2ieN, (S.50)

where N is the number of particles corresponding to the current state. We can see that the dissipation does not change the
expression of [p_g, LT(px)] since the two-body loss only involves uniform decrease of the density and hence does not generate
current inside the system. Actually, this commutation relation originates from the weak U(1) symmetry of the Lindblad equation.
One can verify that other systems obeying weak U(1) symmetry, like systems with n-body loss, also satisfy Eq. (S.50). Below,
we will show how to use the eigensystem of the Lindbladian to represent {[p_g, £ (pr)]). To begin with, we define the right
eigenoperators 7, and the left eigenoperators fa of £1 as [78]

L1(7a) = Aafa, (S.51)
L) = Mol (S.52)
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The right and left eigenvectors satisfy the biorthogonal relation and the completeness relation:

Tr(ll7p) = Gap, Y Fall, =1. (S.53)

In terms of the left and right eigenvectors, we can expand LT (pg) as
LT (pr) =D AataTr(il,pr)- (S.54)

Therefore, we obtain

([0 LT(or))) = D Aa(Tr[pinip—ktal — Trlp_kpinital) Tr(lfpx)
= ) AaTt[[pini, p—i]fa] Tr(l] prc). (S.55)

We further define a retarded Green’s function in the Heisenburg picture as
GE(k, to,t) := —i0(t)([p—k(to), pr(to + )]), (S.56)
where t( is an arbitrary time. Hence, we can expand the Green’s function as
G(k,to,t) = —if(t) Y e Tr{[pins, p-&(to)]Fa} Tr(lL pr(to))- (S.57)
Performing the Fourier transformation with respect to ¢, we obtain

~ L~ 1 ~
R _ iwt AR _ . - 1]
G (k. to,w) = [ dte'G (st ) = 37 55— Wl -t el T T 1) (5.:58)

Integrating GR along a closed contour C that contains all the poles i\, — i0T, we obtain

dw ~ )
515 “T“’GR(k,to,w) =" AaTtl[pini, - (to)]7a] Tr(lL pi (o)) = 2ier N (to). (S.59)
c 4T p

This is the f-sum rule in the open quantum system. We note that this f-sum rule holds even though the particle number is
not conserved during the dynamics. This f-sum rule can be used to derive the relation between the current-current correlation
function and the number operator. To show this, we start from the dynamics of the operator p,. := al.a, as

Ipr(t)
ot

=L, =i[H, pr] + % / d*r[2L} pp Ly — LI Ly py — pr L1 Ly,). (S.60)

After simplification, this dynamics can be reorganized as
dpr(t)
ot

where 3, := j. + Jq is the total current with j. being the current flow in the system and j4 being the current from the system to
an environment induced by the two-body loss. They are given by

=-=V-(jt) ===V (Je + ja), (S.61)

jo = 5[al(ra(r) o} (1) Va(r)], (5.62)

and V - j4 = 2yalala,a,, which is solved as

. dr’ r—1r'
Jd(’]") = 2"}//Emai,ai/arla7‘/. (S.63)

Fourier transforming Eq. (S.60), we obtain

LT (pr(w)) = —iwpr(w) = —ik - ji(k,w). (S.64)
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It follows from Eq. (S.49) that
mpw(t), L (p_k(t))] = ik*N(t). (S.65)

By the Fourier transformation of Eq. (S.65), we have

d d
m / dteitomrment SR (o (00), £ (pa(w2)] = RN (). (S.66)

The left-hand side of Eq. (S.66) can be simplified as

dwy dws
m [ e R e ) £ ()

—k-i.(k
S dwydwad(w — w1 — wa) {Jt(’wl), —ik - ji(—k,w2)
27 w1
. dwy | 4 .5
= ikik;m / m[]tz(k,wl)df(—h w—wi)], (5.67)
and hence Eq. (S.65) can be rewritten as
k‘lk dw1 . .q
N(w) = k2J m/ Do, [7: (kyw1), 31 (—k,w — wy)]. (S.68)

Furthermore, we define the total current-current correlation function as
2 (kywyto) = m / dte (i, t + to), j (~ k. to)]
=m / dte™ H0) i (R, t + to), j1 (—k, to)]e "
= mlji(k,w), j] (—k,to)]e” . (S.69)

By substituting this into (S.68), we have

Ni(to) = klilzjm/ - /dwe_mto[ﬂt(k w1), 57 (—k,w — wy)]

27'('0.)1
klk] dwl —zw t —t(w—wq)t
= ka/Qmul/ o [ji(k, wy), 1 (—k,w — w; )]e " H@wto
kik‘j dw1 —iwito
= w k k,t
m k2 27'('0.)16 [ ( wl)a]t( 5 0)]
kLk] dw1 i\ j
= " (k to). S.70
k2 27T(AJ1’Y ( , W1, 0) ( )
Since the longitudinal component of the correlation function is given by v*(k,w) = k;]? I (k,w), we can also express the
f-sum rule as
/d—‘” L(k,w, o) = N(to) (S.71)
27_‘_“7 s Wyto) — 0/ .

In the following discussion of this section, we omit the subscript ¢ for the current operator j. for simplicity. Let us examine
the normal fluid density, which is determined by the current response under an external perturbation H — H — w - j, where u
is an external velocity field that represents the effect of a wall moving with velocity w [45]. The current response is given by

(Ji(t)) = pr”uy, (S.72)

where we define the averaged current density as

(Ji(t)) = %/d‘gr(ji(r,t)}. (S.73)
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Since the two-body loss is uniform in space, we assume that the dissipative current does not influence the averaged current
density. The only contribution originates from the closed current 5. It follows from the Lindbladian dynamics described by Eq.
(S.44) that the linear-response current density obeys

Gy = 4 [ ér gt

— /d3 < ]la ]_l/dsTI{jiaLi’L'I"}'i',Y/dg ,LT’le >
— im / r / e ([a(r, 1), 40 )]y (8.74)

The averaged current density is thus given by

Lo [ave [ @nt [t e, .5, 0w,
7m/d‘”2 /d5 /d3 / 4t e = ([ji(r, 6), 3¢ o))y

d,
= V/ w2 /d3 /dS ’ _lwthji(r,t),jj(?’”,bdg)])U,j, (S.75)

27'('0.)2

(Ji(t))

where we cancel the constant term with the initial condition. Then the normal fluid density tensor is given by

- dw .
PR’ (t) = 27rcjg /d3 /d3 , lwt (Ls(r, 1), ]j(r/vw2)]>
= limom [ 22 —2 it ([ (—k, t), j; (K, —ws)])
k=0 2mws R
~ im0 (w0 1). (S.76)

k—0 271’&)

Here we define the current-current correlation function 7 for the current operator j.. To connect this with the tensor v/ in
Eq. (S.69), we first note that the dissipative current does not contribute to the correlation function since it is isotropic, i.e.,
[ d®rja(r) = 0. Hence, we can directly replace 7 with the total current-current correlator v in Eq. (S.69) as

o (0) = Jim [ ik 1), (8.77)
According to an analysis similar to the one applicable to a closed quantum system, we find that the normal fluid density cor-
responds to the transverse component of the total current-current correlation function [6]. Together with Eq. (S.71), we can
define the superfluid density as the difference between the transverse part and the longitudinal part of the correlation function
tensor. We note that the derivation of the f-sum rule involves no approximation and can be considered as a general formula to
calculate the normal fluid density and the superfluid density for an arbitrary interaction and dissipation. Here the f-sum rule
is a consequence of the weak U(1) symmetry of the system since under the weak U (1) symmetry, the density matrix remains
diagonal in the particle-number basis during time evolution. Therefore, the right-hand side of Eq. (S.50) is only determined by
the number of bosons.

Derivation of the Quantum Depletion Density

In the presence of dissipation, it is highly nontrivial whether quantum depletion contributes only to the superfluid or to the
normal fluid as well. It is therefore important to carefully assess their individual contributions. In this section, we will address
this issue in the context of open quantum systems.

We introduce some new concepts in the dissipative quantum many-body systems. Here we list them in the table below.

Concept Definition Corresponding equation
The density of the quantum depletion part
. . Eq. (5§.92)
engaging into the superfluid transport
The density of the quantum depletion part
engaging into the normal transport

Superfluid quantum depletion density nsp

Normal quantum depletion density n,,p Eq. (5.94)
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The Case without Dipolar Interaction

In this section, we investigate the density of the quantum depletion part, which is the density of the noncondensate part at
absolute zero, of a molecular BEC. We begin by constructing the mean-field Lindbladian action. The Hamiltonian of the weakly
interacting bosonic system is given by

U
H = Zzska,tak—&-TR/d?’r(ai)Q(ar)z

= Zskakak + Z aka Op—qQk+q, (S.78)
k :q;P

where V' is the volume of the system. For simplicity of discussions, we consider only a contact interaction here, and we will
consider the dipolar-dipole interaction later. In the presence of dissipation, the dynamics of the system is described by the
Lindblad equation:

dp

= Lp=—ilH.p)~ ] [ dr({LLLr.p} ~2LopLL) (5.79)

Here we take the Lindblad operator for two-body loss as L, = a2. We now apply the closed-time-contour path integral

formalism to the Lindblad equation. The action is defined on the Schwinger-Keldysh contour [43] as

s=[

where

> (af,iday — af,_idyax_) — Hy + H_ + 5 /d5 (LI Lpy + LL L, —2L..LI_)|,  (S.80)
k

Ur
a = Z‘gkakaaka + 91/ Z akaai)aap q,a0k+q,a- (S.81)
k k ,4,P

By applying Fourier transformation to the dissipation part, the Schwinger-Keldysh action is given by

oo
. ) U
S = / dt [Z(a2+(28t — &k )ak+ — aL_(zat —&g)ag—) — v Z aL+aL+ap_q7+ak+qy+
e k k.q,p
U- el
Jrf Z aj,_a L_ap q¢,—Qktq,— — V Z aL_aL_ap_q,JrakJrq& , (S.82)
k,q,p k.q,p

where U = Upr — vy. We employ the mean-field approximation to separate the operators into the condensate part and noncon-
densate part. Assuming that most bosons in the system form a condensate, we have

abag ~ N, Y alar < N. (S.83)
k,k#0

Here N is the total number of bosons in the system. Since N > 1, we can replace the creation and annihilation operators of the
condensate by a c-number:

agy = \/New*, ap4+ = \/Ne_i‘g*, aIF ~ \/]Vew*7 ag_ = VNe -, (S5.84)

From Egs. (S.25) and (S.26), we notice that the difference between 6, and 6_ only contributes to the dissipative current, i.e.,
loss of particles from the system to an environment. To calculate the response current from external perturbations, we here take
04+ = 0_ = 0 for simplicity. Then the interaction terms become

Z a,];+ai,+ap_q7+ak+q,+ ~N?*+N Z a_f,+ 0kt + N Z a;rﬁaiker +4N Z aL+ak+, (S.85)
k.q,p k,k+£0 k,k+£0 k,k£0
Z aLiaLfap,q’,akJrq,, ~N?+N Z a—f,—ap— + N Z a};,aik’, +4N Z a,tiak,, (S.86)

k.q,p k,k#£0 k,k#£0 k,k#0
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Z a,];_a;r)fap,q,+ak+q’+ ~ N2>+ N Z Q—f 0kt + N Z aL_aT_k’_ + 4N Z aL_akJr, (S.87)
k.q.p k,k#0 k,k#0 k,k=£0

and the action can be simplified as

e U, U
S = Lm dt [Xk:(a;ﬁ(i&g — Ek)kt — aTk_(iat — Ek)ak—) — ﬁa8+ag+ag,+ao,+ + ﬁaé_ag_ao,_aa_
U*n Un " " U*n
- Z A, 4 Qe — o5 Z a;ﬁ(kk# —2Un Z Qg Gk + 5 Z A _j,—Qf—
ke, k#0 ke, k#0 ke, k#£0 ke, k0
Un it " i : i
—|—7 Z ap_a_p _+ 2U*n Z ay,_ap— — 4iyn Z Qy,_ Oy (S.88)
ke, k0 ke, k0 ke, k0
= / dt | > (a idany — af_idap—) — Hy + H_ —4diyn Y al_apy |, (S.89)
—o0 k ke, k0
where n = N/V and
U U* U
H, = %nN + Z [(Ek + Ugrn — 2ia’yn)a£aaka + Tna,kaaka + Tna};aai,m . (S.90)

k,k£0

We then move on to evaluate the quantum depletion density on the basis of the action (S.89). Since the particle-number density
n(t) of the system decays with time and the quantum depletion part is also time-dependent, we consider the weak-dissipation
case in which the system can reach a quasi-steady state in a time scale shorter than the inverse two-body loss rate. We first
calculate the superfluid quantum depletion density nsp, which is defined as the density of the quantum depletion part engaged in
the superfluid transport. We first place bosons into a moving cylinder with a velocity v. Then the superfluid quantum depletion
density ngp is defined from

Jsp = mngpw, (S.91)

where jsp is the mass current of bosons in the frame of reference of the cylinder for the quantum depletion part. To obtain the
superfluid quantum depletion density, we change the action (S.89) by k — k —mw for the forward contour and &k — k + mw for
the backward contour for the finite-momentum sector with k # 0 [45, 55] and the density of the superfluid quantum depletion
part can be shown to be

ngp = — ——>. (5.92)

We next calculate the normal quantum depletion density n, p, which is defined as the density of the quantum depletion
part engaged into the normal transport. In this case, we change the Hamiltonians in Eq. (S.89) by H;, — H, — v - j+ and
H_ — H_ 4 v - j_. Then the response normal current for the quantum depletion part is given by

JnD = MNy,pv. (S.93)

and the density of the normal fluid quantum depletion can be shown as

1 o5
Nup = — 2. (5.94)
m Ov®
The relation between the superfluid current and the normal current is given by
Jsp =Jp —Jnp> 0 = 57 Z(ak+ak+ +ay_agp—)v =mnpw, (S.95)

k40

where np = nsp + n,p is the quantum depletion density. We begin by calculating the superfluid quantum depletion density.
We introduce the perturbation & — k — muw for the forward contour and kK — k + mwv for the backward contour for the
finite-momentum sector. Then the perturbed Schwinger-Keldysh action (S.89) is given by

Sfol =8 —v- (Gi[v/2] +5-[v/2)), (5.96)



S13

where j,[v] := j, — mvn, representing the total current of the bosons relative to a reference frame with a velocity v and
N = Y ko k £0 a,taaka. We extend the phase stiffness [2] to nonequilibrium quasi-steady states as

1 0°F
o = — — , 97
Qab 2V 0v,0vp lv=0 897
where we define F'[v] as
Flv] := —ilog Z[v], Z[v] := / Dlag+(t),a’ ), (), au—(t),al ), _ ()] (S.98)
Then the response superfluid current is given by
1 OF
jsaV] == (Ja =——_— S.9
Juale] = Galel) = ~ 35 5 (599)
since
10F 4+10Z 11 , o N . N
_—_ = —— = — — l[S(l,D)—U~(J++J,)] y y — (1 > — >
o =~ v7ae — 77 | Dee Gelo +3-[o]) = (o] + ) =2G), (5.100)

where we use j = (j1 + j_)/2 for the current operator and (j[v]) is the current in the frame of reference of the cylinder.
From Egs. (S.91) and (S.92), we can see that the diagonal elements of the phase stiffness matrix Q); is related to the superfluid
quantum depletion density as

Qab = mnsD(;ab- (8101)

Adding the perturbation v to the system, we find that the functional Z[v] is given by

Z[v] = /D[ak+(t>7aik+(t),ak_(t),af_h_(t)]eis[v]

= [ Dlons @) al i (@) an- @), 0l _(@)eF LT B, (5.102)
where we define
V(@) = (ars (W), 0l gy (@), @k (@), 0l (@))" (S.103)
and
a b 0 0\
Gk, w) == bc* %2 —(c)f{ _Cb , (S.104)
0 0 —b* —aj
with a1 = —(eg—mo» + Upn — 2iyn — w),b = =Un, a2 = —(€g+mo + Urn — 2iyn + w), and ¢ = —4iyn. In this case, we

integrate all the bosonic degrees of freedom and obtain the effective action:
Z = S = ¢iF (S.105)
which leads to the form of the generating functional F' as

F=—iY TrlogliG(k,w)]. (S.106)
k

Next we calculate (S.97). The first derivative of F[v] gives the expression for the bosonic current:

. -1 OF 1
(Jalv]) = IV o ~i5y Z Tr[(0, ® 0,) VMG (k,w)], (5.107)

k,k£0
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where
€k—mv O 0 0
My, = 8 e gk?m 8 . (S.108)
0 0 0 Ektmo
In this case, the phase stiffness is given by
-1 0*F
Qub = 5y I lv=0
= —ig ) Tr[(0, ® 00)VaVeerG(k,w)] + z— k;;éo Ve VierTr|(o, ® 0.)G(0, ® 0,)G]. (S.109)

Here we apply the equality V,G = —GV,G~1G. By integrating the first term by parts, we obtain

2
Qu = ~i5t 3 VeekVier {Trl(0 © 0.)G(0: © 0.)G) = Tr{(7 @ 70)Glor- @ 00) G} (.110)
k,k£0

Here we transform the trace Tr[AG AG] as

Tr[AGAG] = Tri[A[G, A)G] + Tr[A%G?)

= Tr[[G, A][G, A]] + Tr[[G, A]AG] + Tr[A%G?]
= Ti[[G, A][G, A]] + 2Tr[A*G?] — TH[AGAG], (S.111)
which yields
Tr[AGAG] = Tt[A*G?] + %Tr[[G, AP?). (S.112)

We apply Eq. (S.112) to the right-hand side of Eq. (S.110) by replacing A with o, ® o, and 0, ® (. In both cases, we have
A? = I. Therefore, we simplify the formula as

Qab = Z VaerVier {Tr[[G, 0. ® 0.]°] = Tr[[G, 0. ® 00} . (S.113)
Vi o0

‘We rewrite the Green’s function as

G = (gi g;z ) . (S.114)
From Eq. (S.104), we have
b*)  —b(ajas — [b]*)
Gn = az(aia; = |bI°) 192 , S.115
H \G 1 ( *(|0]* + ¢ — aja3) ai(ajas — |b?) ( )
_ |b|2 —asbe
G2 = \G 1] (—alb ¢ ajase (5.116)
—a'b
G = (f;jgf ot C>, (8.117)
~ai(araz — ) b +¢* — ay00)
Gao = ai(mas - | . S.118
22 \G*1| ( b*(aras — |b]?) —a(ajas — |b|?) ( )

Here we define the determinant of the inverse of the Green’s function as |G~!| given by

|G~ 1| = |a1| |(12|2 — a1a2|b\2 + |b|202 —a a§|b\2 + \b|4 (S.119)
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Then let us focus on the commutators in the phase stiffness (.5.113) which has two components
2
G Gio
Tr K Ga1 Gao > 7 ®UZ}
= Tr[G11,0.]% + Tr[Ga2, 0.]* — 2Tr[{G12,0.}{G21,0.}], (S.120)
2
G Gz
o K G G ) 7 ®"O]
= —4TI‘[{G12,G21}]
= —8Tr[G12G21]. (S.121)

Tr[[G, 0. ® 0.])%]

Tr[[G, 0. ® 00)?]

where {A, B} := AB + BA. Equation (S.120) has the following four components:

Tr[G11,0.)% = |G |28|b| (aialy — b2 (|b|* + ¢* — aja}), (S.122)
Tt[Gos,0.])% = I |28|b| (aras — [b]*)(Jb)* 4 ¢* — aqas), (S.123)
Tr[{G12,0,}{G21,0.}] = |G}1|24|b|202(a’{a2—i—ala;), (S.124)
Tr[G12G21] = |G_%|2|b\202[a2a*{ + |ag|* + |a1|* + ara3]. (5.125)

Substituting Egs. (S.122)-(S.125) into Eq. (S.113), we obtain

—[bl? 2
Quab _27 > Va Eka6k2|G ‘2[( —162)(|b)? + ¢ — atad)
ke, k£0
+ (aras — [b]?) (]b] + ¢® — ara2) — (Jaz|* + a1 |*)]. (S.126)

Due to the rotational symmetry of the system, the phase stiffness tensor () is diagonal and isotropic. Thus we can write () as
Qd4p. In this case, we obtain

b2
Q= | aw [ Wi e - PR + ¢ - aias)
+ (araz — [b?) (| + ¢ — aras) — *(laz]® + [a1|*)]. (S.127)

Equation (S.127) gives a complete expression of the phase stiffness for an arbitrary interaction strength Ug and dissipation
strength « within the quasi-steady-state approximation. Since it is difficult to directly calculate the integral in Eq. (S.127) in
general, we consider two extreme cases: the weak-dissipation limit Ur >> ~ and the weak-interaction limit U < ~. To
consider these problems, we firstly deal with the determinant |G~!|. With the help of Eq. (S.119), we have

G = &' +2(49*n? — w? — |[UPn?)e? + (4902 + w?)? — 2(4y*n? — ) |U|*n? + |U|*n?
=: w? — 2k w? + ko, (S.128)

where € = g, + Ugrn, k1 = (2 — 49?n? — |U|?n?), and ko = (2 + 4v?n? — |U|?n?)2. The numerator of Eq. (S.127) can be
written as

—[(e 4 2iyn)? — w? — |U*n?)? — [(e — 2iyn)? — w? — |U[*n?]? + 329*n%(|U|*n® + 8v*n?)
= 2w = 2k1w? + kI — 1672n%e?] + 329202 (|U*n? 4 8¢2n?). (S.129)

Let us first consider the case with v = 0 where there is no dissipation and the system is closed. In such a case, the quantities
ai, as, b, c become

a1 =w—¢r —Upn,ay = —w — e, — Ugn, b= —Ugn,c=0. (8.130)

Then we substitute these quantities into the phase stiffness and obtain

45 [ oo |4 U2n?
= — d —_dk R . S.131
@ 3 [oo w[m 2m2 7 [~w? + € + 2exUgn]? ( )
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Similarly, we can also calculate @’ in the closed system without using the Schwinger-Keldysh formalism and find its relation
with Q as ' = Q. This can be proved as follows.
The Matsubara Green’s function can be written as

G—_ <5kmv+URn+iwn Ugrn

—1
Un Etosmv + Upn — iw ) = —(ekmvo. + Urn + Ugnog +iw,o.) ™, (S.132)
muv n

where w,, := 27n/f with n € Z is the bosonic Matsubara frequency and ex_ vy, = ( EkBm” - 0 ) Then the first
k+mv

derivative of the free energy gives the expression for the bosonic current:

190F m Pk .
(Ja) = “Vou — ﬁ/ @n® Xn:Tr[azvaak_,,ng(k,zwn)}. (S.133)

In this case the phase stiffness is given by

o _L OF
Qv = =V Goadiny
2 d3k} d3k3
= —%/WZTY[ 20EkG] + / ZV exVierTr[o.Go.G] (S.134)

=5 / 2 ZvaekvbskTr[Ungzg G
Y / )3 Zva€kvb€kTr[Uz,g]2~ (5.135)

By explicitly writing down the form of the Green’s function, we have

g:

1 o .
( er — Urgn + iwy, Urn ) (S.136)

(w%JréEiJrQEkURn) Ugrn —er — Upn —iw,

and the commutator takes the form of

[0.,G] = ! ( 0 2[0]R">. (S.137)

(w%Jrei + 2e,Ugn) 2Ugrn
Therefore,
4m? d3k Uzn?
W= — VaerV i : S.138
Qup 3 Z ak Vo Y o Tam)? ( )
By replacing the energy &g, with e, = k?/2m, we have
d? k: kok Uin? k*dk Uin?
Q= Z/ G Z/ ~Oap- (5.139)
3 m? (w2 + i + 2e,Ugn)? 35 2m2 (w2 + ez + 2exUgn)?
In the zero-temperature limit, by defining Q’,, =: Q’d,5, we obtain
k*dk Zn?
/ / Ukn (S.140)
2m2 (w2 + &3 + 2e,Ugn)?’

Equations (S.140) and (S.131) can be transformed to each other via the Wick rotation: w — —iw’. We therefore reach the
conclusion

Q =Q. (S.141)
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The phase stiffness can be calculated as

Ik

B 7/ kA dk UZn
- 3Jy 2m? [€i+2€kURn]3/2

/k4dk Ugn
212 (w2 —|— 2 + 2e,Ugn)?

1 5/2

3? n3 U %m /

o (Ugn)®/?. (S.142)
This is consistent with the quantum depletion density calculated by linear response theory [6]:

1

53V (nUR)m?. (S.143)

np =

If we assume Uy > v # 0, i.e., the dissipation is very weak but nonvanishing, we can calculate the phase stiffness from the
trace in Eq. (S.110) as

Tr[(0, ® 0,)G(0, ® 0,)G] — Tr[(0, ® 00)G (0, ® 00)G]

_ 8UEn? 4 8(=0URn (enlen + 2Unn) + Tw?) + (eklen + 2Unn) —w)) 5 0 (g 14g)
 (er(ek +2Ugn) — w?)? (er(ek +2URn) — w?)* o |

Here we only expand up to the second order in yn. By taking the integration over w, we have

—1 / dwTr[(0, ® 0,)G(0, ® 0,)G] — Tr[(0, ® 00)G(0, ® 00)G]

_ 47TU12%TL2 Lon (3(URTL)2 + 4epUrn + 262) é‘k(é‘k + QURTL) ’y2n2, (S.145)
(é‘k(e’:‘k + QURn))3/2 (5k<5k + 2URTL))3

which gives the form of the phase stiffness as

m®/2(Ugn)3/? (yn)? * s (344w +22%)/z(2+2)
- 372 [1 2v/2(Ugn)? / e 32+ x)?
”;;/22 (Urn)*2 |1+ 7 <U?;2)2 10 <U?/R)5 : (S.146)
where 7 = (4 + 31n2)/8. Hence, the superfluid quantum depletion density takes the form of
Nep = ”;;/22 Uan)¥2 |1 41 <U?;%> +0 (JR>3 ] . (S.147)
In the other limit Ur — 0, we have
a1 = —(ex — 2iyn —w), b = iyn,as = —(ex — 2iyn + w),c = —4iyn. (S.148)
The numerator of the integrand in Eq. (S.127) becomes
—2[w? — 2k1w? + k7 — 16+°n%eq] + 288y n?, (S.149)
where k1 = (3 — 5v*n?), ko = (€2 + 3v*n?)2. The denominator of the integrand in Eq. (S.127) becomes
G712 = (w* — 2k1w? + ko)?. (S.150)

Hence, the phase stiffness can be rewritten as

m)5/ 2y [w* — 2k w? + k% — 1672n2e2] — 1444%n
= d e?d ! . S.151
@ / w/ ck (W — 2k1w? + ko)? (5.151)
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By replacing the integrated variables as w — ynw, €, — Yneg, we have

(2m)5/2

3.3 (yn)*? x A, (S.152)

Q=

where

. /°° e /°° 2 dy [#% —2(y? — 5)a? + (y? — 5)? — 16y?] — 144
—0o0 0
1 2

(SC 2(y 5)x Jr(y 3) )
= —TI |- 0
= o7 \F >0,

where I'(x) is the Gamma function. From the expression (S.152), we can see that when Ur = 0, the superfluid quantum
depletion density is propotional to (771)3/ 2. which indicates that the quantum depletion is induced purely from dissipation.
Furthermore, if we assume 0 # Ugr <  and expand the phase stiffness (S.110) around U = 0, we obtain

Tr[(c, ® 0,)G(0, ® 0,)G] — Tr[(0, ® 00)G(0, ® 00)G]
1 1
422
v {(w2 — diynw — €3 — 3y?n?)? * (w? + diynw — 3 — 372712)2]
4Ek + 4Ek
(w? — diynw — 2 — 392n?)3 (w2 + diynw — €1 — 372n?)?

+4ynUgn [
+O(U3n?). (S.153)

By substituting Eq. (S.153) into Eq. (S.110) and integrating the result over the variables w and ¢j, we obtain the phase stiffness
as

~mS2 ()32 1? Ur I'(3/4)? Y
n WP <4) (1 + 67 F(1/4)2> +OUgr/77)- (S.154)

Correspondingly, the superfluid quantum depletion density in the weak-interaction limit is given by

m3/2(yn)??  (1? Ur T'(3/4)?
R Tk F() <1+6wf(1/4)2

4

) +O(UE/?). (S.155)

The Case with Dipolar Interaction

In the following, we also take the dipolar interaction into account to discuss application of our theory to a dissipative BEC
of dipolar molecules. Following the same procedure as above, we apply the Bogoliubov approximation and find the Green’s
function as

—1

ap b 0 0
b* ax O c
¢c 0 —a} —b ’
0 0 —b* —aj

Glk,w) = (S.156)

where a1 = —(ex—mo + (Ur + Vaa(k))n — 2iyn — w),b = —Un,as = —(exsmo + (Ur + Vaa(k))n — 2iyn + w), and
¢ = —4iyn. We can see that the effect of dipolar interaction is just to replace the interaction strength Ug, with Ug + Vyu(k) =
Ur(l—ceqq+3c4a cos? 0k ), which is anisotropic in the momentum space. For convenience, we introduce an effective interaction
strength Ug (k) := Ug + Vaa(k). Therefore, the phase stiffness is given by

, dw &k koky —|0 . . . ..
Quy =it [ G2 S e e (aias = (B + ¢ — i)

+ (araz — o) (Ib]* + ¢ — araz) — A(laz|* + |a1]?)] (S5.157)

with different a1, as defined above. We note that here the phase stiffness takes different values depending on the direction
due to the anisotropic dipolar interaction. To proceed further, we average the phase stiffness over the direction of the applied



S19

perturbation. From Eq. (S.157), we find that the nontrivial contribution only comes from the diagonal terms with a = b. For
simplicity, we define the direction of the subscript a in Eq. (S.157) as (cos ¢ sin {, sin ¢ sin ¢, cos ) and the phase stiffness can
be rewritten as

dw d®k q(k,0)k?
Qaa = i4m” / 2*&} (2n)? %(COS@COSC + sin#sin ¢ cos(¢ — ¢))?, (5.158)
T (27 m
where
_|b|2 . M2 L 2 o 2 2, 2 9 5 9
q:= 2|G ]2 [(Chaz — [0)*)(|b]* + ¢* — aja3) + (a1a2 —10] ) (16| 4+ ¢* — ara2) — c*(|az|® + |a1 | )] , (S.159)

and the direction of k is defined as (sin 8 cos ¢, sin 6 sin ¢, cos #). Then by integrating Eq. (S.158) over ¢, we have

Quq = i4m?> / du /kzdks n9d9(km¢ [(cos¢9cos§)2—|—;(sinesing‘)2 , (S.160)

which depends only on the angle ( in the direction of a. We then take the average over ( to determine the averaged quantum
depletion given by

Q = zw/ duw /k2dk n9d0q(kmi€)k23[( 0s0)% + (sin6)?]

(2m)* ) (2m)?
. 4Am? dw 9 . q(k,0)k?

After the integration over k, we are left with the expression of () with an average over §. We estimate the value of Q by
substituting Ur with Ur + V4 and take the average over the angle 6. We consider the two limits: the weak-dissipation limit
Ur, cqq > 7y and the weak-interaction limit Ug, c4q < 7. In the first case, the phase stiffness can be expressed as

_ mb/? 1 ~ (,yn)Q 00 (3+4x—|—2x2) 22 +2) N 3
=57 [ 5sin0dd(Urn)*? 1+7~/ dx +0 ()
Q 32 / 2 ( R ) Qﬁ(URnF 0 .CE(Z + I)3 UR
5/2 | o) Parcsinhy/Brar (T —2ma]
=T 5 (Ugrn)3/? Em 5+ g+ 3(1 — e4q)?arcsinhy/3e44/(1 — €44)
o 8 3eqq(1+ 2e4q)

2 2 (3eqd + /3eaa(1 4 2e4q)
N n(yn) ( )

3
v
— log |1+ e
VUnn 2v3eq 2 1— caq <UR)
m?/? n(yn)? ’
= Urn)®? | hy + hy O S.162
g W)™ (b5 7m0 () | ) (5.162)
where
1 3(1 - hy/3eaa/(1 =
hy = ST 300 |5 4 ey o S0 Caa)arcsinhy/3caa/(1 — caa) (S.163)
8 35dd(1 + ZEdd)
. T (3edd +/3eaa(l + QEdd)> -
= o + . .
2 2Bea & 1—¢egq ( )

We can prove that the two coeffients are enlarged by the ratio €44 between the dipolar and the contact interactions, which
indicates that the dipolar interaction enhances the repulsive interaction on average and hence increases the quantum depletion.
By substituting the experimental data €44 = 0.833 in Ref. [13], we obtain h; = 1.204, ho = 1.305.

> . (S.165)

In the weak-interaction limit where U, cqq < 7, Eq. (S.161) becomes
( 5 ) 2
~

_ 1. md/2(yn)3/2 _ (1\? Ur I'(3/4)2
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After taking the average over the angle ¢, we find that this is equivalent to the result with no dipolar interaction. This is because
here the quantum depletion is mainly produced by dissipation and the effect of the dipolar interaction vanishes up to the first
order in Ug.

Furthermore, we consider the normal quantum depletion density. We perturb the Hamiltonians in the Schwinger-Keldysh

. . . . . . g 2
actionby Hy — H; —v-jyand H_ — H_ + v - j_. The normal fluid density is determined from Q. = %%hzo =
mn, pdgp. Here F' is a functional in the presence of the source term. The normal fluid density tensor is equivalent to the second

term in Eq. (S.109), i.e.,

2
. d
Qap = i % Z VaeeVierTr|(o, ® 0.)G(0, ® 0,)G], (S.166)
ke, k£0

where the diagonal term is the normal fluid density. Using the explicit form of GG, we obtain

Tr[(0, ® 0.)G(0, ® 0,)G]

. . . . 2
4 <72n2 (ekQ(QURn +ex)? — 38w2er (2Urn + €x) + 5w4> + (QURnek +uw?+ ek2) (2URnek — w24 €k2> >

~ 2 ~
(372712 + diynw + 2Ugner, — w? + ekQ) ((yn —iw)(3yn —iw) + €x(2Ugn + €x))?

4 (_457%6 —int (21€k(2URn + k) — 23W2)) (S.167)

+ 3 .
(?ran2 + diynw + 2Ugrneg, — w? + ekQ) ((yn —iw)(3yn — iw) + ex (2Ugn + €x))?

The above expression vanishes after intergration over w from —oo to oo since the residues of all poles of the integrand in
the upper-half complex plane of w vanish. Thus, we can see the superfluid quantum depletion is just equal to the total quantum
depletion and the normal fluid density is always zero, i.e., all the bosons in the quantum depletion part contribute to the superfluid
transport.

Derivation of The Spectral Function and the Excitation Spectrum

Here we derive an expression of the Green’s function of the dissipative superfluid. Within the mean-field approximation, the
correlation-function matrix in the momentum-energy space takes the form of

ke,
a
Gk,w) = —i —kt (aT a_ al  a_p_ )
(k,w) Qg k,+ k+ Op _ k,
aly
_ ertUrn—2iyn—w _Un -1
2 2 .
B _U2n _EkJrUR’rL;QZ'Y’rLer —2Z’YTL .
- —QZ’YTL ext+UrN+2iyn—w Un (Sl 8)

2 2
U*n ertUrn+2iyn+w
2 2




(see Eq. (S5.104)). By directly calculating the inverse of the matrix, we have the following Green’s functions [59]:

GT(k:, w) = —i(ak#a};#)
2(w + Ugn — 2iyn + eg) (w? — €3 — 2e(Ugn + 2iyn) + yn(5yn — 4iUgn))
wt 4+ 2(592n2 — e (e + 2Ugn))w? + [ek (e + 2Ugn) + 372n2)?

G(k,w) = —i{agraf, )

)

—8iyn(Uin? + v?n?)
w* +2(592n2 — ek (e + 2UrnN))w? + [e(ek + 2Ugn) + 372n2]2’
G~ (k,w) = fi(ak7_aL7+>

—8iyn((w + ek + Ugn)? + 4v%n?)
w* +2(592n2 — ek (e + 2UrnN))w? + [e(ek + 2Ugn) + 372n2]2’
GT(k,w) = —i(ah_a,zﬁ}
2(w + Urn + 2iyn + ek ) (—w? + 3 + 2e(Ugn — 2iyn) — yn(5yn + 4iUgn))
w4+ 2(5v2n2 — ek (e + 2URnN))w? + [ex(ek + 2Urn) + 3v2n?)?

To obtain the spectral function, we first consider the retarded Green’s function G, which is given by the relation

G GRN _ (11 G" G- 11
G4 o0 ) \1-1)\¢>c™)\1-1)"
Therefore, the Keldysh, retarded, and advanced Green’s functions are given by

—8iyn((w + ex + Ugn)? + Uzn? + 5v%n?)
wt +2(592n2 — ek (e + 2UgrN))w? + [e(ek + 2Ugn) + 372n2]2’
2(w + ek + Ugn + 2iyn)
w? + diynw — €3 — 2Ugneg, — 3y*n?’
2(w + ek + Ugn — 2iyn)

GA(k,w) = = (G~
(k, ) w? — diynw — €3 — 2Ugneg, — 372n? (G5

GK (k,w) =

GR(k,w) =

From the Green’s functions, we obtain the spectral function as [2]

Alk,w) = —(G<+G”)
4yn((w + ek + Ugn)? + Uin? + 5v%n?)
mwt +2(592n2 — ek (e + 2URrN))w? + [ek(er + 2Ugn) + 372n2)2’

)
2w
1

We note that when Ur = 0, the spectral function becomes

Akow) = L Alwte)” +5v°n%)
T mwt +2(592n2 — e2)w? + [e2 + 392n2)2’
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(S.169)

(S.170)

(S.171)

(S.172)

(S.173)

(S.174)

(S.175)

(S.176)

(S.177)

(S.178)

In the other limit v = 0, one can prove that Eq. (S.177) is proportional to §(w? — e (ex +2Ugn)), which reproduces the spectral

function of a closed quantum system [79].
The excitation spectrum of the dissipative superfluid is given by the poles of the spectral function as

wh +2(592n? — ep(er + 2Urn))w? + [er(er + 2Urn) + 37202 = 0.
This equation can be factorized as
(w? + diynw — 3 — 2Urneg, — 37°n?)(w? — diynw — €3 — 2Urner, — 3y°n?) = 0.

The solutions to Eq. (S.180) can be expressed as

wie = —2iynt \/Ek(ak + 2Ugrn) — v2n?,
2iyn + /ek(ex + 2Ugrn) — 202,

w3 4

(S.179)

(S.180)

(S.181)
(S.182)
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For those momenta that satisfy ex(ex + 2Urn) < v?*n?, the real parts of all the spectra vanish. For those momenta that satisfy
er(er + 2Urn) > 72n?, the real parts of wy(2) are equal to those of wg(4). The relations are given by wy = w3 and we = wj.
Hence, we can reach the conclusion that

Re[w;] = Refws] = —Re[wz] = —Rewy]. (5.183)

There is only one nontrivial real part in the four spectra. The poles of the retarded Green’s function give the spectra w; ». These
two spectra indeed coincide with the spectra of the observables Ay, in Ref. [38]. We can understand the roles of the spectra from
another framework of the Schwinger-Keldysh action. We first transform the action into another basis. By defining the retarded
or advanced operators ax, r = %(ak,Jr + ak,—) and ag, 4 = ag + — ak,— [59], we have

af, i0aky — af,_i0har— = aj, 4iiak r — af, pidyar, A, (S.184)

—H, +H_ —4iyn Z a};_a,H_ = Z —(ex + Urn — 2i’yn)aTk’AakyR — (e + Urn + 2i’yn)aL,Rak7A

ke, k0 k,k#£0
U*n Un
75 (@—k,ROK,A + O_k, AGK,R) — 7(GL7RGT_;§7A + GLAGT_,C,R)
+2iyn(af, qara +ay 4a_pa). (S.185)

Hence, the action can be reorganized as

Cfrk,R
1 dw (@) G a
_ - bttt i i 2x2 —k,R
5= 2 Z / 27 ( ak’R 9—k.R ak’A A—k,A ) < GT 2i’y7’LIgX2 ) Ak A ’ (8186)
K, k70
A oA
where
[ w—(ex + Urn + 2iyn) -Un
G= ( -U*n —w — (e + Urn — 2iyn) ) ° (S.187)
The conditions of poles of the Green’s function are given by
det(G) = 0= (w — (e + Ugn + 2iyn))(w + (e, + Ugn — 2iyn)) + |U[*n? = 0, (S.188)
det(G") =0 = (w — (e + Urn — 2iyn))(w + (ex + Urn + 2iyn)) + |U|*n? = 0. (S.189)
These two equations can be rewritten as
w? — diynw — e} — 2Ugrneg, — 37*n* = 0, (S.190)
w? + diynw — Ei — 2Ugneg, — 372n2 = 0. (S8.191)

Hence, w; » are the poles of the retarded Green’s function, which coincide with those obtained from the Gross-Pitaevskii equa-
tion [? ], and w3 4 are the poles of the advanced Green’s function.

To examine the elementary excitations in the system, we need to diagonalize the action (S.186). We first review a similar
transformation in a closed quantum system. The mean-field Hamiltonian takes the form of

1 e, +Un Un ag
— k
H—2(ak ak)< Un €k+Un><aT_k). (S.192)
To derive the matrix for the Bogoliubov transformation, we first transform the matrix as
e +Un Un . e +Un Un 1 0 ([ ex+Un -Un (5.193)
Un e, +Un Un e,+Un 0o -1/ Un  —(ex+Un) '

since the action in the frequency space is given by

1 w— (e +Un) -Un ag
— (ot
S—/dw2(ak ak)< “Un _w_(€k+Un)>(aTk>. (S.194)
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Therefore, the matrix ( (1) _01 ) in Eq. (S.193) transforms the matrix (’6 B in the action into < (6) 2 ), which enables

us to use a similarity transformation to diagonalize the Hamiltonian (S.192). The eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the matrix are

T
B = \/en(en + 20n) , v = (1, 1422 — 222 + 2) , (S.195)

T
Es = —\/ex(er + 20n) | v2=(1—|—x2—m 3:2—|—2,1) , (S.196)

where © = /e /Un. Hence, the similarity transformation that diagonalizes the matrix (S.193) can be written as

B 1 1+22—2v22+2\ _ (1 «
M_<1+l-2_$,lx2+2 1 = a 1 ) (8197)

where a = 14 22 — /22 + 2. This similarity transformation can be shown to be equivalent to the Bogoliubov transformation
by renormalizing the matrix as M := M/v/1 — «? such that det(M) = 1. Thus we obtain the Bogoliubov transformation
matrix [6]

1 «
M = ( Vico? Vira? ) ) (S.198)
1—a? 1—a?

Similarly, in open quantum systems, we need to diagonalize the matrix

[ ek +Ugrn + 2iyn Un
K= ( U*n ek + Urn — 2iyn (8.199)

from the matrix GG in Eq. (S.187). We follow the same procedure as above and transform K as Ko, for diagonalization. The
problem is equivalent to the diagonalization of the matrix

ek + Urn + 2iyn —Un
< U*n —(ex + Urn — 2iyn) )~ (5.200)
The eigenvectors are given by
T
S URn+Ek+\/€k(€k+2URn)—’72n2
1 — ) Un
= (1L,a)7, (S.201)
T
Urn + e — \/ex(ck + 2Ugn) — 7?n? 1
Vo =
2 U*n 9
= (a,1)7, (5.202)
with
o= Urn +¢€x, — \/5k(5k + QURTL) —72n? G Urn +¢€g — \/5k(5k + QURTL) — ’}/27?,2' (S.203)

U*n Un

We note that a* = @& only holds when e (e + 2Ugn) — v?n? > 0, where the spectra in Eqs. (S.181) and (S.182) have a
nonzero real part. Therefore, the diagonalization matrix is given by

M<1 a>. (S.204)

a1

After renormalization M := M /v/1 — aa, we obtain the Bogoliubov matrix for the retarded operators

1 e _ L = &
M = ( 1500 Vijea > (ber bokr) = (a;rc,R a—k,R) ( 1500 Vijea ) ; (S.205)



and the Bogoliubov matrix for the advanced operators

1 e} 1 e}
M*l _ Vi—aa l1—aa 7bk-,A _ 1—aa 1—aa Ok, A
- o & 1 ) b - a 1 CLT .
l1—aa l1—aa —k,A l1—aa l1—aa —k,A

Hence, the action becomes

2k,R
dw O H b
t 2x2 “kR
Z / ka b_ k,R bkA b_ kA)((H/)T 27:7”]\2—2) bk,A )
k kA0 i
bk A
where
v — 2.2
H = idho. — 2iyn — \/er(ex + 2Urn) — ¥2n . 0
0 —2iyn — \/Ek(&‘k + 2Ugn) — v%n?

In the expressions above, we can see b = b}Lc only holds for e (eg + 2Ugn) > ~2n2.
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(S.206)

(S.207)

(S.208)

Furthermore, we calculate the excitation spectrum and the spectral function in the presence of the dipole-dipole interaction.

Recall that the Fourier transform of the dipole-dipole interaction is [6]

8

8”6 1 —3cos?6 k #0;
Vaa(k) = { aa k) f
_7cdd k=0.

The mean-field approximation for the dipole-dipole potential is

T T
> a),a}, ak,ak, Vaa (k1 — ka)0k, 4y —ks—ks
k1,k2,k3,ky

DN | =

1 N N
%§N2Vdd(0) + — Z aka,kad(k) + — Z a};aikad(k) Z a};ak[Vdd(O) + Vdd(k)]N.

2 2

k,k+£0 k,k+£0 k,k£0

Thus, the effective interaction in the Keldysh contour can be written as
S = / dt a,Hiata;H — azjatak,) —H,+ H_—4iyn Z a};fakJr ,
k,k#0 )

where

Ur+V, '
u, =n Qdd N+ Y |+ (Un + Vaa(k)n — 2iaym)al ara
k,k£0

+—(U * Vdd(k))nafkaaka + (U Vaa(k))n Vdd(k))nazaatka

2 2

Following the same calculations as above with Ug, replaced by U r = Ur + V44(k), we obtain the spectral function as

Ak, w) = dyn((w + ex + (Ur + Vaa(k))n)? + (Ur + Vaa(k))n)? + 5v2n?)

The excitation spectra and the associated Bogoliubov transformation are given by

w2 = =2iyn & /e(ek +2(Un + Vaa(k))n) — 7202,
w34 = 2iyn + \/ek(ek + 2(Ug + Vyga(E))n) — y2n2,

1 o
bka \ _ [ Vicas Viaa kA
B - [ 1 aT 9
—k,A 1—aa 1—a& —k,A

7wt +2[572n2 — ek (ke + 2(Ur + Vaa(k))n)]w? + [ex(ex + 2(Ur + Vaa(k))n) + 372n2]2’

(S.209)

(S.210)

(S211)

(S.212)

(S.213)

(S.214)
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where

a = ((UR + Vdd(k))n + €&k — \/Ek(ék + 2(UR + Vdd(k))n — ’}/2712))/(((]* + Vdd(k))n),
a = ((Ur+ Vaa(k))n+ e — VVer(er + 2(Ur + Vaa(k))n — v2n2)) /(U + Vaa(k))n). (S.215)

The dipole-dipole interaction only modifies the strength of the repulsive interaction. In Fig. S1, we show the spectral function
for an experimental value of ¢;4 = 0.833 [13] along different directions for the weak-interaction limit where v > Up and the
weak-dissipation limit where Urp > . Figures Sla, c, and e show that spectral functions strongly depend on the measured
direction in the weak-dissipation limit, while Figs. S1b, d and f show that the system is dominated by the dissipation and the
spectral function is nearly independent of the polarization direction in the weak-interaction limit.

Additionally, we also plot the peak frequency wpeax = argmax, A(k,w) of the spectral function as a function of the kinetic
energy € = |k|?/2m in Fig. S2. In the weak-interaction limit, the peak frequency is nearly independent of the direction 6, since
the system is dominated by the dissipation. In the weak-dissipation regime, the peak frequency is more sensitive to the direction
and wpcak exhibits the well-known spectrum of an interacting BEC [3] in a closed system which confirms our calculation.

From the figures, we see that there always exists one peak in both cases for a given momentum and the strength of interaction
and that the peak is broadened by the dissipation. This broadening indicates a finite lifetime of quasiparticles in the system. This
spectral function shows distinct behavior in the weak-dissipation and weak-interaction limits. Since the spectral function can be
measured in the state-of-the-art experimental platform [64—66], it can be used to experimentally test our results.

Finally, we examine the stability of the dissipative BEC with dipolar interactions. A BEC is unstable when one of the
imaginary part of the spectra w; o is positive. For the spectra (S.214), they most likely become unstable for the angle 6, = 7/2,
where the spectrums can be rewritten as

wi o = —2iyn + \/ex(er + 2(Ur — Vag)n) — v2n2, (S.216)

where Vg := 8mcqq/3. When there is no dipolar interaction, the imaginary part of w; will become positive if |[Ug| > \/37,
where the condensate is unstable [38]. If we fix the strength of dipolar interaction, the system becomes unstable when |Ug| >
V37 — Vzq. If we fix the strength of contact interaction, the system becomes unstable when

Vg > V37 + Ur (S.217)

for Ur > 0. Thus, the dissipation helps stablize the condensate since the dissipation leads to an effective repulsive interaction,
as seen from the Fig. 1 of the main text.
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FIG. S1. Spectral function A(w) of a dissipative molecular BEC as a function of the kinetic energy ¢ = % and frequency w under different

limits and different directions. Here we choose €44 = 0.833 and set the polarization of dipole moments along the z-axis. Figures a,c,e,g show
the weak-dissipation regime where Urn = 1.0 a.u., and yn = 0.1 a.u.. Figures b,d,f,h show the weak-interaction regime where Urn = 0.1
a.u., and yn = 1.0 a.u.. In Figs. a-f, the directions are 6, = 0, 7/4, /2 from top to bottom. In Figs. g and h, we fix w = 0.5 a.u..



Wpeak/ @ U.

5

4
3
2
1

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

Wheak/ AU c

4
3
2
1

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

Wpcak/a U e

3.0
2.5
2.0
1.5
1.0
0.5

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

e/a.u.

€/a.u.

e/a.u.

S27

Wpeak/ @.U.

3.0
2.5
2.0
1.5
1.0
0.5

e/a.u.
0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

Wheak/ AU d

3.0
2.5
2.0
1.5
1.0
0.5

€/a.u.
05 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

Wpcak/@ U f

2.5
2.0
1.5
1.0
0.5

€/a.u.
0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

FIG. S2. Peak frequency of the spectral function (S.213) of a dissipative BEC as a function of the kinetic energy ¢ = % in different limits and
different directions. Here we choose €44 = 0.833. Figures a,c and e show the weak-dissipation regime where Urn = 1.0 a.u. and yn = 0.1
a.u.. Figures b,d and f show the weak-interaction regime where Urn = 0.1 a.u. and yn = 1.0 a.u.. In a-f, the directions are 6, = 0, /4, 7/2
from top to bottom. In the regime Ug > ~, wpeak exhibits behavior initially following a square-root dependence and subsequently showing a
crossover to a linear dependence on €. In the weak-interaction regime, the peak is less sensitive to the direction and shows a bending at e = 1.0
a.u. where the real part of the spectrum increases.
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