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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

H =

ˆ
d3r

1

2m
∇a†r∇ar + Vint, (1)

Vint =
UR

2

ˆ
d3r(a†r)

2(ar)
2

+ cdd

ˆ
d3r1d

3r2a
†
r1
a†r2

1− 3 cos2 θ

|r12|3
ar2

ar1
, (2)

where m is the mass of a single boson, UR > 0 is the strength
of the contact interaction, cdd is that of the dipole-dipole in-
teraction, ar is the annihilation operator of a boson at position
r, r12 := r1 − r2, and cos θ := ẑ · r12/|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]

dρ

dt
= Lρ = −i[H, ρ]− γ

2

ˆ
d3r({L†

rLr, ρ} − 2LrρL
†
r),

(3)
where ρ is the density matrix of the bosonic molecules, L is
the Lindbladian, and the Lindblad operatorLr = a2r describes
a two-body loss at position r with the loss rate γ > 0.
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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]

S =

ˆ ∞

−∞
dt

[ˆ
d3r(φ∗

+i∂tφ+ − φ∗
−i∂tφ−)−H+

+H− +
iγ

2

ˆ
dr(L̄r+Lr+ + L̄r−Lr− − 2Lr+L̄r−)

]
,

(4)
where we use the subscript + and − to label the forward and
backward contours and φα = φα(r, t) stands for a bosonic
field. Here the Hamiltonian Hα is given by replacing ar (a†r)
in Eq. (1) with φα(r, t) (φ∗

α(r, t)), Lrα = φα(r, t)
2 and

L̄rα = φ∗
α(r, t)

2 with α = ±. We note that the action (4)
has a weak U(1) symmetry [39], i.e., invariance under φα →
φαe

iθ, 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]:

Z = Tr ρ =

ˆ
D[φ−, φ

∗
−, φ+, φ

∗
+]e

iS . (5)

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]

φα(r, t) = φ0(t)(1 + ϕα(r, t))e
iθα(r,t),

φ∗
α(r, t) = φ0(t)(1 + ϕα(r, t))e

−iθα(r,t), (6)

where φ0(t) is the saddle point of the action. The fields
ϕα and θα denote the fluctuation of the amplitude and that
of the phase of the bosonic field on the contour α. Phys-
ically, the amplitude field ϕ represents the Higgs mode
while the phase field θ represents the Nambu-Goldstone
(NG) mode. The saddle-point solution is given by φ0(t) =√
n0(t) exp(−i

´ t
0
dt′µ(t′)) with n0 being the number den-

sity of the condensate bosons and µ(t) := n0(t)(UR −
8πcdd/3) representing the time-dependent frequency of the
phase of the condensate. Substituting Eq. (6) into the action
(4), we have the action S(ϕ+, ϕ−, θ+, θ−) as a function of the
phase and amplitude fluctuations. Consequently, the Keldysh
partition function is rewritten as

Z =

ˆ
D[ϕ+, ϕ−, θ+, θ−]e

iS(ϕ+,ϕ−,θ+,θ−). (7)

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]

Seff = S+ − S−, Sα = −
ˆ
dtd3r

φ2
0

2m
(∇θ̃α)2, (8)

where we define ∇θ̃α := ∇θα + ψ(r). Here the function
ψ(r) satisfying ∇ · ψ(r) = 2γmφ2

0 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]
vα = α∇θα/m. The current density is given by the average
of the current operator, i.e.,

j =
1

2
⟨j+ + j−⟩ =

1

2Z

ˆ
D[φ+]D[φ−](j+ + j−)e

iS , (9)

where v+ = −v− = vs and the current density on each con-
tour is defined as jα = −δS/δ(mvα). The superfluid density
is defined as ρs := δj/δvs, which is determined by the coeffi-
cient before the quadratic term of the superfluid velocity vs in
the effective action (8). From the effective action, we obtain
the superfluid density

ρs = |φ0|2 = n0. (10)

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

dn

dt
= −∇ · j = −∇ · (js + jd), (11)

where js = |φ0|2vs is the superfluid current induced by the
external perturbation and jd = |φ0|2ψ/m represents the flow
of particles to the environment, which results in the loss of
particles. Therefore, the term related to ψ(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 ϕα 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
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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 + 2γn(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 a0+ = a0− =
a†0− = a†0+ ≈

√
N where a0 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 γn(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 nD :=∑

k ̸=0⟨a
†
kak⟩/V , where V is the volume of the system. To

this end, we generalize the phase stiffness [2] to the open
quantum system by Qab = (−1/(2V ))∂2F/∂va∂vb, where
F [v] = −i logZ[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 nsD in the quantum depletion as Q̄ = mnsD [2], where Q̄
is the phase stiffness averaged over angles. As a result, we find
that the normal fluid density vanishes and hence nsD = nD
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 UR ≫ γ, the quantum
depletion density has no linear correction of γ:

nD =
m3/2(nUR)

3/2

3π2

(
h1 + h2η

(
γ

UR

)2

+O

[(
γ

UR

)3
])

,

(12)
where η ≃ 0.76, and h1(εdd) and h2(εdd) are functions of
the ratio εdd := 8πcdd/3UR, satisfying h1(0) = h2(0) = 1
and h1(x), h2(x) > 1 for x > 0. This quantum depletion can
be also expressed in terms of the complex scattering length
[53, 54]

ac = ar − iai :=
m

4π
(UR − iγ). (13)

In the case of γ = 0, Eq. (12) reduces to the standard result [6,
55]: nD = 8

3
√
π
(nar)

3/2. In the weak-interaction limit UR ≪
γ, the quantum depletion density is given by

nD = (γn)3/2
m3/2

24π5/2
Γ

(
1

4

)
×

(
1 +

6UR

γ

Γ(3/4)2

Γ(1/4)2
+O

[(
UR

γ

)2
])

,

(14)

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 nD = 1

3πΓ
(
1
4

)
(nai)

3/2. 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
ρ−k :=

∑
p a

†
pap−k and the time-evolved one:

[ρ−k,L†(ρk)] = 2iεkN̂ , (15)

where N̂ is the total particle-number operator and εk =
|k|2/2m is the kinetic energy. Note that the right-hand side
of Eq. (15) is independent of the strength γ 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 ˆ

dω

2πω
γL(k, ω, t0) = N(t0), (16)

where N(t0) represents the total particle number at an ar-
bitrary time t0, and γL(k, ω, t0) is the longitudinal compo-
nent of the current-current correlation function defined as
γi,j(k, ω, t0) = m⟨

´
dteiωt[jit(k, t0 + t), jjt (−k, t0)]⟩ with

jt being the total current of the system [47, 48], given by

jt =
i

2m

(
∇a†rar − a†r∇ar

)
+ jd(r). (17)

Here jd(r) = γ
´

dr′

2π
r−r′

|r−r′|3 a
†
r′a

†
r′ar′ar′ 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 γi,j(k, ω, t0) 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.
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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 =
∑
k,ω

Ψ†
k,ω

(
h2×2
+ B
B† h2×2

−

)
Ψk,ω (18)

where Ψk,ω = (ak,ω,+, a
†
−k,ω,+, ak,ω,−, a

†
−k,ω,−)

T ,

h2×2
± = ∓1

2

(
ε∓k,U − ω ∓(ŨR − iγ)n

∓(ŨR + iγ)n ε∓k,U + ω

)
, (19)

and B =

(
0 0
0 −2iγn

)
with ε∓k,U := εk + ŨRn ∓ 2iγn,

and ŨR(k) := UR[1 − εdd(1 − 3 cos2 θk)]. 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

det

(
h2×2
+ B
B† h2×2

−

)
= 0:

ω1,2 = −2iγn±
√
εk(εk + 2ŨR(k)n)− γ2n2,

ω3,4 = 2iγn±
√
εk(εk + 2ŨR(k)n)− γ2n2.

(20)

The spectra ω1,2 originate from the poles of the retarded
Green’s function, which are also eigen-frequencies of the non-
Hermitian Gross-Pitaevskii equation [60]. Similarly, ω3,4 are
complex conjugate to ω1,2, 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 ω1,2 (3,4) both have negative (positive) imagi-
nary parts [38]. We find that the system becomes stable when
εdd < 1 +

√
3γ/UR. 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 εdd and
γ/UR. 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

A(k, ω) =
i

2π
(G>(k, ω) +G<(k, ω)), (21)

where the lesser and greater Green’s function is defined
as G<(k, ω) := −i⟨ak,ω,+a

†
k,ω,−⟩ and G>(k, ω) :=

−i⟨ak,ω,−a
†
k,ω,+⟩. The detailed expressions and the plots of

the spectral function are shown in the Supplemental Material

FIG. 1. Stability diagram of a molecular dipolar BEC on the plane of
εdd = 8πcdd/(3UR) and γ/UR. In the absence of dissipation, the
system becomes unstable for εdd > 1. In the presence of dissipation,
the system becomes stable for εdd < 1 +

√
3γ/UR. Thus the two-

body loss enlarges the stable region.

[47]. We note that the peak frequency of the spectral func-
tion ωpeak = argmaxωA(k, ω) 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]:

ρs
ρt

= 1− lim
ωeff→0

⟨L⟩
Iclωeff

, (22)

where ωeff is an effective angular momentum induced by two
Laguerre-Gauss beams [62] and Icl 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 UR between particles can be modulated
using the Feshbach resonance [69–73]. To induce the two-
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body loss, photoassociation techniques can be utilized [9, 74–
77].
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G. Quéméner, T. Karman, A. Christianen, I. Bloch, and X.-Y.
Luo, Phys. Rev. Res. 3, 033013 (2021).

[19] P. Gersema, K. K. Voges, M. Meyer zum Alten Borgloh,

L. Koch, T. Hartmann, A. Zenesini, S. Ospelkaus, J. Lin, J. He,
and D. Wang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 163401 (2021).

[20] J. S. Rosenberg, L. Christakis, E. Guardado-Sanchez, Z. Z. Yan,
and W. S. Bakr, Nature Physics 18, 1062 (2022).

[21] R. Bause, A. Christianen, A. Schindewolf, I. Bloch, and X.-Y.
Luo, The Journal of Physical Chemistry A 127, 729 (2023).

[22] S. Ospelkaus, K. K. Ni, D. Wang, M. H. G. de Miranda,
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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 φ+ and φ− be the
bosonic field for the forward and backward paths, respectively. Then the action of the system is given by

S =

ˆ
dtd3r[iφ∗

+(r, t)∂tφ+(r, t)−H+ − iφ∗
−(r, t)∂tφ−(r, t) +H−], (S.1)

where

H± =
1

2m
(∇φ∗

±) · (∇φ±)− µ|φ±|2 +
U

2
|φ±|4. (S.2)

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

φR =
1

2
(φ+ + φ−), φA = φ+ − φ−, (S.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 =

ˆ
dtd3r

[
iφ∗

R∂tφA + iφ∗
A∂tφR − 1

2m
(∇φ∗

R) · (∇φA)−
1

2m
(∇φ∗

A) · (∇φR)

]
+

ˆ
dtd3r

[
µ|φ+|2 − µ|φ−|2 −

U

2
|φ+|4 +

U

2
|φ−|4

]
. (S.4)

Let us decompose the bosonic fields φ+, φ− around a U(1)-symmetry-broken ground state φ0 as [46]

φ+ = φ0(1 + ϕ+)e
iθ+ , (S.5)

φ− = φ0(1 + ϕ−)e
iθ− , (S.6)

where ϕα and θα represent the Higgs mode and the Nambu-Goldstone mode on the contour α = ±. At the first step, we consider
a uniform field solution φ0. The value of φR is determined from the mean-field equation δS/δφA = 0 and setting φA = 0,
which is given by

(i∂t + µ− U |φR|2 − U |φA|2)φR = 0. (S.7)



S2

The solution to this equation is

φR =
√
n0,

µ = n0U,

φA = 0,

where n0 is the particle-number density of the condensate. Thus, we have φ0 =
√
n0. By expanding the action (S.1) up to the

second order in ϕ± and θ±, we have

S = S+ − S−, (S.8)

where

Sα =

ˆ
dtd3r

[
−φ2

0∂tθα − 1

2m
φ2
0(∇θα)2 − 2φ2

0ϕα∂tθα − 1

2m
φ2
0(∇ϕα)2 − 2Uφ4

0ϕ
2
α

]
. (S.9)

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

S =

ˆ
dtd3r

[
−φ2

0∂tθA − 1

m
φ2
0(∇θR)(∇θA)− 2φ2

0ϕR∂tθA − 2φ2
0ϕA∂tθR − 1

m
φ2
0(∇ϕR)(∇ϕA)

]
+

ˆ
dtd3r[−4Uφ4

0ϕRϕA]

=

ˆ
dtd3r

[
− 1

m
φ2
0(∇θR)(∇θA)− 2φ2

0

(
ϕR ϕA

)( ∂tθA
∂tθR

)]
+

ˆ
dtd3r

[
−
(
ϕR ϕA

)( 0 − φ2
0

2m∇2 + 2Uφ4
0

− φ2
0

2m∇2 + 2Uφ4
0 0

)(
ϕR
ϕA

)]
. (S.10)

Eliminating the amplitude modes ϕR and ϕA through path integration, we obtain

Seff =

ˆ
dtd3r

[
− 1

m
φ2
0(∇θR)(∇θA)

]

+φ4
0

ˆ
dtd3r

( ∂tθA ∂tθR
) 0

(
− φ2

0

2m∇2 + 2Uφ4
0

)−1(
− φ2

0

2m∇2 + 2Uφ4
0

)−1

0

( ∂tθA
∂tθR

) .
=

ˆ
dtd3r

[
− 1

m
φ2
0(∇θR)(∇θA) + ∂tθR

2φ4
0

− φ2
0

2m∇2 + 2Uφ4
0

∂tθA

]
. (S.11)

Rewriting this in terms of quantities in the forward and backward contours, we obtain

Seff = Seff
+ − Seff

− , (S.12)

where

Seff
α =

ˆ
dtd3r

[
− 1

2m
φ2
0(∇θα)(∇θα) + ∂tθα

φ2
0

− 1
2m∇2 + 2Uφ2

0

∂tθα

]
. (S.13)

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

we obtain the excitation spectrum:

ω =

√
k2

2m

(
k2

2m
+ 2Un0

)
. (S.14)

By setting ∂tθ+ = ∂tθ− = 0 and performing a Wick rotation, we obtain

S =

ˆ
dτd3r

1

2m
φ2
0(∇θ)2. (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 =

ˆ
dtd3r[iφ∗

+(r, t)∂tφ+(r, t)−H+ − iφ∗
−(r, t)∂tφ−(r, t) +H− − iγφ∗

−(r, t)
2φ+(r, t)

2], (S.16)

where

H± =
1

2m
(∇φ∗

±) · (∇φ±) +
U±

2
|φ±|4 (S.17)

with U± = UR ∓ iγ. We use Eq. (S.3) to obtain the uniform mean-field equation δS/δφA = 0 as

(i∂t − (UR − iγ)|φR|2 − (UR − iγ)|φA|2)φR = 0. (S.18)

The solution of this equation is

φR(t) =
φR(0)√

1 + 2γφR(0)2t
exp

(
−i
ˆ t

0

µ(t′)dt′
)

=

√
n0(0)

1 + 2γn0(0)t
exp

(
−i
ˆ t

0

µ(t′)dt′
)
,

µ(t) = n0(t)UR,

φA = 0,

where n0(t) = n0(0)/(1 + 2γn0(0)t) is the number density of the condensate. Hence, the mean-field solution is given by
φ0 = φR(t), which is a function of time t.

The bosonic fields can be decomposed into fields of θ± and ϕ± as in Eqs. (S.5) and (S.6), and the expansion up to the second
order of them gives

S = S+ − S− +

ˆ
dtd3r[(−4iγ)|φ0|4ϕ+ϕ− + 2γ|φ0|4(θ+ − θ−) + 4γ|φ0|4(ϕ+ + ϕ−)(θ+ − θ−)], (S.19)

where

Sα =

ˆ
dtd3r

[
−|φ0|2∂tθα − 1

2m
|φ0|2(∇θα)2 − 2|φ0|2ϕα∂tθα − 1

2m
|φ0|2(∇ϕα)2 − 2(UR − iαγ)|φ0|4ϕ2α

]
. (S.20)

Substituting Eq. (S.3) into Eqs. (S.19) and (S.20), we have

S =

ˆ
dtd3r

[
−|φ0|2∂tθA − 1

m
|φ0|2(∇θR)(∇θA)− 2|φ0|2ϕR∂tθA − 2|φ0|2ϕA∂tθR − 1

m
|φ0|2(∇ϕR)(∇ϕA)

]
+

ˆ
dtd3r

[
−4UR|φ0|4ϕRϕA + 2iγ|φ0|4

(
2ϕ2R +

1

2
ϕ2A

)
+ 2γ|φ0|4θA + 8γ|φ0|4ϕRθA

]
=

ˆ
dtd3r

[
−|φ0|2∂tθA − 1

m
|φ0|2(∇θR)(∇θA)− 2|φ0|2

(
ϕR ϕA

)( ∂tθA − 4γ|φ0|2θA
∂tθR

)]
+

ˆ
dtd3r

[
−
(
ϕR ϕA

)( −4iγ|φ0|4 − |φ0|2
2m ∇2 + 2UR|φ0|4

− |φ0|2
2m ∇2 + 2UR|φ0|4 −iγ|φ0|4

)(
ϕR
ϕA

)
+ 2γ|φ0|4θA

]
. (S.21)

Integrating out the amplitude fields ϕR,A, we obtain the effective action as

Seff =

ˆ
dtd3r

[
−|φ0|2∂tθA − 1

m
|φ0|2(∇θR)(∇θA)

]
+

ˆ
dtd3r

[
|φ0|4

(
∂tθA − 4γ|φ0|2θA ∂tθR

)
A−1

(
∂tθA − 4γ|φ0|2θA

∂tθR

)
+ 2γ|φ0|4θA

]
, (S.22)

where

A =

(
−4iγ|φ0|4 − |φ0|2

2m ∇2 + 2UR|φ0|4

− |φ0|2
2m ∇2 + 2UR|φ0|4 −iγ|φ0|4

)
. (S.23)
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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
∂tθ+ = ∂tθ− = 0, we obtain

Seff =

ˆ
dtd3r

− 1

m
|φ0|2(∇θR)(∇θA) + 16γ2|φ0|4θ2A

|φ0|4(−iγ|φ0|4)

−4γ2|φ0|8 −
(
− |φ0|2

2m ∇2 + 2UR|φ0|4
)2 + 2γ|φ0|4θA


≃
ˆ
dtd3r

[
− 1

m
|φ0|2(∇θR)(∇θA) + 4iγ2|φ0|4θ2A

γ

γ2 + U2
R

+ 2γ|φ0|4θA
]
, (S.24)

where we ignore the contribution from ∇2 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 θA, 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

Seff = −
ˆ
dtd3r

[
1

m
|φ0|2(∇θR)(∇θA)− 2γ|φ0|4θA

]
= −

ˆ
dtd3r

[
1

2m
|φ0|2(∇θ+)(∇θ+)−

1

2m
|φ0|2(∇θ−)(∇θ−)− 2γ|φ0|4(θ+ − θ−)

]
= −

ˆ
dtd3r|φ0|2

[
1

2m
(∇θ+ +ψ(r))(∇θ+ +ψ(r))− 1

2m
(∇θ− +ψ(r))(∇θ− +ψ(r))

]
, (S.25)

with ∇ · ψ = 2mγ|φ0|2. Here the vector field ψ(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 vsα = α∇θα/m [2],
the current density is determined as

⟨j⟩ =
1

2
⟨j+ + j−⟩ = −1

2

(
δSeff

mδvs+
+

δSeff

mδvs−

)
|vs+=−vs−=vs

=
|φ0|2

m
(mvs +ψ), (S.26)

where jα := −δSeff/δ(mvα). Eq. (S.26) gives ρs = |φ0|2 = n0(t) by the definition of the superfluid density ρs = ∂⟨j⟩/∂vs.
We therefore find that the system shows superfluid transport if the dissipative current is subtracted from the total current.

Let us now introduce the current-density operator as ĵc = 1
2

∑
k k(a

†
k+ak+ + a†k−ak−) and we calculate the expectation

value of the current as

jc = ⟨ĵc⟩ =
1

Z

ˆ
D[φ+]D[φ−]jce

iS . (S.27)

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
= −∇ · (jc + jd), (S.28)

where j = jc + jd is the total current, jc is the nondissipative current density and jd is the dissipative current density due to the
loss of particles. This dissipative current density obeys the following equation of continuity:

∇ · jd = −dn0(t)
dt

=
2γn0(0)

2

(1 + 2γn0(0)t)2
. (S.29)

One immediately recognizes that jc = js = |φ0|2vs and jd = |φ0|2ψ/m. Nevertheless, the current jd will not influence the
superfluid density since ∂jα/∂vβ = ρsδαβ . 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

V (r − r′) = cdd
1− 3 cos2 θr−r′

|r − r′|3
a†ra

†
r′ar′ar, (S.30)
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where we assume that the dipole moments are polarized in the z direction and cos θr−r′ = (r− r′) · ẑ/|r− r′|. By adding this
interaction, the action becomes

S =

ˆ
dtd3r[iφ∗

+(r, t)∂tφ+(r, t)−H+ − iφ∗
−(r, t)∂tφ−(r, t) +H− − iγφ∗

−(r, t)
2φ+(r, t)

2], (S.31)

where

H± =
1

2m
(∇φ∗

±) · (∇φ±) +
U±

2
|φ±|4 + cdd

ˆ
d3r′

1− 3 cos2 θr−r′

|r − r′|3
|φ±(r, t)|2|φ±(r

′, t)|2. (S.32)

We consider the uniform mean-field solution by δS/δφ∗
A = 0 which gives

(
i∂t − (UR − iγ)|φR|2(r, t)− cdd

ˆ
d3r′

1− 3 cos2 θr−r′

|r − r′|3
|φR(r

′, t)|2
)
φR(r, t) = 0. (S.33)

Here we assume φA = 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

φR(t) =
φR(0)√

1 + 2γφR(0)2t
exp

(
−i
ˆ t

0

µ(t′)dt′
)

=

√
n0(0)

1 + 2γn0(0)t
exp

(
−i
ˆ t

0

µ(t′)dt′
)
,

µ(t) = |φR(t)|2
(
UR + 2cdd

ˆ
d3r′

1− 3 cos2 θr−r′

|r − r′|3

)
= n0(t)

(
UR − 8π

3
cdd

)
. (S.34)

Here we regularize the integral over r′ as [40]

ˆ
d3r′

1− 3 cos2 θr−r′

|r − r′|3
=

ˆ
d3r′

1− 3 cos2 θr′

|r′|3

= lim
k→0

ˆ
d3r′

1− 3 cos2 θr′

|r′|3
eik·r

′

= − lim
k→0

4π

ˆ
dr′

r′
j2(kr

′)

= −4π

3
, (S.35)

where j2(x) 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

εdd :=
8πcdd
3UR

, (S.36)

we have µ = n0(t)(1− εdd)UR. By adding the dipolar interaction to the action (S.20) on each contour, we obtain

Sα → Sα +

ˆ
dtd3r

[
8π

3
cdd|φ0|2(1 + ϕα(r, t))

2 + cdd

ˆ
d3r′

1− 3 cos2 θr−r′

|r − r′|3
|φ0|4(1 + ϕα(r, t))

2(1 + ϕα(r
′, t))2

]
.

(S.37)
After simplification, the modified action becomes

Sα → Sα − 4cdd

ˆ
dtd3rd3r′

1− 3 cos2 θr−r′

|r − r′|3
|φ0|4ϕ+(r, t)ϕ−(r′, t). (S.38)
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By substituting the modified action on each contour into the total action (S.19), it becomes

S =

ˆ
dtd3r

[
−|φ0|2∂tθA − 1

m
|φ0|2(∇θR)(∇θA)− 2|φ0|2ϕR∂tθA − 2|φ0|2ϕA∂tθR − 1

m
|φ0|2(∇ϕR)(∇ϕA)

]
+

ˆ
dtd3r

[
−4UR|φ0|4ϕRϕA + 2iγ

(
2ϕ2R +

1

2
ϕ2A

)
+ 2γ|φ0|4θA + 8γ|φ0|4ϕRθA

]
−4cdd

ˆ
dtd3rd3r′

1− 3 cos2 θr−r′

|r − r′|3
|φ0|4(ϕR(r, t)ϕA(r′, t) + ϕA(r, t)ϕR(r

′, t))

=

ˆ
dtd3r

[
−|φ0|2∂tθA − 1

m
|φ0|2(∇θR)(∇θA)− 2|φ0|2

(
ϕR ϕA

)( ∂tθA − 4γ|φ0|2θA
∂tθR

)]
−
ˆ
dtd3r

[(
ϕR ϕA

)( −4iγ|φ0|4 − |φ0|2
2m ∇2 + 2UR|φ0|4

− |φ0|2
2m ∇2 + 2UR|φ0|4 −iγ|φ0|4

)(
ϕR
ϕA

)
− 2γ|φ0|4θA

]

−
ˆ
dtd3rd3r′

(
ϕR ϕA

)
(r, t)

 0 4cdd
1−3 cos2 θr−r′

|r−r′|3 |φ0|4

4cdd
1−3 cos2 θr−r′

|r−r′|3 |φ0|4 0

( ϕR
ϕA

)
(r′, t). (S.39)

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

Seff =

ˆ
dtd3r

[
−|φ0|2∂tθA − 1

m
|φ0|2(∇θR)(∇θA)− 2|φ0|2

(
ϕR ϕA

)( ∂tθA − 4γ|φ0|2θA
∂tθR

)
+ 2γ|φ0|4θA

]
+

ˆ
dtd3k

[
−
(
ϕR ϕA

)
(k, t)

(
−4iγ|φ0|4 |φ0|2k2

2m + 2(UR + Vdd(k))|φ0|4
|φ0|2k2

2m + 2(UR + Vdd(k))|φ0|4 −iγ|φ0|4

)(
ϕR
ϕA

)
(−k, t)

]
,

where we define

Vdd(k) := 2cdd

ˆ
d3r

1− 3 cos2 θr
r3

eik·r = −8π

3
cdd(1− 3 cos2 θk) (S.40)

with θk being the angle between the momentum k and the z-axis. We integrate out the Higgs mode in the momentum space and
set ∂tθA = ∂tθR = 0, yielding the effective action as

Seff =

ˆ
dtd3r

[
− 1

m
|φ0|2(∇θR)(∇θA) + 2γ|φ0|4θA

]
+

ˆ
dtd3k

16γ2|φ0|4θ2A
|φ0|4(−iγ|φ0|4)

−4γ2|φ0|8 −
(

|φ0|2k2

2m + 2(UR + Vdd(k))|φ0|4
)2


≃
ˆ
dtd3r

[
− 1

m
|φ0|2(∇θR)(∇θA) + 2γ|φ0|4θA

]
+

ˆ
dtd3k

[
4iγ2|φ0|4θ2A

γ

γ2 + (UR + Vdd(k))2

]
. (S.41)

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 θA, 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 εdd is so large that the system becomes unstable. The critical point of εdd 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

⟨[ρ−k,L†(ρk)]⟩ = Tr[ρini[ρ−k,L†(ρk)]], (S.42)

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

ρk :=
∑
p

a†pap+k,

L†(O) := −i[O,H]− γ

2

ˆ
d3r{O,L†

rLr}+ γ

ˆ
d3rL†

rOLr. (S.43)
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Here we consider the Heisenberg picture where the operators evolve as

dO

dt
= L†(O) = −i[O,H]− γ

2

ˆ
d3r{O,L†

rLr}+ γ

ˆ
d3rL†

rOLr, (S.44)

where the Hamiltonian is given by

H =
∑
k

εka
†
kak +

UR

2

ˆ
d3r(a†r)

2(ar)
2

=
∑
k

εka
†
kak +

UR

2V

∑
k,q,p

a†ka
†
pap−qak+q, (S.45)

with εk = k2/2m being the kinetic energy. A straightforward calculation [6] gives

i [ρk, H] = i
∑
p

(εp+k − εp)a
†
pap+k, (S.46)

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 L†(ρk). We
can see

−γ
2

ˆ
d3r{O,L†

rLr}+ γ

ˆ
d3rL†

rOLr = −γ
2

ˆ
d3r[O,L†

r]Lr +
γ

2

ˆ
d3rL†

r[O,Lr]. (S.47)

By substituting Lr = a2r and applying the Fourier transformation, we obtain

−γ
2

∑
p,q,l

[ρk, a
†
p+la

†
q−l]aqap +

γ

2

∑
p,q,l

a†p+la
†
q−l[ρk, aqap]

= −γ
∑
p,q,l

(a†la
†
pal+k−qap+q + a†la

†
pap−qal+k+q)

= −2γ

(∑
q

ρk−qρq −
∑
q

ρk

)
. (S.48)

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

[ρ−k,L†(ρk)] =

[
ρ−k,−i

∑
p

(εp+k − εp)a
†
pap+k − 2γ

(∑
q

ρk−qρq −
∑
q

ρk

)]
= i

∑
p

(εp+k + εp−k − 2εp)a
†
pap

= 2iεkN̂ , (S.49)

where N̂ is the total particle-number operator. Therefore,

⟨[ρ−k,L†(ρk)]⟩ = 2iεkN, (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 [ρ−k,L†(ρk)] 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 ⟨[ρ−k,L†(ρk)]⟩. To begin with, we define the right
eigenoperators r̂α and the left eigenoperators l̂α of L† as [78]

L†(r̂α) = λαr̂α, (S.51)

L(l̂α) = λ∗α l̂α. (S.52)
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The right and left eigenvectors satisfy the biorthogonal relation and the completeness relation:

Tr(l̂†αr̂β) = δαβ ,
∑
α

r̂α l̂
†
α = I. (S.53)

In terms of the left and right eigenvectors, we can expand L†(ρk) as

L†(ρk) =
∑
α

λαr̂αTr(l̂†αρk). (S.54)

Therefore, we obtain

⟨[ρ−k,L†(ρk)]⟩ =
∑
α

λα(Tr[ρiniρ−kr̂α]− Tr[ρ−kρinir̂α])Tr(l̂†αρk)

=
∑
α

λαTr[[ρini, ρ−k]r̂α]Tr(l̂†αρk). (S.55)

We further define a retarded Green’s function in the Heisenburg picture as

G̃R(k, t0, t) := −iθ(t)⟨[ρ−k(t0), ρk(t0 + t)]⟩, (S.56)

where t0 is an arbitrary time. Hence, we can expand the Green’s function as

G̃R(k, t0, t) = −iθ(t)
∑
α

eλαtTr {[ρini, ρ−k(t0)]r̂α}Tr(l̂†αρk(t0)). (S.57)

Performing the Fourier transformation with respect to t, we obtain

G̃R(k, t0, ω) =

ˆ
dteiωtG̃R(k, t0, t) =

∑
α

1

ω − iλα + i0+
Tr[[ρini, ρ−k(t0)]r̂α]Tr(l̂†αρk(t0)). (S.58)

Integrating G̃R along a closed contour C that contains all the poles iλα − i0+, we obtain
˛
C

ωdω

2π
G̃R(k, t0, ω) =

∑
α

λαTr[[ρini, ρ−k(t0)]r̂α]Tr(l̂†αρk(t0)) = 2iεkN(t0). (S.59)

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 ρr := a†rar as

∂ρr(t)

∂t
= L†ρr = i[H, ρr] +

γ

2

ˆ
d3r[2L†

rρrLr − L†
rLrρr − ρrL

†
rLr]. (S.60)

After simplification, this dynamics can be reorganized as

∂ρr(t)

∂t
= −∇ · (jt) := −∇ · (jc + jd), (S.61)

where jt := jc + jd is the total current with jc being the current flow in the system and jd being the current from the system to
an environment induced by the two-body loss. They are given by

jc =
i

2m
[∇a†(r)a(r)− a†(r)∇a(r)], (S.62)

and ∇ · jd = 2γa†ra
†
rarar, which is solved as

jd(r) = 2γ

ˆ
dr′

4π

r − r′

|r − r′|3
a†r′a

†
r′ar′ar′ . (S.63)

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

L†(ρk(ω)) = −iωρk(ω) = −ik · jt(k, ω). (S.64)
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It follows from Eq. (S.49) that

m[ρk(t),L†(ρ−k(t))] = ik2N(t). (S.65)

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

m

ˆ
dtei(ω−ω1−ω2)t

dω1

2π

dω2

2π
[ρk(ω1),L†(ρ−k(ω2))] = ik2N(ω). (S.66)

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

m

ˆ
dt
dω1

2π

dω2

2π
ei(ω−ω1−ω2)t[ρk(ω1),L†(ρ−k(ω2))]

=
m

2π

ˆ
dω1dω2δ(ω − ω1 − ω2)

[
−k · jt(k, ω1)

ω1
,−ik · jt(−k, ω2)

]
= ikikjm

ˆ
dω1

2πω1
[jit(k, ω1), j

j
t (−k, ω − ω1)], (S.67)

and hence Eq. (S.65) can be rewritten as

N(ω) =
kikj
k2

m

ˆ
dω1

2πω1
[jit(k, ω1), j

j
t (−k, ω − ω1)]. (S.68)

Furthermore, we define the total current-current correlation function as

γi,j(k, ω, t0) = m

ˆ
dteiωt[jit(k, t+ t0), j

j
t (−k, t0)]

= m

ˆ
dteiω(t+t0)[jit(k, t+ t0), j

j
t (−k, t0)]e−iωt0

= m[jit(k, ω), j
j
t (−k, t0)]e−iωt0 . (S.69)

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

N(t0) =
kikj
k2

m

ˆ
dω1

2πω1

ˆ
dω

2π
e−iωt0 [jit(k, ω1), j

j
t (−k, ω − ω1)]

=
kikj
k2

m

ˆ
dω1

2πω1

ˆ
dω

2π
e−iω1t0 [jit(k, ω1), j

j
t (−k, ω − ω1)]e

−i(ω−ω1)t0

= m
kikj
k2

ˆ
dω1

2πω1
e−iω1t0 [jit(k, ω1), j

j
t (−k, t0)]

=
kikj
k2

ˆ
dω1

2πω1
γi,j(k, ω1, t0). (S.70)

Since the longitudinal component of the correlation function is given by γL(k, ω) =
kikj

k2 γ
i,j(k, ω), we can also express the

f -sum rule as
ˆ

dω

2πω
γL(k, ω, t0) = N(t0). (S.71)

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

⟨Ji(t)⟩ = ρi,jn uj , (S.72)

where we define the averaged current density as

⟨Ji(t)⟩ =
1

V

ˆ
d3r⟨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 j. It follows from the Lindbladian dynamics described by Eq.
(S.44) that the linear-response current density obeys

d

dt
⟨Ji(t)⟩ =

1

V

ˆ
d3r

d

dt
⟨ji(r, t)⟩

=
1

V

ˆ
d3r

〈
−i[ji, H]− γ

2

ˆ
d3r′{ji, L†

r′Lr′}+ γ

ˆ
d3r′L†

r′jiLr′

〉
=

i

V
m

ˆ
d3r

ˆ
d3r′⟨[ji(r, t), jj(r′, t)]⟩uj . (S.74)

The averaged current density is thus given by

⟨Ji(t)⟩ =
i

V
m

ˆ
d3r

ˆ
d3r′

ˆ t

dt′⟨[ji(r, t), jj(r′, t′)]⟩uj

=
i

V
m

ˆ
dω2

2π

ˆ
d3r

ˆ
d3r′

ˆ t

dt′eiω2t
′
⟨[ji(r, t), jj(r′, ω2)]⟩uj

=
m

V

ˆ
dω2

2πω2

ˆ
d3r

ˆ
d3r′e−iω2t⟨[ji(r, t), jj(r′, ω2)]⟩uj , (S.75)

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

ρi,jn (t) =
m

V 2

ˆ
dω2

2πω2

ˆ
d3r

ˆ
d3r′eiω2t⟨[ji(r, t), jj(r′, ω2)]⟩

= lim
k→0

m

ˆ
dω2

2πω2
eiω2t⟨[ji(−k, t), jj(k,−ω2)]⟩

= lim
k→0

ˆ
dω

2πω
γ̃i,j(k, ω, t). (S.76)

Here we define the current-current correlation function γ̃ for the current operator jc. To connect this with the tensor γi,j in
Eq. (S.69), we first note that the dissipative current does not contribute to the correlation function since it is isotropic, i.e.,´
d3rjd(r) = 0. Hence, we can directly replace γ̃ with the total current-current correlator γ in Eq. (S.69) as

ρi,jn (t) = lim
k→0

ˆ
dω

2πω
γi,j(k, ω, t). (S.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

Superfluid quantum depletion density nsD
The density of the quantum depletion part

engaging into the superfluid transport Eq. (S.92)

Normal quantum depletion density nnD
The density of the quantum depletion part

engaging into the normal transport Eq. (S.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

H =
∑
k

εka
†
kak +

UR

2

ˆ
d3r(a†r)

2(ar)
2

=
∑
k

εka
†
kak +

UR

2V

∑
k,q,p

a†ka
†
pap−qak+q, (S.78)

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:

dρ

dt
= Lρ = −i[H, ρ]− γ

2

ˆ
d3r({L†

rLr, ρ} − 2LrρL
†
r). (S.79)

Here we take the Lindblad operator for two-body loss as Lr = a2r. 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 =

ˆ ∞

−∞
dt

[∑
k

(a†k+i∂tak+ − a†k−i∂tak−)−H+ +H− +
iγ

2

ˆ
d3r(L†

r+Lr+ + L†
r−Lr− − 2Lr+L

†
r−)

]
, (S.80)

where

Hα =
∑
k

εka
†
kαakα +

UR

2V

∑
k,q,p

a†kαa
†
pαap−q,αak+q,α. (S.81)

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

S =

ˆ ∞

−∞
dt

[∑
k

(a†k+(i∂t − εk)ak+ − a†k−(i∂t − εk)ak−)−
U

2V

∑
k,q,p

a†k+a
†
p+ap−q,+ak+q,+

+
U∗

2V

∑
k,q,p

a†k−a
†
p−ap−q,−ak+q,− − i

γ

V

∑
k,q,p

a†k−a
†
p−ap−q,+ak+q,+

]
, (S.82)

where U = UR − iγ. 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

a†0a0 ≈ N,
∑

k,k ̸=0

a†kak ≪ N. (S.83)

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:

a†0+ ≈
√
Neiθ+ , a0+ ≈

√
Ne−iθ+ , a†0− ≈

√
Neiθ− , a0− ≈

√
Ne−iθ− . (S.84)

From Eqs. (S.25) and (S.26), we notice that the difference between θ+ and θ− 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
θ+ = θ− = 0 for simplicity. Then the interaction terms become∑

k,q,p

a†k+a
†
p+ap−q,+ak+q,+ ≈ N2 +N

∑
k,k ̸=0

a−k,+ak+ +N
∑

k,k ̸=0

a†k+a
†
−k,+ + 4N

∑
k,k ̸=0

a†k+ak+, (S.85)

∑
k,q,p

a†k−a
†
p−ap−q,−ak+q,− ≈ N2 +N

∑
k,k ̸=0

a−k,−ak− +N
∑

k,k ̸=0

a†k−a
†
−k,− + 4N

∑
k,k ̸=0

a†k−ak−, (S.86)
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k,q,p

a†k−a
†
p−ap−q,+ak+q,+ ≈ N2 +N

∑
k,k ̸=0

a−k,+ak+ +N
∑

k,k ̸=0

a†k−a
†
−k,− + 4N

∑
k,k ̸=0

a†k−ak+, (S.87)

and the action can be simplified as

S =

ˆ ∞

−∞
dt

[∑
k

(a†k+(i∂t − εk)ak+ − a†k−(i∂t − εk)ak−)−
UR

2V
a†0+a

†
0+a0,+a0,+ +

UR

2V
a†0−a

†
0−a0,−a0,−

−U
∗n

2

∑
k,k ̸=0

a−k,+ak+ − Un

2

∑
k,k ̸=0

a†k+a
†
−k,+ − 2Un

∑
k,k ̸=0

a†k+ak+ +
U∗n

2

∑
k,k ̸=0

a−k,−ak−

+
Un

2

∑
k,k ̸=0

a†k−a
†
−k,− + 2U∗n

∑
k,k ̸=0

a†k−ak− − 4iγn
∑

k,k ̸=0

a†k−ak+

]
(S.88)

=

ˆ ∞

−∞
dt

∑
k

(a†k+i∂tak+ − a†k−i∂tak−)−H+ +H− − 4iγn
∑

k,k ̸=0

a†k−ak+

 , (S.89)

where n = N/V and

Hα =
URn

2
N +

∑
k,k ̸=0

[
(εk + URn− 2iαγn)a†kαakα +

U∗n

2
a−kαakα +

Un

2
a†kαa

†
−kα

]
. (S.90)

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 nsD, 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 nsD is defined from

jsD = mnsDv, (S.91)

where jsD 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−mv for the forward contour and k→ k+mv 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

nsD =
1

m

∂jαs
∂vα

. (S.92)

We next calculate the normal quantum depletion density nnD, 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− + v · j−. Then the response normal current for the quantum depletion part is given by

jnD = mnnDv. (S.93)

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

nnD =
1

m

∂jαn
∂vα

. (S.94)

The relation between the superfluid current and the normal current is given by

jsD = jD − jnD, jD =
m

2V

∑
k ̸=0

⟨a†k+ak+ + a†k−ak−⟩v = mnDv, (S.95)

where nD = nsD + nnD is the quantum depletion density. We begin by calculating the superfluid quantum depletion density.
We introduce the perturbation k → k − mv for the forward contour and k → k + mv for the backward contour for the
finite-momentum sector. Then the perturbed Schwinger-Keldysh action (S.89) is given by

S[v] := S − v · (j+[v/2] + j−[v/2]), (S.96)
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where jα[v] := jα − mvnα representing the total current of the bosons relative to a reference frame with a velocity v and
nα :=

∑
k,k ̸=0 a

†
kαakα. We extend the phase stiffness [2] to nonequilibrium quasi-steady states as

Qab = − 1

2V

∂2F

∂va∂vb

∣∣∣
v=0

, (S.97)

where we define F [v] as

F [v] := −i logZ[v], Z[v] :=
ˆ
D[ak+(t), a

†
−k+(t), ak−(t), a

†
−k,−(t)]e

iS[v]. (S.98)

Then the response superfluid current is given by

jsa[v] := ⟨ja[v]⟩ = − 1

2V

∂F

∂va
(S.99)

since

− 1

V

∂F

∂v
=

i

V

1

Z

∂Z

∂v
=

1

V

1

Z

ˆ
Dφei[S(φ)−v·(j++j−)](j+[v] + j−[v]) = ⟨ĵ+[v] + ĵ−[v]⟩ = 2⟨ĵ[v]⟩, (S.100)

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

Qab = mnsDδab. (S.101)

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

Z[v] =

ˆ
D[ak+(t), a

†
−k+(t), ak−(t), a

†
−k,−(t)]e

iS[v]

=

ˆ
D[ak+(ω), a

†
−k+(ω), ak−(ω), a

†
−k,−(ω)]e

i
2Ψ

†
k(ω)G−1(k,ω)Ψk(ω), (S.102)

where we define

Ψk(ω) := (ak+(ω), a
†
−k+(ω), ak−(ω), a

†
−k,−(ω))

T (S.103)

and

G(k, ω) :=


a1 b 0 0
b∗ a2 0 c
c 0 −a∗1 −b
0 0 −b∗ −a∗2


−1

, (S.104)

with a1 = −(εk−mv + URn − 2iγn − ω), b = −Un, a2 = −(εk+mv + URn − 2iγn + ω), and c = −4iγn. In this case, we
integrate all the bosonic degrees of freedom and obtain the effective action:

Z = eiSeff = eiF , (S.105)

which leads to the form of the generating functional F as

F = −i
∑
k

Tr log[iG(k, ω)]. (S.106)

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

⟨ja[v]⟩ =
−1

2mV

∂F

∂va
= −i 1

2V

∑
k,k ̸=0

Tr[(σz ⊗ σz)∇aMkG(k, ω)], (S.107)
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where

Mk :=


εk−mv 0 0 0

0 εk+mv 0 0
0 0 εk−mv 0
0 0 0 εk+mv

 . (S.108)

In this case, the phase stiffness is given by

Qab =
−1

2V

∂2F

∂va∂vb
|v=0

= −im
2

2V

∑
k,k ̸=0

Tr[(σz ⊗ σ0)∇a∇bεkG(k, ω)] + i
m2

2V

∑
k,k ̸=0

∇aεk∇bεkTr[(σz ⊗ σz)G(σz ⊗ σz)G]. (S.109)

Here we apply the equality ∇bG = −G∇bG
−1G. By integrating the first term by parts, we obtain

Qab = −im
2

2V

∑
k,k ̸=0

∇aεk∇bεk {Tr[(σz ⊗ σz)G(σz ⊗ σz)G]− Tr[(σz ⊗ σ0)G(σz ⊗ σ0)G]} . (S.110)

Here we transform the trace Tr[AGAG] as

Tr[AGAG] = Tr[A[G,A]G] + Tr[A2G2]

= Tr[[G,A][G,A]] + Tr[[G,A]AG] + Tr[A2G2]

= Tr[[G,A][G,A]] + 2Tr[A2G2]− Tr[AGAG], (S.111)

which yields

Tr[AGAG] = Tr[A2G2] +
1

2
Tr[[G,A]2]. (S.112)

We apply Eq. (S.112) to the right-hand side of Eq. (S.110) by replacing A with σz ⊗ σz and σz ⊗ σ0. In both cases, we have
A2 = I . Therefore, we simplify the formula as

Qab = −im
2

4V

∑
k,k ̸=0

∇aεk∇bεk
{

Tr[[G, σz ⊗ σz]
2]− Tr[[G, σz ⊗ σ0]

2]
}
. (S.113)

We rewrite the Green’s function as

G =

(
G11 G12

G21 G22

)
. (S.114)

From Eq. (S.104), we have

G11 =
1

|G−1|

(
a2(a

∗
1a

∗
2 − |b|2) −b(a∗1a∗2 − |b|2)

b∗(|b|2 + c2 − a∗1a
∗
2) a1(a

∗
1a

∗
2 − |b|2)

)
, (S.115)

G12 =
1

|G−1|

(
|b|2c −a∗2bc

−a1b∗c a1a
∗
2c

)
, (S.116)

G21 =
1

|G−1|

(
a2a

∗
1c −a∗1bc

−a2b∗c |b|2c

)
, (S.117)

G22 =
1

|G−1|

(
−a∗1(a1a2 − |b|2) −b(|b|2 + c2 − a1a2)
b∗(a1a2 − |b|2) −a∗2(a1a2 − |b|2)

)
. (S.118)

Here we define the determinant of the inverse of the Green’s function as |G−1| given by

|G−1| = |a1|2|a2|2 − a1a2|b|2 + |b|2c2 − a∗1a
∗
2|b|2 + |b|4. (S.119)
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Then let us focus on the commutators in the phase stiffness (S.113) which has two components

Tr[[G, σz ⊗ σz]
2] = Tr

[(
G11 G12

G21 G22

)
, σz ⊗ σz

]2
= Tr[G11, σz]

2 + Tr[G22, σz]
2 − 2Tr[{G12, σz}{G21, σz}], (S.120)

Tr[[G, σz ⊗ σ0]
2] = Tr

[(
G11 G12

G21 G22

)
, σz ⊗ σ0

]2
= −4Tr[{G12, G21}]
= −8Tr[G12G21]. (S.121)

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

Tr[G11, σz]
2 =

1

|G−1|2
8|b|2(a∗1a∗2 − |b|2)(|b|2 + c2 − a∗1a

∗
2), (S.122)

Tr[G22, σz]
2 =

1

|G−1|2
8|b|2(a1a2 − |b|2)(|b|2 + c2 − a1a2), (S.123)

Tr[{G12, σz}{G21, σz}] =
1

|G−1|2
4|b|2c2(a∗1a2 + a1a

∗
2), (S.124)

Tr[G12G21] =
1

|G−1|2
|b|2c2[a2a∗1 + |a2|2 + |a1|2 + a1a

∗
2]. (S.125)

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

Qab =i
4m2

V

∑
k,k ̸=0

∇aεk∇bεk
−|b|2

2|G−1|2
[
(a∗1a

∗
2 − |b|2)(|b|2 + c2 − a∗1a

∗
2)

+
(
a1a2 − |b|2

)
(|b|2 + c2 − a1a2)− c2(|a2|2 + |a1|2)

]
. (S.126)

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

Q =
4

3

ˆ ∞

−∞
dω

ˆ ∞

−∞
k4dk

−|b|2

4π2|G−1|2
[
(a∗1a

∗
2 − |b|2)(|b|2 + c2 − a∗1a

∗
2)

+
(
a1a2 − |b|2

)
(|b|2 + c2 − a1a2)− c2(|a2|2 + |a1|2)

]
. (S.127)

Equation (S.127) gives a complete expression of the phase stiffness for an arbitrary interaction strength UR and dissipation
strength γ 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 ≫ γ and the weak-interaction limit UR ≪ γ. To
consider these problems, we firstly deal with the determinant |G−1|. With the help of Eq. (S.119), we have

|G−1| = ε4 + 2(4γ2n2 − ω2 − |U |2n2)ε2 + (4γ2n2 + ω2)2 − 2(4γ2n2 − ω2)|U |2n2 + |U |4n4

=: ω4 − 2k1ω
2 + k2, (S.128)

where ε = εk + URn, k1 = (ε2 − 4γ2n2 − |U |2n2), and k2 = (ε2 + 4γ2n2 − |U |2n2)2. The numerator of Eq. (S.127) can be
written as

−[(ε+ 2iγn)2 − ω2 − |U |2n2]2 − [(ε− 2iγn)2 − ω2 − |U |2n2]2 + 32γ2n2(|U |2n2 + 8γ2n2)

= −2[ω4 − 2k1ω
2 + k21 − 16γ2n2ε2] + 32γ2n2(|U |2n2 + 8γ2n2). (S.129)

Let us first consider the case with γ = 0 where there is no dissipation and the system is closed. In such a case, the quantities
a1, a2, b, c become

a1 = ω − εk − URn, a2 = −ω − εk − URn, b = −URn, c = 0. (S.130)

Then we substitute these quantities into the phase stiffness and obtain

Q =
4i

3

ˆ ∞

−∞
dω

ˆ ∞

−∞

k4

2π2
dk

U2
Rn

2

[−ω2 + ε2k + 2εkURn]2
. (S.131)
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Similarly, we can also calculate Q′ in the closed system without using the Schwinger-Keldysh formalism and find its relation
with Q as Q′ = Q. This can be proved as follows.

The Matsubara Green’s function can be written as

G = −
(
εk−mv + URn+ iωn URn

URn εk+mv + URn− iωn

)−1

= −(εk−mvσz
+ URn+ URnσx + iωnσz)

−1, (S.132)

where ωn := 2πn/β with n ∈ Z is the bosonic Matsubara frequency and εk−mvσz
:=

(
εk−mv 0

0 εk+mv

)
. Then the first

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

⟨Ja⟩ = − 1

V

∂F

∂va
=
m

β

ˆ
d3k

(2π)3

∑
n

Tr[σz∇aεk−mvσz
G(k, iωn)]. (S.133)

In this case the phase stiffness is given by

Q′
ab = − 1

V

∂2F

∂va∂vb
|v=0

= −m
2

β

ˆ
d3k

(2π)3

∑
n

Tr[∇2
abεkG] +

m2

β

ˆ
d3k

(2π)3

∑
n

∇aεk∇bεkTr[σzGσzG] (S.134)

= −m
2

β

ˆ
d3k

(2π)3

∑
n

∇aεk∇bεkTr[σzGσzG − G2]

= −m
2

2β

ˆ
d3k

(2π)3

∑
n

∇aεk∇bεkTr[σz,G]2. (S.135)

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

G =
1

(ω2
n + ε2k + 2εkURn)

(
−εk − URn+ iωn URn

URn −εk − URn− iωn

)
(S.136)

and the commutator takes the form of

[σz,G] =
1

(ω2
n + ε2k + 2εkURn)

(
0 −2URn

2URn 0

)
. (S.137)

Therefore,

Q′
ab =

4m2

β

ˆ
d3k

(2π)3

∑
n

∇aεk∇bεk
U2
Rn

2

(ω2
n + ε2k + 2εkURn)2

. (S.138)

By replacing the energy εk with εk = k2/2m, we have

Q′
ab =

4m2

β

∑
n

ˆ
d3k

(2π)3
kakb
m2

U2
Rn

2

(ω2
n + ε2k + 2εkURn)2

=
4

3β

∑
n

ˆ
k4dk

2π2

U2
Rn

2

(ω2
n + ε2k + 2εkURn)2

δab. (S.139)

In the zero-temperature limit, by defining Q′
ab =: Q′δab, we obtain

Q′ =
4

3

ˆ
dω′
ˆ
k4dk

2π2

U2
Rn

2

(ω′2 + ε2k + 2εkURn)2
. (S.140)

Equations (S.140) and (S.131) can be transformed to each other via the Wick rotation: ω → −iω′. We therefore reach the
conclusion

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

Q′ =
4

3

ˆ
dω′

2π

ˆ
k4dk

2π2

U2
Rn

2

(ω′2 + ε2k + 2εkURn)2

=
2

3

ˆ ∞

0

k4dk

2π2

U2
Rn

2

[ε2k + 2εkURn]3/2

=
1

3π2

√
n3U3

Rm
5/2

∝ (URn)
3/2. (S.142)

This is consistent with the quantum depletion density calculated by linear response theory [6]:

nD =
1

3π2

√
(nUR)3m3. (S.143)

If we assume UR ≫ γ ̸= 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[(σz ⊗ σz)G(σz ⊗ σz)G]− Tr[(σz ⊗ σ0)G(σz ⊗ σ0)G]

=
8U2

Rn
2

(εk(εk + 2URn)− ω2)2
+

8(−6U2
Rn

2(εk(εk + 2URn) + 7ω2) + (εk(εk + 2URn)− ω2)2)

(εk(εk + 2URn)− ω2)4
γ2n2. (S.144)

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

−i
ˆ
dωTr[(σz ⊗ σz)G(σz ⊗ σz)G]− Tr[(σz ⊗ σ0)G(σz ⊗ σ0)G]

=
4πU2

Rn
2

(εk(εk + 2URn))3/2
+ 2π

(3(URn)
2 + 4εkURn+ 2ε2k)

√
εk(εk + 2URn)

(εk(εk + 2URn))3
γ2n2, (S.145)

which gives the form of the phase stiffness as

Q =
m5/2(URn)

3/2

3π2

[
1 +

(γn)2

2
√
2(URn)2

ˆ ∞

0

dxx
3
2
(3 + 4x+ 2x2)

√
x(2 + x)

x3(2 + x)3

]

≃ m5/2

3π2
(URn)

3/2

[
1 + η

(
γ

UR

)2

+O

[(
γ

UR

)3
]]

, (S.146)

where η = (4 + 3 ln 2)/8. Hence, the superfluid quantum depletion density takes the form of

nsD =
m3/2

3π2
(URn)

3/2

[
1 + η

(
γ

UR

)2

+O

[(
γ

UR

)3
]]

. (S.147)

In the other limit UR → 0, we have

a1 = −(εk − 2iγn− ω), b = iγn, a2 = −(εk − 2iγn+ ω), c = −4iγn. (S.148)

The numerator of the integrand in Eq. (S.127) becomes

−2[ω4 − 2k1ω
2 + k21 − 16γ2n2ε2k] + 288γ4n4, (S.149)

where k1 = (ε2k − 5γ2n2), k2 = (ε2k + 3γ2n2)2. The denominator of the integrand in Eq. (S.127) becomes

|G−1|2 = (ω4 − 2k1ω
2 + k2)

2. (S.150)

Hence, the phase stiffness can be rewritten as

Q =
(2m)5/2γ2n2

3π2

ˆ ∞

−∞
dω

ˆ ∞

0

ε
3/2
k dεk

[ω4 − 2k1ω
2 + k21 − 16γ2n2ε2k]− 144γ4n4

(ω4 − 2k1ω2 + k2)2
. (S.151)



S18

By replacing the integrated variables as ω → γnω, εk → γnεk, we have

Q =
(2m)5/2

3π2
(γn)3/2 ×A, (S.152)

where

A =

ˆ ∞

−∞
dx

ˆ ∞

0

y3/2dy
[x4 − 2(y2 − 5)x2 + (y2 − 5)2 − 16y2]− 144

(x4 − 2(y2 − 5)x2 + (y2 + 3)2)2

=
1

211/2
√
π
Γ

(
1

4

)2

> 0,

where Γ(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 (γn)3/2, which indicates that the quantum depletion is induced purely from dissipation.
Furthermore, if we assume 0 ̸= UR ≪ γ and expand the phase stiffness (S.110) around UR = 0, we obtain

Tr[(σz ⊗ σz)G(σz ⊗ σz)G]− Tr[(σz ⊗ σ0)G(σz ⊗ σ0)G]

= −4γ2n2
[

1

(ω2 − 4iγnω − ε2k − 3γ2n2)2
+

1

(ω2 + 4iγnω − ε2k − 3γ2n2)2

]
+4γnURn

[
4εk

(ω2 − 4iγnω − ε2k − 3γ2n2)3
+

4εk
(ω2 + 4iγnω − ε2k − 3γ2n2)2

]
+O(U2

Rn
2). (S.153)

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

Q =
m5/2(γn)3/2

24π5/2
Γ

(
1

4

)2(
1 + 6

UR

γ

Γ(3/4)2

Γ(1/4)2

)
+O(U2

R/γ
2). (S.154)

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

nsD =
m3/2(γn)3/2

24π5/2
Γ

(
1

4

)2(
1 + 6

UR

γ

Γ(3/4)2

Γ(1/4)2

)
+O(U2

R/γ
2). (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

G(k, ω) =


a1 b 0 0
b∗ a2 0 c
c 0 −a∗1 −b
0 0 −b∗ −a∗2


−1

, (S.156)

where a1 = −(εk−mv + (UR + Vdd(k))n − 2iγn − ω), b = −Un, a2 = −(εk+mv + (UR + Vdd(k))n − 2iγn + ω), and
c = −4iγn. We can see that the effect of dipolar interaction is just to replace the interaction strength UR with UR + Vdd(k) =
UR(1−εdd+3εdd cos

2 θk), which is anisotropic in the momentum space. For convenience, we introduce an effective interaction
strength ŨR(k) := UR + Vdd(k). Therefore, the phase stiffness is given by

Qab =i4m
2

ˆ
dω

2π

d3k

(2π)3
kakb
m2

−|b|2

2|G−1|2
[
(a∗1a

∗
2 − |b|2)(|b|2 + c2 − a∗1a

∗
2)

+
(
a1a2 − |b|2

)
(|b|2 + c2 − a1a2)− c2(|a2|2 + |a1|2)

]
(S.157)

with different a1, a2 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
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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 (cosφ sin ζ, sinφ sin ζ, cos ζ) and the phase stiffness can
be rewritten as

Qaa = i4m2

ˆ
dω

2π

d3k

(2π)3
q(k, θ)k2

m2
(cos θ cos ζ + sin θ sin ζ cos(ϕ− φ))2, (S.158)

where

q :=
−|b|2

2|G−1|2
[
(a∗1a

∗
2 − |b|2)(|b|2 + c2 − a∗1a

∗
2) +

(
a1a2 − |b|2

)
(|b|2 + c2 − a1a2)− c2(|a2|2 + |a1|2)

]
, (S.159)

and the direction of k is defined as (sin θ cosϕ, sin θ sinϕ, cos θ). Then by integrating Eq. (S.158) over ϕ, we have

Qaa = i4m2

ˆ
dω

(2π)3

ˆ
k2dk sin θdθ

q(k, θ)k2

m2

[
(cos θ cos ζ)2 +

1

2
(sin θ sin ζ)2

]
, (S.160)

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

Q̄ = i
4m2

(2π)2

ˆ
dω

(2π)3

ˆ
k2dk sin θdθ

q(k, θ)k2

m2

2

3
[(cos θ)2 + (sin θ)2]

= i
4m2

3(2π)2

ˆ
dω

(2π)3

ˆ
k2dk sin θdθ

q(k, θ)k2

m2
. (S.161)

After the integration over k, we are left with the expression of Q̄ with an average over θ. We estimate the value of Q̄ by
substituting UR with UR + Vdd and take the average over the angle θ. We consider the two limits: the weak-dissipation limit
UR, cdd ≫ γ and the weak-interaction limit UR, cdd ≪ γ. In the first case, the phase stiffness can be expressed as

Q̄ =
m5/2

3π2

ˆ
1

2
sin θdθ(ŨRn)

3/2

[
1 +

(γn)2

2
√
2(ŨRn)2

ˆ ∞

0

dx
(3 + 4x+ 2x2)

√
x(2 + x)

x(2 + x)3
+O

[(
γ

UR

)3
]]

=
m5/2

3π2
(URn)

3/2

[
1

8

√
1 + 2εdd

[
5 + εdd +

3(1− εdd)
2arcsinh

√
3εdd/(1− εdd)√

3εdd(1 + 2εdd)

]

+
η(γn)2√
URn

1

2
√
3εdd

log

1 +
2
(
3εdd +

√
3εdd(1 + 2εdd)

)
1− εdd

+O

[(
γ

UR

)3
] .

=:
m5/2

3π2
(URn)

3/2

(
h1 + h2

η(γn)2

2
√
URn

+O

[(
γ

UR

)3
])

, (S.162)

where

h1 :=
1

8

√
1 + 2εdd

[
5 + εdd +

3(1− εdd)
2arcsinh

√
3εdd/(1− εdd)√

3εdd(1 + 2εdd)

]
, (S.163)

h2 :=
1

2
√
3εdd

log

1 +
2
(
3εdd +

√
3εdd(1 + 2εdd)

)
1− εdd

 . (S.164)

We can prove that the two coeffients are enlarged by the ratio εdd 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 εdd = 0.833 in Ref. [13], we obtain h1 = 1.204, h2 = 1.305.

In the weak-interaction limit where UR, cdd ≪ γ, Eq. (S.161) becomes

Q̄ =

ˆ
1

2
sin θdθ

m5/2(γn)3/2

24π5/2
Γ

(
1

4

)2
(
1 + 6

ŨR

γ

Γ(3/4)2

Γ(1/4)2
+O

[(
UR

γ

)2
])

. (S.165)
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After taking the average over the angle θ, 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 ŨR.

Furthermore, we consider the normal quantum depletion density. We perturb the Hamiltonians in the Schwinger-Keldysh
action by H+ → H+ − v · j+ and H− → H− + v · j−. The normal fluid density is determined from Q̃ab =

−1
2V

∂2F
∂va∂va

|v=0 =
mnnDδab. 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.,

Q̃ab = i
m2

2V

ˆ
dω

2π

∑
k,k ̸=0

∇aεk∇bεkTr[(σz ⊗ σz)G(σz ⊗ σz)G], (S.166)

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

Tr[(σz ⊗ σz)G(σz ⊗ σz)G]

=

4

(
γ2n2

(
ϵk

2(2ŨRn+ ϵk)
2 − 38ω2ϵk(2ŨRn+ ϵk) + 5ω4

)
+
(
2ŨRnϵk + ω2 + ϵk

2
)(

2ŨRnϵk − ω2 + ϵk
2
)2)

(
3γ2n2 + 4iγnω + 2ŨRnϵk − ω2 + ϵk2

)2
((γn− iω)(3γn− iω) + ϵk(2ŨRn+ ϵk))2

+
4
(
−45γ6n6 − γ4n4

(
21ϵk(2ŨRn+ ϵk)− 23ω2

))
(
3γ2n2 + 4iγnω + 2ŨRnϵk − ω2 + ϵk2

)2
((γn− iω)(3γn− iω) + ϵk(2ŨRn+ ϵk))2

. (S.167)

The above expression vanishes after intergration over ω from −∞ to ∞ since the residues of all poles of the integrand in
the upper-half complex plane of ω 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

G(k, ω) := −i

〈
ak,+
a†−k,+

ak,−
a†−k,−

( a†k,+ a−k,+ a†k,− a−k,−

)〉

=


− εk+URn−2iγn−ω

2 −Un
2

−U∗n
2 − εk+URn−2iγn+ω

2 −2iγn

−2iγn εk+URn+2iγn−ω
2

Un
2

U∗n
2

εk+URn+2iγn+ω
2


−1

(S.168)
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(see Eq. (S.104)). By directly calculating the inverse of the matrix, we have the following Green’s functions [59]:

GT (k, ω) := −i⟨ak,+a†k,+⟩

=
2(ω + URn− 2iγn+ εk)(ω

2 − ε2k − 2εk(URn+ 2iγn) + γn(5γn− 4iURn))

ω4 + 2(5γ2n2 − εk(εk + 2URn))ω2 + [εk(εk + 2URn) + 3γ2n2]2
, (S.169)

G<(k, ω) := −i⟨ak,+a†k,−⟩

=
−8iγn(U2

Rn
2 + γ2n2)

ω4 + 2(5γ2n2 − εk(εk + 2URn))ω2 + [εk(εk + 2URn) + 3γ2n2]2
, (S.170)

G>(k, ω) := −i⟨ak,−a†k,+⟩

=
−8iγn((ω + εk + URn)

2 + 4γ2n2)

ω4 + 2(5γ2n2 − εk(εk + 2URn))ω2 + [εk(εk + 2URn) + 3γ2n2]2
, (S.171)

GT̃ (k, ω) := −i⟨ak,−a†k,−⟩

=
2(ω + URn+ 2iγn+ εk)(−ω2 + ε2k + 2εk(URn− 2iγn)− γn(5γn+ 4iURn))

ω4 + 2(5γ2n2 − εk(εk + 2URn))ω2 + [εk(εk + 2URn) + 3γ2n2]2
. (S.172)

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

GA 0

)
=

(
1 1
1 −1

)(
GT G<

G> GT̃

)(
1 1
1 −1

)
. (S.173)

Therefore, the Keldysh, retarded, and advanced Green’s functions are given by

GK(k, ω) =
−8iγn((ω + εk + URn)

2 + U2
Rn

2 + 5γ2n2)

ω4 + 2(5γ2n2 − εk(εk + 2URn))ω2 + [εk(εk + 2URn) + 3γ2n2]2
, (S.174)

GR(k, ω) =
2(ω + εk + URn+ 2iγn)

ω2 + 4iγnω − ε2k − 2URnεk − 3γ2n2
, (S.175)

GA(k, ω) =
2(ω + εk + URn− 2iγn)

ω2 − 4iγnω − ε2k − 2URnεk − 3γ2n2
= (GR)∗. (S.176)

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

A(k, ω) =
i

2π
(G< +G>)

=
1

π

4γn((ω + εk + URn)
2 + U2

Rn
2 + 5γ2n2)

ω4 + 2(5γ2n2 − εk(εk + 2URn))ω2 + [εk(εk + 2URn) + 3γ2n2]2
. (S.177)

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

A(k, ω) =
1

π

4γn((ω + εk)
2 + 5γ2n2)

ω4 + 2(5γ2n2 − ε2k)ω
2 + [ε2k + 3γ2n2]2

. (S.178)

In the other limit γ = 0, one can prove that Eq. (S.177) is proportional to δ(ω2−εk(εk+2URn)), 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

ω4 + 2(5γ2n2 − εk(εk + 2URn))ω
2 + [εk(εk + 2URn) + 3γ2n2]2 = 0. (S.179)

This equation can be factorized as

(ω2 + 4iγnω − ε2k − 2URnεk − 3γ2n2)(ω2 − 4iγnω − ε2k − 2URnεk − 3γ2n2) = 0. (S.180)

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

ω1,2 = −2iγn±
√
εk(εk + 2URn)− γ2n2, (S.181)

ω3,4 = 2iγn±
√
εk(εk + 2URn)− γ2n2. (S.182)
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For those momenta that satisfy εk(εk + 2URn) < γ2n2, the real parts of all the spectra vanish. For those momenta that satisfy
εk(εk + 2URn) > γ2n2, the real parts of ω1(2) are equal to those of ω3(4). The relations are given by ω1 = ω∗

3 and ω2 = ω∗
4 .

Hence, we can reach the conclusion that

Re[ω1] = Re[ω3] = −Re[ω2] = −Re[ω4]. (S.183)

There is only one nontrivial real part in the four spectra. The poles of the retarded Green’s function give the spectra ω1,2. These
two spectra indeed coincide with the spectra of the observables Ak 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 ak,R = 1

2 (ak,+ + ak,−) and ak,A = ak,+ − ak,− [59], we have

a†k+i∂tak+ − a†k−i∂tak− = a†k,Ai∂tak,R − a†k,Ri∂tak,A, (S.184)

−H+ +H− − 4iγn
∑

k,k ̸=0

a†k−ak+ =
∑

k,k ̸=0

−(εk + URn− 2iγn)a†k,Aak,R − (εk + URn+ 2iγn)a†k,Rak,A

−U
∗n

2
(a−k,Rak,A + a−k,Aak,R)−

Un

2
(a†k,Ra

†
−k,A + a†k,Aa

†
−k,R)

+2iγn(a†k,Aak,A + a†−k,Aa−k,A). (S.185)

Hence, the action can be reorganized as

S =
1

2

∑
k,k ̸=0

ˆ
dω

2π

(
a†k,R a−k,R a†k,A a−k,A

)( O2×2 G
G† 2iγnI2×2

)
ak,R
a†−k,R

ak,A
a†−k,A

 , (S.186)

where

G =

(
ω − (εk + URn+ 2iγn) −Un

−U∗n −ω − (εk + URn− 2iγn)

)
. (S.187)

The conditions of poles of the Green’s function are given by

det(G) = 0 ⇒ (ω − (εk + URn+ 2iγn))(ω + (εk + URn− 2iγn)) + |U |2n2 = 0, (S.188)

det(G†) = 0 ⇒ (ω − (εk + URn− 2iγn))(ω + (εk + URn+ 2iγn)) + |U |2n2 = 0. (S.189)

These two equations can be rewritten as

ω2 − 4iγnω − ε2k − 2URnεk − 3γ2n2 = 0, (S.190)
ω2 + 4iγnω − ε2k − 2URnεk − 3γ2n2 = 0. (S.191)

Hence, ω1,2 are the poles of the retarded Green’s function, which coincide with those obtained from the Gross-Pitaevskii equa-
tion [? ], and ω3,4 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

H =
1

2

(
a†k a−k

)( εk + Un Un
Un εk + Un

)(
ak
a†−k

)
. (S.192)

To derive the matrix for the Bogoliubov transformation, we first transform the matrix as(
εk + Un Un
Un εk + Un

)
→
(
εk + Un Un
Un εk + Un

)(
1 0
0 −1

)
=

(
εk + Un −Un
Un −(εk + Un)

)
(S.193)

since the action in the frequency space is given by

S =

ˆ
dω

1

2

(
a†k a−k

)( ω − (εk + Un) −Un
−Un −ω − (εk + Un)

)(
ak
a†−k

)
. (S.194)
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Therefore, the matrix
(

1 0
0 −1

)
in Eq. (S.193) transforms the matrix

(
ω 0
0 −ω

)
in the action into

(
ω 0
0 ω

)
, which enables

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

E1 =
√
εk(εk + 2Un) , v1 =

(
1, 1 + x2 − x

√
x2 + 2

)T
, (S.195)

E2 = −
√
εk(εk + 2Un) , v2 =

(
1 + x2 − x

√
x2 + 2, 1

)T
, (S.196)

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

M =

(
1 1 + x2 − x

√
x2 + 2

1 + x2 − x
√
x2 + 2 1

)
≡
(

1 α
α 1

)
, (S.197)

where α = 1+ x2 − x
√
x2 + 2. This similarity transformation can be shown to be equivalent to the Bogoliubov transformation

by renormalizing the matrix as M̃ := M/
√
1− α2 such that det(M̃) = 1. Thus we obtain the Bogoliubov transformation

matrix [6]

M̃ =

(
1√

1−α2

α√
1−α2

α√
1−α2

1√
1−α2

)
. (S.198)

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

K =

(
εk + URn+ 2iγn Un

U∗n εk + URn− 2iγn

)
(S.199)

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

εk + URn+ 2iγn −Un
U∗n −(εk + URn− 2iγn)

)
. (S.200)

The eigenvectors are given by

v1 =

(
1,
URn+ εk +

√
εk(εk + 2URn)− γ2n2

Un

)T

≡ (1, ᾱ)
T
, (S.201)

v2 =

(
URn+ εk −

√
εk(εk + 2URn)− γ2n2

U∗n
, 1

)T

≡ (α, 1)T , (S.202)

with

α =
URn+ εk −

√
εk(εk + 2URn)− γ2n2

U∗n
, ᾱ =

URn+ εk −
√
εk(εk + 2URn)− γ2n2

Un
. (S.203)

We note that α∗ = ᾱ only holds when εk(εk + 2URn) − γ2n2 ⩾ 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 α
ᾱ 1

)
. (S.204)

After renormalization M̃ :=M/
√
1− αᾱ, we obtain the Bogoliubov matrix for the retarded operators

M̃ =

(
1√

1−αᾱ
α√

1−αᾱ
ᾱ√

1−αᾱ
1√

1−αᾱ

)
,
(
b̄k,R b−k,R

)
=
(
a†k,R a−k,R

)( 1√
1−αᾱ

α√
1−αᾱ

ᾱ√
1−αᾱ

1√
1−αᾱ

)
, (S.205)
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and the Bogoliubov matrix for the advanced operators

M̃−1 =

(
1√

1−αᾱ
− α√

1−αᾱ

− ᾱ√
1−αᾱ

1√
1−αᾱ

)
,

(
bk,A
b̄−k,A

)
=

(
1√

1−αᾱ
α√

1−αᾱ
ᾱ√

1−αᾱ
1√

1−αᾱ

)(
ak,A
a†−k,A

)
. (S.206)

Hence, the action becomes

S =
1

2

∑
k,k ̸=0

ˆ
dω

2π

(
b†k,R b−k,R b†k,A b−k,A

)( O2×2 H ′

(H ′)† 2iγnM̃−2

)
bk,R
b†−k,R

bk,A
b†−k,A

 , (S.207)

where

H ′ = i∂tσz −
(

2iγn−
√
εk(εk + 2URn)− γ2n2 0

0 −2iγn−
√
εk(εk + 2URn)− γ2n2

)
. (S.208)

In the expressions above, we can see b̄k = b†k only holds for εk(εk + 2URn) > γ2n2.
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]

Vdd(k) =

{
− 8π

3 cdd(1− 3 cos2 θk) k ̸= 0;

− 8π
3 cdd k = 0.

(S.209)

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

1

2

∑
k1,k2,k3,k4

a†k1
a†k2

ak3ak4Vdd(k1 − k4)δk1+k2−k3−k4

≈1

2
N2Vdd(0) +

N

2

∑
k,k ̸=0

aka−kVdd(k) +
N

2

∑
k,k ̸=0

a†ka
†
−kVdd(k)

∑
k,k ̸=0

a†kak[Vdd(0) + Vdd(k)]N.

(S.210)

Thus, the effective interaction in the Keldysh contour can be written as

S =

ˆ ∞

−∞
dt

 ∑
k,k ̸=0

(a†k+i∂tak+ − a†k−i∂tak−)−H+ +H− − 4iγn
∑

k,k ̸=0

a†k−ak+

 , (S.211)

where

Hα =
(UR + Vdd(0))n

2
N +

∑
k,k ̸=0

[
(εk + (UR + Vdd(k))n− 2iαγn)a†kαakα

+
(U∗ + Vdd(k))n

2
a−kαakα +

(U + Vdd(k))n

2
a†kαa

†
−kα

]
. (S.212)

Following the same calculations as above with UR replaced by ŨR = UR + Vdd(k), we obtain the spectral function as

A(k, ω) =
1

π

4γn((ω + εk + (UR + Vdd(k))n)
2 + ((UR + Vdd(k))n)

2 + 5γ2n2)

ω4 + 2[5γ2n2 − εk(εk + 2(UR + Vdd(k))n)]ω2 + [εk(εk + 2(UR + Vdd(k))n) + 3γ2n2]2
. (S.213)

The excitation spectra and the associated Bogoliubov transformation are given by

ω1,2 = −2iγn±
√
εk(εk + 2(UR + Vdd(k))n)− γ2n2,

ω3,4 = 2iγn±
√
εk(εk + 2(UR + Vdd(k))n)− γ2n2,(

bk,A
b̄−k,A

)
=

(
1√

1−αᾱ
α√

1−αᾱ
ᾱ√

1−αᾱ
1√

1−αᾱ

)(
ak,A
a†−k,A

)
,

(S.214)



S25

where

α = ((UR + Vdd(k))n+ εk −
√
εk(εk + 2(UR + Vdd(k))n− γ2n2))/((U∗ + Vdd(k))n),

ᾱ = ((UR + Vdd(k))n+ εk −
√
εk(εk + 2(UR + Vdd(k))n− γ2n2))/((U + Vdd(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 ϵdd = 0.833 [13] along different directions for the weak-interaction limit where γ ≫ UR and the
weak-dissipation limit where UR ≫ γ. Figures S1a, 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 ωpeak = argmaxωA(k, ω) of the spectral function as a function of the kinetic
energy ϵ = |k|2/2m in Fig. S2. In the weak-interaction limit, the peak frequency is nearly independent of the direction θk since
the system is dominated by the dissipation. In the weak-dissipation regime, the peak frequency is more sensitive to the direction
and ωpeak 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 ω1,2 is positive. For the spectra (S.214), they most likely become unstable for the angle θk = π/2,
where the spectrums can be rewritten as

ω1,2 = −2iγn±
√
εk(εk + 2(UR − Vdd)n)− γ2n2, (S.216)

where Vdd := 8πcdd/3. When there is no dipolar interaction, the imaginary part of ω1 will become positive if |UR| >
√
3γ,

where the condensate is unstable [38]. If we fix the strength of dipolar interaction, the system becomes unstable when |UR| >√
3γ − Vdd. If we fix the strength of contact interaction, the system becomes unstable when

Vdd >
√
3γ + 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(ω) of a dissipative molecular BEC as a function of the kinetic energy ϵ = |k|2
2m

and frequency ω under different
limits and different directions. Here we choose ϵdd = 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 γn = 0.1 a.u.. Figures b,d,f,h show the weak-interaction regime where URn = 0.1
a.u., and γn = 1.0 a.u.. In Figs. a-f, the directions are θk = 0, π/4, π/2 from top to bottom. In Figs. g and h, we fix ω = 0.5 a.u..
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FIG. S2. Peak frequency of the spectral function (S.213) of a dissipative BEC as a function of the kinetic energy ϵ = |k|2
2m

in different limits and
different directions. Here we choose εdd = 0.833. Figures a,c and e show the weak-dissipation regime where URn = 1.0 a.u. and γn = 0.1
a.u.. Figures b,d and f show the weak-interaction regime where URn = 0.1 a.u. and γn = 1.0 a.u.. In a-f, the directions are θk = 0, π/4, π/2

from top to bottom. In the regime ŨR ≫ γ, ωpeak exhibits behavior initially following a square-root dependence and subsequently showing a
crossover to a linear dependence on ϵ. In the weak-interaction regime, the peak is less sensitive to the direction and shows a bending at ϵ = 1.0
a.u. where the real part of the spectrum increases.


	Dissipative Superfluidity in a Molecular Bose-Einstein Condensate
	Abstract
	References
	Contents
	Derivation of The Effective Action
	Effective Action in Closed Quantum Systems
	Effective Action in Open Quantum Systems without a Dipolar Interaction
	Effective Action in Open Quantum Systems with a Dipolar Interaction

	f-sum Rule
	Derivation of the Quantum Depletion Density
	The Case without Dipolar Interaction
	The Case with Dipolar Interaction

	Derivation of The Spectral Function and the Excitation Spectrum


