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We report the first experimental observation of dissipation-driven coherent quantum many-body
oscillation, and this oscillation is manifested as the coherent exchange of atoms between the ther-
mal and the condensate components in a three-dimensional partially condensed Bose gas. Firstly,
we observe that the dissipation leads to two different atom loss rates between the thermal and
the condensate components, such that the thermal fraction increases as dissipation time increases.
Therefore, this dissipation process serves as a tool to uniformly ramp up the system’s temperature
without introducing extra density excitation. Subsequently, a coherent pair exchange of atoms be-
tween the thermal and the condensate components occurs, resulting in coherent oscillation of atom
numbers in both components. This oscillation, permanently embedded in the atom loss process,
is revealed clearly when we inset a duration of dissipation-free evolution into the entire dynamics,
manifested as an oscillation of total atom number at the end. Finally, we also present a theoretical
calculation to support this physical mechanism, which simultaneously includes dissipation, inter-
action, finite temperature, and harmonic trap effects. Our work introduces a highly controllable
dissipation as a new tool to control quantum many-body dynamics.

Coherent quantum dynamics, manifested as long-
lasting single-frequency-dominated oscillation, has been
widely observed in various quantum many-body systems
of ultracold atomic gases. The most well-known examples
include collective modes of atomic Bose-Einstein conden-
sate [1–8], Josephson oscillation between two linked Bose
condensates or fermion superfluids [9–15], and coherent
driven polaron excitation [16–18]. Some recently dis-
covered more intriguing quantum many-body phenom-
ena, such as quantum many-body scars [19–23] and dis-
crete time crystals [24–28], also experimentally manifest
as coherent quantum dynamics. These dynamic pro-
cesses share the common underlying feature that very few
well-defined elementary excitations, or many-body eigen-
states, dominate the entire quantum dynamics, and the
system maintains phase coherence during the dynamics.

These coherent dynamics are usually excited by a sud-
den quench or periodical driving a physical parameter in
the Hamiltonian because these two protocols can selec-
tively excite a few collective modes that dominate sub-
sequent dynamics. So far, to the best of our knowledge,
coherent quantum dynamics driven by dissipation have
not been observed before. Although no fundamental ob-
stacle prevents coherent dynamics from occurring in the
dissipation process, it is challenging to observe such an
effect because dissipation usually leads to decay or diffu-

sion that conceals coherent dynamics.

In this letter, we report the experimental observa-
tion of dissipation-driven coherent dynamics in a finite-
temperature Bose-Einstein condensate. This coherent
dynamics is driven by applying dissipation inducing the
loss of atoms, and this observation takes advantage of
the fact that dissipation is highly controllable in ultra-
cold atom systems. First, we find that the same dissi-
pation induces different loss rates of atoms in the con-
densate and thermal components. This makes dissipa-
tion a controllable tool to uniformly and smoothly ramp
the system’s temperature. Secondly, we can control the
strength of dissipation in a time-dependent manner so
that we can turn on and off the dissipation at different
times. This allows us to temporally separate the coher-
ent dynamics from the decay of atom number because
otherwise, the coherent dynamics are always embedded
in the loss dynamics and are hard to observe. Thirdly,
because the temperature increase is smooth enough in a
controllable way and because the harmonic trap imposes
an infrared cutoff of the low-energy thermal modes, only
a few low-lying thermal modes with a discrete energy
spectrum dominate the dynamics. With these three key
ingredients, we observe coherent exchange dynamics be-
tween the thermal and condensate components. We also
provide a theoretical calculation that includes dissipa-
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FIG. 1. Illustration of the experimental setup and sequence.
(a) 87Rb atoms are loaded into a crossed dipole trap and
evaporated to a partially condensed phase. Then, a 96 MHz
blue-detuned dissipation light beams from six directions are
applied to the atoms. An absorption imaging is applied along
the x axis. (b) Typical time-of-flight (ToF) image of the atoms
(left) and their integrated optical density along z axis (right),
with which a bimodal fitting yields both condensate and ther-
mal components. (c) Physical mechanism of the dissipation
process. Atoms are initially prepared in |F = 1,mF = 1⟩
state, and they will leave the trap if they are pumped out
of |F = 1,mF = 1⟩ and |F = 2,mF = −1⟩ states by dissipa-
tion light. (d) Experimental sequence. For the first protocol
denoted as “5+x+ y”, the dissipation light is first turned on
for 5 ms and then turned off, letting atoms evolve for x ms
without dissipation, then turned on again for y ms before ToF
measurement. For the second protocol, denoted as “5 + x”,
the dissipation light is turned on for 5 ms and then turned
off, and the ToF measurement is performed right after the
dissipation-free evolution of x ms.

tion, interaction, and the harmonic trap, showing that
the coherent dynamics are a cooperative effect of these
three.

Experimental System. In our experiment, we first used
a crossed dipole trap formed by 1064 nm laser to capture
87Rb atoms polarized to |F = 1,mF = 1⟩. Then, these
atoms are evaporated to a partially condensed state,
where the condensate and thermal fraction are extracted
by fitting a bimodal distribution, as shown in Fig. 1(b).
We vary the condensate fraction by controlling the final
trap depth of the evaporative cooling. After evaporation,
we adiabatically ramp up the trap depth to a fixed final
value, and this process is adiabatic enough such that the
condensate fraction does not change.

After preparing a mixture of condensate and ther-
mal atoms, we apply a blue-detuned light that couples
atoms to 5P3/2 states to introduce dissipation. This
dissipation light is applied from six counter-propagating
directions, as shown in Fig. 1(a). In our experiment,
the confinement from the optical dipole trap is rel-
atively shallow and cannot hold atoms against grav-
ity. We have applied a magnetic field gradient to
compensate gravity for atoms in the |F = 1,mF = 1⟩
and |F = 2,mF = −1⟩ states. Atoms excited to
the 5P3/2 state can decay into eight hyperfine lev-
els |F = 1,mF = 0,±1⟩, |F = 2,mF = 0,±1,±2⟩ in the
ground state manifold, as shown in Fig. 1(c). Among
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FIG. 2. Experimental observation of the dissipation driven
coherent dynamics. We start with a partial condensate with
the condensate-to-thermal ratio ∼ 2 : 1. After the experi-
mental sequence “5 + x + y” shown in Fig. 1(d), the total
number of the remaining atoms oscillates as a function of the
waiting duration x. (a) shows two data sets with the same
experimental sequences but different harmonic trapping fre-
quencies along ẑ, ωz = 2π× 61.3± 0.4 Hz for blue circles and
ωz = 2π × 72.1 ± 0.9 Hz for red triangles. Here y = 3 ms.
The fitted frequencies are 2π×105±6 Hz for blue circles and
2π×129±6 Hz for red triangles. (b) shows two data sets with
the same trapping frequency ωz = 2π× 61.3± 0.4 Hz but dif-
ferent duration y of the second dissipation process. The fitted
frequencies are 2π× 105± 6 Hz and 2π× 108± 16 Hz for blue
circles (5+x+3) and red triangles (5+x+5), respectively. All
data points are averaged over nine repeated experiments.

these eight states, atoms returned to |F = 1,mF = 0,−1⟩
and |F = 2,mF = 0, 1,±2⟩ states cannot be held by
the optical dipole trap because the gravity cannot be
compensated by magnetic field gradient for these six
spin states, and atoms in these spin states will be lost
from the system while atoms in |F = 1,mF = 1⟩ and
|F = 2,mF = −1⟩ remain [29]. This is the main dissipa-
tion mechanism in our system. For the absorption image,
we first pump all atoms to |F = 2,mF = 2⟩, so that all
the remained atoms can be detected.

Main Experimental Finding. Our main findings are
shown in Fig. 2. To reveal the coherent dynamics during
dissipation, we design a specific experimental protocol in
which a dissipation-free evolution is inserted between two
periods of dissipation, as shown in the upper sequence in
Fig. 1(d). After preparing a partially condensed Bose
gas, we turn on the dissipation light for 5 ms to introduce
atom loss. Then, we turn off the dissipation and let the
entire system evolve for a duration of x ms. We have
verified that the total number of atoms remains constant
during this waiting period. Then, we turn on the same
dissipation light again for y ms to further introduce atom
loss, after which we measure the remaining atoms using
the ToF imaging. Surprisingly, we find that the number
of remaining atoms after the entire sequence oscillates as
a function of waiting duration x, as shown in Fig. 2.

Fig. 2(a) shows two typical oscillations for atoms
trapped in two different trap frequencies. One can see
that the oscillation frequencies of the total atom num-
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FIG. 3. (a) Decay of atom number from condensate (blue cir-
cles) and thermal component (red triangles) for initially pre-
pared pure condensate or pure thermal gas. The inset shows
the increase of the thermal-to-condensate ratio as a function
of dissipation time for an initially partially condensed sample.
(b-c) Before turning on the second dissipation period, oscilla-
tions between the number of condensate atoms and thermal
atoms are observed as a function of waiting duration x. The
blue circles and the red triangles are condensate and ther-
mal atoms, respectively. The green diamonds denote the to-
tal number of atoms. ωz = 2π × 61.3 ± 0.4 Hz for (b) and
2π×72.1±0.9 Hz for (c). The solid lines are fitting to single-
frequency oscillation. (d) The oscillation frequency f (blue
circles) and relative amplitude A (red triangles) for different
trap frequencies. The dashed line denotes 2ωz/2π. All data
points are averaged over nine repeated experiments.

ber vary as the trap frequency changes, but the oscilla-
tion amplitudes are nearly the same. Fig. 2(b) shows
two typical oscillations with the same trap frequency but
two different durations y of the second dissipation pe-
riod. The oscillation frequencies are nearly the same for
these two cases, but the oscillation amplitudes gradu-
ally diminish as y increases. This is natural because a
long enough dissipation will eventually smear out coher-
ent signatures. We have varied trap frequencies, initial
condensate fractions, and different dissipation durations
and have found such oscillations are universal behaviors.
We have also confined the system into a one-dimensional
tube by applying a two-dimensional optical lattice, and
similar phenomena have also been observed.

Physical Mechanism. Below, we discuss how dissipa-
tion drives such coherent dynamics. First, we find that
our dissipation mechanism leads to two different loss
rates for condensate and thermal components. Experi-
mentally, we prepare a pure condensate or a pure ther-
mal gas and measure their decay rate under the same
dissipation strength. The results are shown in Fig. 3(a).
By fitting the decay curves, we obtain a decay time τ =
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FIG. 4. (a-b) Oscillation of the condensate (blue line) and
the thermal atoms (orange line) as a function of free evolu-
tion time x for “5+x” protocol. Here we choose the trapping
frequency ωz = 2π × 60 Hz for (a) and ωz = 2π × 80 Hz
for (b). The initial total atom number is N0 = 1033 for
ωz = 2π × 60 Hz and N0 = 765 for ωz = 2π × 80 Hz and
the condensate fraction is approximately 75% for all cases.
The first dissipation strength is taken as 2ωz for condensate
and ωz for thermal components, respectively. The interaction
strength is chosen as 0.025 h̄ωza0 where a0 =

√
h̄/mωz is

the harmonic length. The first dissipation period is 0.37/ωz.
(c) The total number of atoms as a function of x after the
“5 + x + y” protocol, with y fixed at 0.37/ωz. (d) The os-
cillation frequency f (blue circles) and relative amplitude A
(red triangles) for different trap frequencies. The dashed line
denotes f = 2ωz/2π.

7.9±0.4 ms for condensate and τ = 18.6±0.7 ms for ther-
mal atoms. Recall that atoms excited by the dissipation
lights can decay into eight hyperfine levels of the ground
state, and only atoms returned to |F = 1,mF = 1⟩ and
|F = 2,mF = −1⟩ states remain trapped. Under this
process, a thermal atom remains thermal. However, an
atom initially in the zero-momentum condensate can be-
come thermal due to the photon recoil effect in this pro-
cess. A detailed Clebsch-Gordan coefficients calculation
shows that the probability of returning to trapped states
versus untrapped states is approximately 0.41 : 0.59 [30],
which is consistent with two different decay time scales.
As the condensate decays faster, we observe an increase
in the thermal-to-condensate ratio as the dissipation time
increases, as shown in the inset of Fig. 3(a).

Since the dissipation changes the condensate fraction
and alters the equilibrium between thermal and conden-
sate components, it can drive an exchange dynamics be-
tween thermal and condensate components. Fig. 3(b)
and (c) shows that during the exchange dynamics, the
thermal and condensate components display an out-of-
phase oscillation while the total number remains con-
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stant. As explained in the theory part below, these
dynamics are driven by pair production of Bogoliubov
quasi-particles. Moreover, the presence of a harmonic
trap is crucial because it introduces an infrared cut-
off of the oscillation frequency; otherwise, all different
frequencies mix up, smearing out the coherent oscilla-
tion. Fig. 3(b-c) also shows a general trend that the
oscillation frequency increases, and the oscillation ampli-
tude decreases as the trap frequency increases. Roughly
speaking, the oscillation frequencies follow the trend of
2ωz/2π as shown in Fig. 3(d). This is consistent with
the property of pair creation and annihilation of Bogoli-
ubov quasi-particles, which is the main process driving
the coherent dynamics.

Hence, the ratio of the thermal and condensate com-
ponents oscillates as the duration of the waiting time
increases. When the second dissipation light is turned
on, if the dynamics oscillate to a larger condensed com-
ponent, the averaged dissipation rate is larger, yielding
more atom loss during the second dissipation period, and

vice versa. In this way, the coherent dynamics during the
free evolution period manifest as the oscillation of the
total atom number after the second dissipation period.
This explains our main findings.
Theoretical Calculations. To further support the phys-

ical mechanism discussed above, we present a theoreti-
cal calculation including dissipation, interaction, and the
harmonic trap on equal footing. First, we implement
the standard Bogoliubiv theory to introduce an initial
equilibrium state at a finite temperature [7, 30, 31]. We

expand the bosonic operator Ψ̂(x, t) = Φ(x, t) + ψ̂(x, t),

where Φ(x, t) is the condensate wave function and ψ̂(x, t)
describes the thermal component. To properly describe
the dissipation effect [32–34], we describe the thermal
part by the density matrix, including the normal com-
ponent n(x′, x, t) = ⟨ψ̂†(x′, t)ψ̂(x, t)⟩ and the anomalous

component ns(x
′, x, t) = ⟨ψ̂(x′, t)ψ̂(x, t)⟩. The anoma-

lous component of the density matrix is essential for cap-
turing the pair creation and annihilation processes. They
satisfy a set of coupled equations as follows

ih̄
∂Φ(x, t)

∂t
=

(
Ĥ0 + g|Φ(x, t)|2 + 2gn(x, x, t)

)
Φ(x, t) + gns(x, x, t))Φ

∗(x, t)− iγcΦ(x, t); (1)

i
∂n(x′, x, t)

∂t
=

(
Ĥ0(x) +W(x)− Ĥ0(x

′)−W(x′)
)
n(x′, x, t) +K(x)n∗s (x, x

′, t)−K∗(x′)ns(x
′, x, t)− iγtn(x

′, x, t);

(2)

i
∂ns(x

′, x, t)
∂t

=
(
Ĥ0(x) +W(x) + Ĥ0(x

′) +W(x′)
)
ns(x

′, x, t) +K(x)n(x′, x, t) +K(x′)n(x, x′, t)− iγtns(x
′, x, t),

(3)

where Ĥ0 = − h̄2

2m
∂2

∂x2 + 1
2mω

2x2 is the free particle
Hamiltonian. W(x) = 2g|Φ(x, t)|2 + 2gn(x, x, t) and
K(x) = gΦ(x, t)2 + gns(x, x, t) introduce non-linear cou-
pling between them. γc and γt represent the dissipation
rates for the condensate and the thermal components,
respectively.

The results from the numerical simulation of Eq. 1-
3 are shown in Fig. 4 [35]. Following the experimental
protocol, we turn the dissipation on and off at different
quantum dynamics stages. We only focus on the one-
dimensional situations to reduce the computation load
for these coupled equations. The results qualitatively
agree with experimental observations but with a much
smaller amplitude because of the relatively smaller atom
number and weaker interaction effect that can be handled
in our calculation. Fig. 4(a) and (b) show that both
the condensate and thermal components oscillate during
the free evolution period, and Fig. 4(c) shows that the
total number of atoms after the second dissipation period
oscillates as a function of free evolution duration. Fig.
4(d) plots the oscillation frequency and amplitudes as

a function of trapping frequency, which shows the same
trend as the experimental data shown in Fig. 3(d).

Discussion and Outlook. In summary, our work
demonstrates that dissipation can be utilized as a tool
to control quantum dynamics. We show that dissipa-
tion can alter the momentum distribution and effectively
tune the system’s temperature. Previously, to increase
the temperature of ultracold atom systems, one usually
applies a periodical moving local potential or periodi-
cally modulates optical lattices. These operations often
introduce density or current excitations or excite high-
energy modes, which prevents observing coherent ex-
change dynamics between the thermal and condensate
components. Our method introduces neither density and
current modes nor high-energy excitations, which is the
major advantage responsible for our observations. The
coherent dynamics between the thermal and condensate
components are also related to the second sound of a
superfluid [5, 36, 37]. Therefore, our method provides
an alternative route to excite the second sound. With
our method, it is also conceivable to observe dipole or
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quadrupole modes of thermal excitations, uncovering a
novel and fundamental aspect of the superfluid.
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In this Supplementary Material, we first calculate different atom loss rates for the Bose-Einstein condensate and
thermal gas. The results show consistency between the intensity of the dissipation light and atom loss rates and
explain why the condensate loses faster than the thermal atoms. After that, we build a two-fluid theory that includes
the dynamics of Bose-Einstein condensates and thermal atoms in the presence of dissipation. We begin by reviewing
the standard Bogoliubov theory, which helps us solve the initial equilibrium state at finite temperatures. Then, we
introduce the normal and anomalous density matrices to describe the atom exchange between the condensates and
thermal atoms. Finally, we construct a two-fluid dissipation theory based on the non-Hermitian linear response theory.
This new dissipation theory allows us to theoretically predict the coherent oscillations between the condensates and
thermal atoms, consistent with the experimental observations described in the main text.

I. CALCULATION OF DIFFERENT LOSS RATES

In our system, atoms are initialized in the 5S1/2 hyperfine ground state |F = 1,mF = 1⟩ of rubidium-87. These
atoms are confined in a crossed dipole trap, and a magnetic gradient field 30 G/cm is applied to compensate the gravity
so that only atoms in the states |F = 1,mF = 1⟩ and |F = 2,mF = −1⟩ can be held in the trap. In order to introduce
atom loss in the system, three pairs of counter-propagating dissipation light beams are incident onto the atoms. And
this scheme helps us to avoid continuous momentum kicks along one direction. The frequency of dissipation light is
chosen to be 96 MHz blue detuned to the transition of 5S1/2 |F = 1,mF = 1⟩ → 5P3/2 |F ′ = 2,mF ′ = 1⟩ in a 10 Gauss
bias magnetic field along the z direction. When we choose the z axis as the quantization axis, we can decompose
the dissipation light into three components: σ+, σ−, and π. Details about the energy levels and dissipative light
polarizations are shown in Fig. S1 for a better illustration.
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5S1/2

5P3/2 |F ′ = 2,mF ′ = 0⟩ |F ′ = 2,mF ′ = 1⟩ |F ′ = 2,mF ′ = 2⟩
|F = 2,mF = −2⟩ 0 0 0
|F = 2,mF = −1⟩ 1/4 0 0
|F = 2,mF = 0⟩ 0 1/4 0
|F = 2,mF = 1⟩ 1/4 1/12 1/6
|F = 2,mF = 2⟩ 0 1/6 1/3
|F = 1,mF = −1⟩ 1/12 0 0
|F = 1,mF = 0⟩ 1/3 1/4 0
|F = 1,mF = 1⟩ 1/12 1/4 1/2

TABLE S1. Probabilities of different final states 5S1/2 |F,mF ⟩ through an excited state 5P3/2 |F ′,mF ′⟩. Here we assume one
atom is initially in an excited state, either |F ′ = 2,mF ′ = 0⟩, |F ′ = 2,mF ′ = 1⟩, or |F ′ = 2,mF ′ = 2⟩. Once a spontaneous
decay event happens, we consider how large the probability is for this atom to decay into different ground states in the 5S1/2

manifold. These probabilities are calculated using the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients [1].

Spontaneous 
decay Dissipation light

FIG. S1. Illustration of the energy levels and dissipation light polarization. Atoms prepared in 5S1/2 |F = 1,mF = 1⟩ are

coupled to three different 5P3/2 levels, |F ′ = 2,mF ′ = 0⟩, |F ′ = 2,mF ′ = 1⟩, and |F ′ = 2,mF ′ = 2⟩ by σ−, π, and σ+ polarized
light respectively. Once atoms are excited into 5P3/2 levels, they can decay to 5S1/2 |F = 2⟩ and 5S1/2 |F = 1⟩ through the
spontaneous decay. The orange solid lines with arrows correspond to the coupling of dissipation light, and the blue wavy lines
with arrows correspond to different spontaneous decay channels. Each black solid line corresponds to a magnetic sublevel, and
their positions illustrate the linear Zeeman shifts [1].

Since the intensity of the dissipation light is small compared to the saturation intensity (I/Isat ∼ 0.01), we may sim-
plify the scattering process as follows. Atoms in |F = 1,mF = 1⟩ are coupled to |F ′ = 2,mF ′ = 0⟩, |F ′ = 2,mF ′ = 1⟩,
or |F ′ = 2,mF ′ = 2⟩ by the different polarizations σ−, π, or σ+ respectively. The population of each excited state
is Ω2

s/4∆
2
s based on the perturbative theory, where s denotes polarization of the light (σ−, π, or σ+), Ωs is the

Rabi frequency, and ∆s is the detuning. Then the decay rate through each excited level is ΓΩ2
s/4∆

2
s where Γ is the

spontaneous decay rate of excited states. Because there are multiple states in 5S1/2, atoms can decay to different
ground states with probabilities given by the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients [1]. In Table S1, we list the probabilities in
a final state |F,mF ⟩ if one atom is initially in an excited state |F ′,mF ′⟩ before the spontaneous decay. This can help
us to calculate the scattering rates for each channel from the initial state |F = 1,mF = 1⟩ to a final state |F,mF ⟩.
Here only atoms in |F = 1,mF = 1⟩ and |F = 2,mF = −1⟩ can be held in the dipole trap, and atoms in the other
states will quickly escape from the trap. And this is the dominant loss mechanism for thermal atoms.

Besides, we need to consider one more factor for the condensate. The recoil energy Ek is in a regime Ek ∼ 0.1Ud

and Ek ∼ 40Tc, where Ud is the depth of the dipole trap and Tc denotes the temperature of condensates in Fig. 3a.
Consequently, for a pure condensate, atoms that decay to |F = 1,mF = 1⟩ or |F = 2,mF = −1⟩ after a spontaneous
emission event will leave the condensate and become thermal atoms. This is an additional loss channel for the
condensate. Thus, the loss rates for a pure condensate and thermal gas are different.

Utilizing the measured light intensities and frequencies for σ−, π, and σ+, we calculate the population Ω2
s/4∆

2
s of

each excited state, and the results are P0 = 6 × 10−7, P1 = 2.9 × 10−6, and P2 = 5.5 × 10−6 for |F ′ = 2,mF ′ = 0⟩,
|F ′ = 2,mF ′ = 1⟩, and |F ′ = 2,mF ′ = 2⟩ respectively. Based on these data, the rate at which atoms decay into
different sublevels can be calculated by:

Γj =
∑

i

ΓPiDji, (1)

where Γj is the rate atoms decay to jth sublevel in 5S1/2, Pi is the population of a excited state and Dji represents

the matrix element in Table S1. So the rate for atoms decaying to |F = 1,mF = 1⟩ and |F = 2,mF = −1⟩ is 139 s−1,
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and the rate for atoms decaying to other sublevels is 201 s−1. Therefore, based on this qualitative model, the ratio of
the loss rates of the thermal atoms and condensate is estimated as 0.59, which is close to the measured data (0.42)
shown in Fig. 3a.

II. REVIEW OF THE STANDARD BOGOLIUBOV THEORY

First, we will have a brief review of the standard Bogoliubov theory [2, 3]. Here we choose a one-dimensional system
for simplicity while it can still capture and describe all phenomena in the experimental setup. We choose that the
temperature of the system is very low but not zero. This means that both the condensates and the thermal atoms
should be included in consideration.

The Hamiltonian of interacting atoms at low temperatures is

H =

∫
dxΨ̂†(x)

(
− 1

2m

∂2

∂x2
+

1

2
mω2x2

)
Ψ̂(x) +

g

2
Ψ̂†(x)Ψ̂†(x)Ψ̂(x)Ψ̂(x), (2)

where Ψ̂(x) is a bosonic field operator of atoms, m is the atomic mass, and g is the s-wave contact interaction strength.

Here we set the Planck constant h̄ as unity. Then the field operator Ψ̂(x, t) evolves under the Heisenberg equation
with a form of

i
∂

∂t
Ψ̂(x, t) =

(
− 1

2m

∂2

∂x2
+

1

2
mω2x2 + gΨ̂†(x, t)Ψ̂(x, t)

)
Ψ̂(x, t). (3)

To separate the condensate and the thermal atoms, we convert the bosonic field operator Ψ̂(x, t) into a form of

Ψ̂(x, t) = Φ(x, t) + ψ̂(x, t). (4)

Here Φ(x, t) is a complex function defined as the expectation of the field operator Φ(x, t) = ⟨Ψ̂(x, t)⟩, where ⟨·⟩ is

the ensemble average. It is actually the condensate wave function and resembles the condensate part. ψ̂(x, t) is
the quantum fluctuation away from the mean field description Φ(x, t). It can not be ignored at finite temperatures

because it describes the thermal atoms. We need to notice that Φ is on the order of
√
N and ψ̂ is on the order of

unity for such a partial-condensed system with a total atom number N . By counting the orders of N , the dynamics

of Φ(x, t) and ψ̂(x, t) can be separated as followings

i
∂

∂t
Φ(x, t) =

(
− 1

2m

∂2

∂x2
+

1

2
mω2x2

)
Φ(x, t)

+ g|Φ(x, t)|2Φ(x, t) + 2g⟨ψ̂(x, t)†ψ̂(x, t)⟩Φ(x, t) + g⟨ψ̂(x, t)ψ̂(x, t)⟩Φ∗(x, t),

(5)

i
∂

∂t
ψ̂(x, t) =

(
− 1

2m

∂2

∂x2
+

1

2
mω2x2

)
ψ̂(x, t) + 2g|Φ(x, t)|2ψ̂(x, t)

+ gΦ(x, t)2ψ̂†(x, t) + 2g⟨ψ̂†(x, t)ψ̂(x, t)⟩ψ̂(x, t) + g⟨ψ̂(x, t)ψ̂(x, t)⟩ψ̂†(x, t).

(6)

Here the mean field approximations such as ψ̂†ψ̂ψ̂ ≈ 2⟨ψ̂†ψ̂⟩ψ̂+ ⟨ψ̂ψ̂⟩ψ̂† have been integrated to simplify the calcula-
tions.

Following the Bogoliubov approximation, we express Ψ̂(x, t) in terms of a superposition of quasi-particle operators

âi and quasi-hole operators â†i

Ψ̂(x, t) = e−iµt

[
Φ(x) +

∑

i

(
ui(x)e

−iϵitâi − v∗i (x)e
iϵitâ†i

)]
, (7)

where ui(x) and vi(x) are complex functions, µ is the chemical potential and ϵi is the eigen-energy of the mode i. By
inserting Eq. 7 into Eq. 5 and Eq. 6, we obtain

(
− 1

2m

∂2

∂x2
+

1

2
mω2x2 − µ

)
Φ(x) + g|Φ(x)|2Φ(x) + 2g⟨ψ̂†(x)ψ̂(x)⟩Φ(x) + g⟨ψ̂(x)ψ̂(x)⟩Φ(x) = 0, (8)
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(
− 1

2m

∂2

∂x2
+

1

2
mω2x2 − µ

)
ui(x)+2g|Φ(x)|2ui(x)+2g⟨ψ̂†(x)ψ̂(x)⟩ui(x)−g⟨ψ̂(x)ψ̂(x)⟩vi(x)−gΦ(x)2vi(x) = ϵiui(x),

(9)
(
− 1

2m

∂2

∂x2
+

1

2
mω2x2 − µ

)
vi(x)+2g|Φ(x)|2vi(x)+2g⟨ψ̂†(x)ψ̂(x)⟩vi(x)−g⟨ψ̂(x)ψ̂(x)⟩∗ui(x)−gΦ∗(x)2ui(x) = −ϵivi(x).

(10)
Here the ensemble average ⟨·⟩ is for a partial-condensed state, so there are equalities

⟨ψ̂†(x)ψ̂(x)⟩ =
∑

i

Ni

(
|ui(x)|2 + |vi(x)|2

)
(11)

and

⟨ ˆψ(x) ˆψ(x)⟩ =
∑

i

Ni (−2ui(x)v
∗
i (x)) , (12)

where Ni =
1

eβϵi−1
is the occupation number of quasi-particles at temperature T = 1/(kBβ) according to the Bose-

Einstein distribution. From these self-consistent equations, we can solve out the stationary state solution Φ(x), ϵi,
ui(x), and vi(x). It is straightforward to see that it is not so convenient to calculate the non-equilibrium dynamics of
both condensates and thermal atoms, therefore, we will try to develop another method to calculate the dynamics in
the next section.

III. A TWO-FLUID THEORY FOR CONDENSATES AND THERMAL ATOMS

In this section, we introduce a new approach to simulate the dynamical evolution of the mixture of condensates and
thermal atoms. This new approach can be easily generalized to open systems with dissipation, which we will show
later. The key idea here is to establish a set of dynamic equations that can be presented by physical observables and
their spatial derivatives up to the second order. For convenience we define one-body density matrix n(x′, x, t) and
anomalous density matrix ns(x

′, x, t) as

n(x′, x, t) = ⟨ψ̂†(x′, t)ψ̂(x, t)⟩ (13)

and

ns(x
′, x, t) = ⟨ψ̂(x′, t)ψ̂(x, t)⟩. (14)

Here ⟨·⟩ is the thermal ensemble average over the initial state. The diagonal elements of n(x′, x, t) are just the density
of thermal atoms. The time-evolution equation of n(x′, x, t) can be derived via the dynamics of Ψ̂(x, t) with a form of

i∂tn(x
′, x, t) =

〈(
i∂tψ̂

†(x′, t)
)
ψ̂(x, t) + ψ̂†(x′, t)

(
i∂tψ̂(x, t)

)〉

=

(
− 1

2m

∂2

∂x2
+

1

2
mω2x2 +

1

2m

∂2

∂x′2
− 1

2
mω2x′2 + V −

eff [Φ, n]

)
n(x′, x, t)

+
(
gΦ(x, t)2 + gns(x, x, t)

)
n∗s (x, x

′, t)−
(
gΦ∗(x′, t)2 + gn∗s (x

′, x′, t)
)
ns(x

′, x, t), (15)

where V −
eff [Φ, n] ≡

(
2g|Φ(x, t)|2 + 2gn(x, x, t)− 2g|Φ(x′, t)|2 − 2gn(x′, x′, t)

)
is the effective potential generated by the

condensates and thermal atoms. The same argument applies to ns(x
′, x, t) and we obtain

i∂tns(x
′, x, t) =

〈(
i∂tψ̂(x

′, t)
)
ψ̂(x, t) + ψ̂(x′, t)

(
i∂tψ̂(x, t)

)〉

=

(
− 1

2m

∂2

∂x2
+

1

2
mω2x2 − 1

2m

∂2

∂x′2
+

1

2
mω2x′2 + V +

eff [Φ, n]

)
ns(x

′, x, t)

+
(
gΦ(x, t)2 + gns(x, x, t)

)
n(x, x′, t) +

(
gΦ(x′, t)2 + gns(x

′, x′, t)
)
n(x′, x, t), (16)

where V +
eff [Φ, n] ≡

(
2g|Φ(x, t)|2 + 2gn(x, x, t) + 2g|Φ(x′, t)|2 + 2gn(x′, x′, t)

)
.

Together with the equation of Φ(x, t),

i
∂

∂t
Φ(x, t) =

(
− 1

2m

∂2

∂x2
+

1

2
mω2x2

)
Φ(x, t) + g|Φ(x, t)|2Φ(x, t) + 2gn(x, x, t)Φ(x, t) + gns(x, x, t)Φ

∗(x, t), (17)
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Eq. 15, Eq. 16, and Eq. 17 form a set of self-consistent equations to solve the dynamics of condensate Φ(x, t), thermal
density n(x′, x, t), anomalous density ns(x

′, x, t), and other associated parameters. By performing the Wigner transfor-

mation on n(x′, x, t) and ns(x′, x, t), we can obtain hydrodynamical information n(X, p, t) =
∫
n(x′, x, t)eip(x

′−x)d(x′−
x) and ns(X, p, t) =

∫
ns(x

′, x, t)eip(x
′−x)d(x′ − x) where X = (x′ + x)/2. From these distributions n(X, p, t) and

ns(X, p, t) in the phase space, this method can resemble the Boltzmann equation.

IV. A TWO-FLUID THEORY WITH DISSIPATION

In this section, we will extend the two-fluid theory to open quantum systems. When there is dissipation, a dissipative

term Ĥdiss =
∫
dx

(
−iγtΨ̂†(x)Ψ̂(x) + Ψ̂†(x)ξ(x) + ξ†(x)Ψ̂(x)

)
is introduced into the Hamiltonian of the system. Here

we can set the Langevin noise operators satisfying ⟨ξ̂(x, t)ξ̂†(x′, t′)⟩ = 2γtδ(t− t′)δ(x−x′) for thermal atoms, and the
change of n(x′, x, t) due to the dissipation is

δ∂tn(x
′, x, t)

= −γt
∫
dx′′⟨{Ψ̂†(x′, t)Ψ̂(x, t), Ψ̂†(x′′, t)Ψ̂(x′′, t)} − 2Ψ̂†(x′′, t)Ψ̂†(x′, t)Ψ̂(x, t)Ψ̂(x′′, t)⟩

= −γtn(x′, x, t),

(18)

according to the non-Hermitian linear response theory [4]. Similarly, the same argument can apply to ns(x
′, x, t) and

we obtain the change of ns(x
′, x, t) in a form of

δ∂tns(x
′, x, t)

= −γt
∫
dx′′⟨{Ψ̂(x′, t)Ψ̂(x, t), Ψ̂†(x′′, t)Ψ̂(x′′, t)} − 2Ψ̂†(x′′, t)Ψ̂(x′, t)Ψ̂(x, t)Ψ̂(x′′, t)⟩

= −γtns(x′, x, t).

(19)

Together with the evolution equations (Eq. 15 and Eq. 16), we obtain two equations for n(x′, x, t) and ns(x
′, x, t)

under dissipation,

i∂tn(x
′, x, t) =

(
− 1

2m

∂2

∂x2
+

1

2
mω2x2 +

1

2m

∂2

∂x′2
− 1

2
mω2x′2 + V −

eff [Φ, n]

)
n(x′, x, t)

+
(
gΦ(x, t)2 + gns(x, x, t)

)
n∗s (x, x

′, t)−
(
gΦ∗(x′, t)2 + gn∗s (x

′, x′, t)
)
ns(x

′, x, t)− iγtn(x
′, x, t)(20)

and

i∂tns(x
′, x, t) =

(
− 1

2m

∂2

∂x2
+

1

2
mω2x2 − 1

2m

∂2

∂x′2
+

1

2
mω2x′2 + V +

eff [Φ, n]

)
ns(x

′, x, t)

+
(
gΦ(x, t)2 + gns(x, x, t)

)
n(x, x′, t) +

(
gΦ(x′, t)2 + gns(x

′, x′, t)
)
n(x′, x, t)− iγtns(x

′, x, t).(21)

However, the Bose-Einstein condensates do not satisfy the correlation assumption of the Langevin noise because
the environment condenses at the same time. Then, we cannot apply the same argument to the dissipation of the
condensate wave function Φ(x, t). So we introduce a different phenomenological dissipative parameter γc into the
equation of Φ(x, t) and it leads to

i
∂

∂t
Φ(x, t) =

(
− 1

2m

∂2

∂x2
+

1

2
mω2x2

)
Φ(x, t) + g|Φ(x, t)|2Φ(x, t)

+2gn(x, x, t)Φ(x, t) + gns(x, x, t)Φ
∗(x, t)− iγcΦ(x, t). (22)

Based on these equations above, we can solve how Φ(x, t) and n(x, x, t) evolve with time, then predict the coherent
oscillations between the condensates and the thermal atoms which are consistent with the experimental observations.
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