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Phase diagram of non-Hermitian BCS superfluids in a dissipative asymmetric Hubbard model
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We investigate the non-Hermitian (NH) attractive Fermi-Hubbard model with asymmetric hopping and
complex-valued interactions, which should be realized by collective one-body loss and two-body loss. By
means of the NH BCS theory, we find that the weak asymmetry of the hopping does not affect the BCS super-
fluidity since it only affects the imaginary part of the eigenvalues of the BAG Hamiltonian. Systematic analysis
in the d-dimensional hypercubic lattices clarifies that the singularity in the density of states affects the phase
boundary between the normal and dissipation-induced superfluid states. Our results can be tested in ultracold
atoms by using the photoassociation techniques and a nonlocal Rabi coupling with local losses and postselecting
null measurement outcomes utilized by quantum-gas microscopes.

I. INTRODUCTION

Strongly correlated electron systems have attracted broad
interest due to recent development of experimental techniques
for ultracold atomic systems [[1]. Due to its high controlla-
bility [2H7]], the ultracold atomic systems can be regarded as
the platform of quantum simulations [8H14]]. In fact, many-
body phenomena in the optical lattice have been realized such
as Mott insulating, antiferromagnetic, and superconducting
states [15HI19]. Recently, open systems, where the dissipa-
tion is inevitable due to the coupling to the environment, have
attracted much attention [20-22]]. This makes many-body
physics more fruitful, and interesting phenomena have been
observed such as dynamical sign reversal of the spin corre-
lation [23]] and the characteristic superfluid transport [24]. In
addition, many experiments with dissipative process due to the
inelastic collision of atoms have been conducted for, e.g., the
single-body loss [24-32], the two-body loss [23}133H38]], and
the three-body loss [39}40]]. These stimulate further theoret-
ical investigations on the dissipation effect on the many-body
physics [41H69].

The superfluid state in open systems has been widely in-
vestigated [70H84]. It has been clarified that, in addition to
the conventional normal and superfluid states, the dissipation-
induced (DS) superfluid state appears in the NH system,
where the continuous quantum Zeno effect induced by strong
two-body losses plays an important role [[73]]. The effect of the
asymmetric hoppping, which should be realized by the non-
local one-body loss, has been discussed so far. It has been
clarified that fruitful phenomena are induced by nonrecipro-
cal effects [85H89]. Then, a question arises; how stable is the
superfluid state against both the nonlocal one-body loss and
two-body loss in the ultracold fermionic systems?

To answer this question, we consider the NH attractive
Hubbard model with complex-valued interactions and asym-
metric hoppings. To discuss how stable the superfluid state is
against these dissipation, we employ the NH BCS theory and
obtain the NH gap equation. Then, we clarify that the asym-
metry of the hopping has no effects on the gap equation, and
only contributes to the imaginary part of the dispersion rela-
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tions. By performing the self-consistent calculations, we ob-
tain the phase diagrams for the hypercubic lattice in arbitrary
dimensions. In experiments, our model can be tested in ultra-
cold atoms by postselecting the null measurement outcomes
with the use of the quantum-gas microscope.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec.
we study the NH asymmetric Hubbard Hamiltonian with a
complex-valued interaction on a cubic lattice. We clarify the
effect of the asymmetric hopping on the BCS superfluidity
in Sec. Section [[V|is devoted to the generalization of the
results to arbitrary dimensions. Finally, a conclusion and dis-
cussion are given in Sec. [V]

II. MODEL

We first consider the dissipative dynamics of ultracold
fermionic atoms, which should be described by the following
Markovian Lindblad equation [20]
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FIG. 1. Schematic image of the effective NH dynamics with asym-
metric hopping and the complex-valued interactions due to the two-
body losses on a three-dimensional optical lattice. The hopping am-
plitude ¢ is modified with the asymmetry 6. Here, t(1 £ ) de-
notes the asymmetric hopping along the positive (negative) direction
for x,y, and z axes (red and green arrows). The onsite interaction
U = Ui + ivy/2 has a complex value, where U is the attractive in-
teraction and v is the rate of the two-body loss.
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where p is the density matrix, H is the Hamiltonian of the
system, and
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is the dissipator for the Lindblad operator Lg,i). When two-
component fermionic atoms in a three-dimensional optical lat-
tice are considered, the Hamiltonian H is given as
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where cw(cza) is the annihilation (creation) operator of a
fermion with spin o (=7, |) at site 4, (i, j) means the summa-
tion over nearest neighbor pairs, n; 5 (= czgcl"g) is the num-
ber operator. t is the hopping amplitude, u is the chemical
potential, and U, is the attractive interaction.

In this study, we consider the collective one-body loss
and two-body loss as dissipation in the ultracold atomic sys-
tems. The Lindblad operator for the collective one-body
loss is given by Lflg o = Vnl(cio + iCiyn,s) Where n(=
Ng, Ny, N,) represents the basis vector and ~; is its rate.
LEQ) = /72¢;,, ¢t describes the two-body loss at site ¢ with
rate vo. The dissipative dynamics is then described as
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where the effective Hamiltonian is given as,
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where 6 = ~1/(2t),y = 72, and U(= Uy + iv/2) is
the complex-valued interaction. We have ignored the term
—id Zl » Ni,o since it does not affect the results qualitatively.
The nonlocal one- body loss and two-body loss lead to the
direction-dependent hoppings and complex-valued interac-
tions in the effective NH Hamiltonian Hg, respectively. The
effective NH Hamiltonian is schematically shown in Fig. [1}
For details of the implementation of the asymmetric hopping,
see Appendix

We now use the quantum trajectory method [20] to ex-
tract the effective dynamics of the NH Hamiltonian by un-
raveling the Lindblad equation (5). The quantum trajectory is

defined as the time evolution which involves the nonunitary
schrodinger evolution process under the NH Hamiltonian (6]
and the quantum-jump process before taking the ensemble av-
erage. The quantum jump corresponds to the last term in the
right-hand side of Eq. (3). By postselecting the special mea-
surement outcomes that contain the null loss process, the ef-
fective dynamics of the system is described by the NH Hamil-
tonian (G). As the quantum-gas microscopy of 5Li atoms has
been realized in ultracold atoms [90H92]], we expect that such
effective NH superfluid dynamics can be experimentally ac-
cessed.

The dissipative dynamics in the two-component fermionic
systems is then described by the effective NH Hamilto-
nian (6). By using the Fourier transformation
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the effective Hamiltonian reads

U
Hot = 3 &kCh oChir = 35 D Chr L Comitchr gy ®)
g kK’

= —2t Z cos kj — 2itd Z sink; — 1, 9)

J=n,y,z J=z,Y,2

where NNV is the number of the sites. We find that two kinds of
dissipation make the Hamiltonian non-Hermitian, that is, the
collective one-body loss yields the imaginary part of the dis-
persion relations and the two-body loss yields the imaginary
part of the interactions.

III. NH BCS THEORY WITH ASYMMETRIC HOPPING
AND A COMPLEX-VALUED INTERACTION AND THE
EFFECT OF THE ASYMMETRY OF THE HOPPING

Here, we deal with the NH Hamiltonian (§)) in the frame-
work of the NH BCS theory [73]. The NH BCS mean-field
Hamiltonian is given by

HEES = " v] Myv + Ey, (10)
k
(S A
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with v}; = (Cle c—k), A and A are the superfluid order
parameters, and Ey = NAA/U + 3, &;. To evaluate the
superfluid order paramter, we define the right (left) BCS state
IBCS) r(1) as a vacuum state of Bogoliubov quasiparitcle op-
erators as follows:

IBCS) k= [ [ (ur + vick 1cl . )10), (12)
k

BCS) L, = [ J(u + v +cty )10), (13)
k

where ug, vk, U are the coefficients and |0) is the vacuum for
the fermion. Then, the superfluid order parameters are given
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where 1,(-) r = ,(BCS|-|BCS) g is the expectation value. We
note that these order parameters and are, in general,
complex. Since the energy dispersion (@) satisfies Re&, =
Re€_g and Im&g, = —Imé_g, the matrix Mk can be divided
into two terms as,

My, = (Rfk 7RAe £k> + ilm&g 1, (16)

where I is the identity matrix. We note that the imaginary
part of the dispersion relation has no effects on the Bogoli-
ubov transformation since the latter term is represented by the
identity matrix. Then, this simply affects the imaginary part
of the dispersion for the quasiparticles. This is in contrast to
the Zeeman effects in the BCS theory, which is represented
by the identity matrix with a real coefficient. It is known that
the magnetic field affects the dispersion relation for the quasi-
particles and the superconducting state becomes unstable [93-
93].
One can diagonalize the Hamiltonian (10) as

Hett® = (Bt kWt + Br- Y-kt v-k1] + gy (17)
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where & = /(Refg)? + AA. The quasiparticle operators

are represented in terms of the Bogoliubov transformations as
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where ui + vl = 1. Although 7 , is not Hermitian

conjugate of v, due to the complexity of A and A, the

quasiparticle operators have the anticommutation relations
{0 W' o'} = Okkr0o0r. The BCS states and
satisfy vx,»|BCS)r = 0 and '7,1.0|BCS>L = 0. In the end, we
obtain the NH gap equation as
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where the effective density of states (DOS) is defined as
1
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k

where 6(x) is the delta function. We note that the DOS is
given only by the real part of the dispersion relations and is
not by its imaginary part. This means that the DOS is not
affected by the asymmetry in the hoppings.

The gap equation is different from that in Hermitian
system since U and AA are complex values. Hereafter, we
take the special gauge so that Ag = A = A. In this case, the
order parameter A is complex and smoothly approaches the
real value with v — 0. To study the stability of the superfluid
state against dissipation, we calculate the condensation energy
as
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N N

2
_ % _ /deD(e) (\/62 A2 |e|) .9

where Ey is the energy for the normal state. We use the real
part of the condensation energy to discuss the stability of
the superfluid state. The average of the filling is given by

n= > Llch otro) R (30)
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When ¢ = 0, n = 1. As the number-preserving state is re-
alized in realistic systems, the expectation value of the total
particle number ), L(chck,(J r is conserved and gives a
real number. Hereafter, we set © = 0.

We note that the effect of the asymmetric hopping ¢ does
not appear in the effective DOS (28), the NH gap equa-
tion (27)), and the condensation energy (29). This means that
the asymmetric hopping has no effect on the superfluidity
within the mean-field approximation. In particular, when v =
0, the conventional superfluid state with a finite order parame-
ter is stable against the asymmetric hoppings within the mean-
field approximation although its lifetime should be finite. By
contrast, the quasiparticle energy E}), depends on §. Here, we
show in Fig. [2|the real and imaginary parts of the quasiparticle
energy Ej in the system with U;/t = 3 and v/t = 1 when
0 = 0 and 0.1. The real part of the quasiparticle energy cor-
responds to the energy of the quasiparticle and the imaginary
part of that corresponds to the lifetime of the quasiparticle.



FIG. 2. (a) The real part and (b) the imaginary part of the quasipar-
ticle energy Fr = FEi 4+, —Er, — (orange for the positive sign and
blue for the negative sign) when § = 0. (c) The imaginary part of the
E). when 6 = 0.1. Dispersion relations with k. = 0 for quasiparti-
cles in the system with Uy /t = 3 and y/t = 1 are used.

Increasing §, the real part of the quasiparticle energy never
changes, while the imaginary part is induced with changing
the sign in reciprocal space, as shown in Fig.2(c). This means
that the lifetime of the quasiparticles on particular regions is

amplified. If the asymmetric hopping is considered in the
Hamiltonian as H = —t Z@,j)’g(eaczacj,g + e‘“c}_ﬁci,g),

both ¢ and ¢ in our Hamiltonian Eq. (6)) are formally changed.
However, by rescaling the energy unit, we obtain the simple
phase diagram, which will be discussed in Appendix [B]

IV. GENERALIZATION TO ARBITRARY DIMENSIONS

In this section, we consider a d-dimensional NH Hubbard
model with asymmetric hoppings and complex-valued inter-
actions. For the sake of simplicity, we consider a hypercubic
lattice. The Hamiltonian is given by

Hefr = Hyin + Hin, (32)
Hkin = Z tm Z |:(1 + 5M)C;’rm,ocjm70
m <Zl7n7j7n>7o'
+(1 - 5m)cgm,acim,(f} ? (33)
Hint = —U Z CZ,TCI,¢Ci7iCi’¢7 (34)

where t,, is the hopping to m-th nearest neighbor sites,
(m, jm) means the summation over the m-th nearest neighbor
pairs, and &,, is its asymmetry. In our discussions, the hop-
ping is restricted to be parallel to any of the d coordinate axes,
which is a generalization of the Hatano-Nelson model [86-
88]. In the noninteracting case, the dispersion relation is given
as

d
Ge=>> [2tm cos(mhky) + ity by sin(mk;) — u} _

m,o =1

(35)

The long-range hopping and dimensionality in the system can
be captured in Eq. (33), and the asymmetric effect only ap-
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FIG. 3. The DOS and the phase diagram of the d-dimensional at-
tractive Hubbard model with two-body loss and asymmetric nearest
neighbor hopping when (a) d = 1, (b) d = 2, (¢) d = 3, and (d)
d = 4,00. N, DS, and S denote the normal state, the DS state, and
the superfluid state, respectively. The hopping amplitude is rescaled
as tv/d based on the energy unit on an infinite dimensional sys-
tem [96l 97]. The red point denotes the singular point in DOS in
upper figures, and it affects the phase boundary in lower figures.

pears in its imaginary part. This property is essentially the
same as the simpler case discussed above. Therefore, no ef-
fect of the asymmetric hopping appears, as far as we consider
the generalized model (32)) in the framework of the BCS the-
ory.

Figure [3] shows the DOS and the phase diagram on the
d-dimensional NH Hubbard model with nearest-neighbor
hoppings. In the phase diagram, there are superfluid (S),
dissipation-induced superfluid (DS), and normal (N) states,
which are characterized by Ay # 0 and ReFEcong < 0,
Ag # 0and ReFEcong > 0, and Ay = 0, respectively. We find
that, in the phase diagram, the N state appears in the small U
and intermediate dissiation rate -y, the ordered state with finite
Ay is widely realized for any dimensions.

One of the important features inherent in the NH system
is the emergence of the exceptional points (EPs). When the
system crosses the phase boundary from the DS state to the
N state, the real part of the order parameter gradually ap-
proaches zero, while the imaginary part suddenly vanishes
from €y which satisfies g = £ImA/t. When the transition
occurs, the effective Hamiltonian cannot be diagonalized, and
EPs emerge in the reciprocal space. This is equivalent to the
divergence of the integral function at € = ¢ in the gap equa-



tion (27). Importantly, this means that EPs as well as DOS
play a crucial role in the NH gap equation [82]]. Namely, the
large DOS at € = ¢ stabilizes the DS state, resulting in the ex-
pansion of the DS state. In one dimensions, the N state is sur-
rounded by the DS state in the phase diagram, which is shown
in Fig. 3[@). The corresponding phase boundary strongly re-
flects the singularity in the DOS at €/t = £2. This behavior
is characteristic of one dimensions. In two dimensions, DOS
has a singularity at e = 0. However, this little affects the
phase diagram since the corresponding phase boundary is lo-
cated at the origin of the diagram, as shown in Fig. [3[b). The
DOS in three dimensions has the cusp singularity at €/t = 2,
leading to the small cusp singularity in the phase boundary at
(Up/t,~/t) ~ (1.9,6.5). In larger dimensions, the singularity
in the DOS tends to smear, and no singularity appears in the
hypercubic lattice with d — co.

These results indicate that the reentrant superfluidity for
small U; with increasing dissipation is ubiquitous for any di-
mensional hypercubic lattices. Such a unique phase boundary
can be detected by using the photoassociation techniques [38]]
and postselecting the null measurement outcomes with the use
of the quantum gas microscope [41, /9092, 98, |99].

V.  CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have considered the three-dimensional
attractive Hubbard model with fundamental dissipation, i.e.,
asymmetric hoppings and complex-valued interactions which
should be realized by the collective one-body loss and two-
body loss in the ultracold fermionic systems. We have demon-
strated that the asymmetry of the hopping has no effects on the
fermionic superfluidity within the NH BCS approximation.
It has been found that the complex-valued interactions yield
the reentrant phase transitions, as discussed in the previous
works. In particular, we have confirmed that the singularity of
the noninteracting DOS leads to the singularity in the phase
boundary between the dissipation-induced superfluid and nor-
mal states.

Our system can be implemented in ultracold atoms [[73].
In order to observe the NH phase transition, we can use, for
example, SLi and should prepare the ultracold atoms in an
optical lattice with attractive interaction, two-body loss, and
asymmetric hopping. We can use the Feshbach resonance to
control the attractive interaction [3]. Two-body loss can be
introduced by using the photoassociation [36]. The imple-
mentation of the asymmetric hopping is described in the Ap-
pendix [A] To extract the conditional dynamics where the loss
does not exist, we can employ the quantum-trajectory method
and get the special measurement by using the quantum-gas
microscope [41,190H92, 198 199].

Although we consider the hypercubic lattice, it is interest-
ing to explore the NH quantum phase transition of the dis-
sipative Hubbard model with asymmetric hopping on a bi-
partite lattice. The asymmetric hopping in NH systems will
play a crucial role in studying the symmetry and topological
classification [89, [100} [101]. Then, exploring the topological
phase transition in the NH Hubbard model with asymmetric

hopping may be a novel research. Furthermore, investigat-
ing the attractive NH Hubbard model on the one-dimensional
system with multiple dissipation with the use of a more pre-
cise method, such as the Bethe ansatz [57,185]], remains future
work. Analysis of the Lindblad dynamics with asymmetric
hopping and two-body loss is another important pursuit. We
hope that this paper contributes to the understanding of the NH
system with fundamental dissipation. In the view of quantum
trajectory approach [20], the NH system describes the special
case of the dynamics of the quantum trajectory which rep-
resents the measurement-induced phase transition [[102H110]].
More recently, as the dissipative system with gain has been re-
alized in ultracold atoms [111]], the study of the NH fermionic
superfluidity with gain and loss is also interesting. Exploring
the NH many-body physics can give a fundamental concept of
open quantum systems.
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Appendix A: Experimental setup for realizing the asymmetric
hopping

We explain the detail of the method for implementing the
asymmetric hopping by following Ref. [89]. We start from the
dissipative dynamics of ultracold fermionic atoms in a three-
dimensional optical lattice with an auxiliary lattice. The full
dynamics is described by the following Markovian Lindblad
equation [20]
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where p is the density matrix. Here the Hermitian Hamilto-
nian H is written as

HO == Hg + He
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where ci,g’a(c;-r +.o,) 18 the annihilation (creation) operator of
the fermion with spin ¢ =1, | at site ¢, and n(= n,, n,,n.)
is the basis vector. The primary (auxiliary) lattice is de-

noted as @« = g(e) and the coupling strength between the
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FIG. 4. Phase diagram of the NH BCS model with asymmetric hopping and complex-valued interactions with energy unit (a) ¢ and (b) ¢ cosh av.
N denotes the normal state where the gap equation (27) has a trivial solution. The gap equation has a non-trivial solution and ReEeona < 0
in the superfluid state, which is denoted as S. DS state appears when a non-trivial solution of the NH gap equation exists and Re E¢ona > O.
In Fig. [ a), as increasing c, the phase boundaries shift to the lower right. In Fig. f{b), By rescaling the energy unit, the phase boundary for

different « collapses into the single phase boundary.

primary lattice and auxiliary lattice is introduced as 2. To
describe the dissipation, we introduce the Lindblad opera-
tor L,, that describes the dissipative event at characteristic
rates. The one-body loss of the auxiliary lattice is described
by f)gl) = /K1a;, Where a; . is the annihilation operator
of a fermion and k; is the dissipation rate. The operator
ﬂz(-z) = /kK2¢; ¢t describes the two-body loss of primary
lattice at site ¢ at a rate ko, which generates the complex-
valued interaction.

To extract the effective dynamics of the primary lattice, we
employ the adiabatically elimination [89}[112], which changes
the local loss of the auxiliary lattice into the nonlocal loss of
the primary lattice. Then, the Lindblad equation which de-
scribes the effective dynamics is written as

9 .
8—2) = —i[Hy, p]+ Z D[Lét%f?i,n,o]p"‘Z'D[Lg?ﬂ-]p. (AS5)

i,n,0

The effective Lindblad operator Lgf)i noot Lé?f)i are the same
as in Eq. (B), where the parameters are related to each other
by v1 = 02 /K1,7¥2 = Ko. Then, the effective dynamics
with asymmetric hopping is described by the NH Hamilto-

nian which is obtained from Eq. (AS)), which is the same as
Eq. (B in Sec.

Appendix B: The effect of the other type of the asymmetric
hopping

Here we consider the other type of the asymmetric hop-
ping on a three-dimensional Hubbard model with a complex-
valued interaction. The kinetic term of the NH Hamiltonian is
given by

Hyp = —t' Z (eo‘c;acj_,g + e*“cj7gci70) — ume
(4,9),0 1,0

(B1)

where the asymmetry of the hopping is c. After the Fourier
transformation, the energy dispersion is written as

& = —2t cosha Z cos k;—2it’ sinh « Z sink;—p.

J=z,Y,2 J=x,y,z

(B2)
Then, the NH BCS Hamiltonian (10), the NH gap equa-
tion ([27), and the condensation energy ([29) are given by re-
placing & by that in Eq. (B2). In Fig.[d we show the phase
diagram of the NH BCS model with complex-valued inter-
actions and the asymmetric hopping in Eq. (BI). Here, we
discuss how the asymmetric hopping affects the phase dia-
gram. As increasing the asymmetric hopping amplitude «, the
phase boundary between the normal and the DS state shifts
to the upper right [see the lines for a = 0.2,0.5,and1.0 in
Fig. f(a)]. The phase boundary between the DS state and
the superfluid state also shifts to the lower right in Fig. [da).
These shifts of the phase boundary indicate that the superfluid-
ity becomes unstable due to the asymmetry of the hopping a.
However, the phase boundary with different asymmetric hop-
pings collapses into a single phase boundary [see Fig. fb)]
by rescaling the energy unit as ¢ — ¢ cosh a. To understand
that, we first consider the NH gap equation (27). By chang-
ing the energy unit, the NH gap equation fora > 0is
the same as that for « = 0. Thus, the phase diagram for
different asymmetry of the hopping « collapses into that for
o = 0. Such a collapse into a single phase boundary indi-
cates that the superfluid order parameter A for a > 0, and
(Uy/t,v/t) = (Up/(t cosh a), v0/(t cosh @)) is cosh « times
than that for « = 0, and (U /t,~v/t) = (Uo/t,y0/t). The
collapse into a single line of the condensation energy Econd
also occurs by performing the same rescaling. We can illus-
trate the phase diagram for complex-valued interactions with
any asymmetric hopping o by changing the energy unit. As
increasing «, we rescale the energy unit as a larger one, which
indicates that the real and the imaginary part of the order pa-
rameter and the condensation energy become small. This cor-
responds to the instability of the superfluids.
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