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Fractonic many-body systems are characterized by mobility restrictions on single-particle hopping due to the
conservation of higher moments (e.g., dipoles, angular momenta, and quadrupoles). This conservation allows
the definition of new symmetries and their physical consequences, with spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB)
being especially intriguing in bosonic systems. Building on previous work [Yuan et al., Phys. Rev. Res. 2,
023267 (2020) (arXiv:1911.02876)] and [Chen et al., Phys. Rev. Res. 3, 013226 (2021) (arXiv:2010.03261)],
we propose a new class of phases called hybrid fractonic superfluids (HFS), where multiple boson species
interact and moment hybridization is conserved. We focus on two model series: Model Series A, where moments
of the same order from different species are conserved, and Model Series B, where moments of different orders
are conserved. In Model Series A, we analyze dipole moment hybridization and extend the analysis to higher-
order moments. We investigate ground states, Goldstone modes, correlation functions, and the spontaneous
breaking of charge symmetry, showing that at zero temperature, charge symmetry is partially broken when the
spatial dimension is at least N + 1. This results in off-diagonal long-range order (ODLRO) driven by particle-
hole bound states formed by bosons of different species. In Model Series B, we explore systems conserving
mixed dipole-quadrupole moments. Additionally, we construct Bose-Hubbard-type lattice models where the
small Hubbard U limit realizes HFS for both series. We analyze mean-field phase diagrams for Model Series
A and discuss potential realizations in strongly tilted optical lattices. Finally, we suggest directions for future
research, including generalized Mermin-Wagner theorems and large-scale numerical studies for Bose-Hubbard
models. This article, together with previous work, forms a trilogy of fractonic superfluids, from which we
attempt to uncover the exotic interplay of SSB physics and fracton physics through most of representative
models and key properties of fractonic superfluids.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, fracton topological order has been gaining
increasing attention. Exactly solvable lattice models of frac-
ton topological order are typically described by fracton codes,
such as the three-dimensional X-cube model [1–20]. Topo-
logical excitations in fracton codes are commonly referred to
as fractonic excitations, including fractons, subdimensional
particles (e.g., lineons and planeons), and more intricate spa-
tially extended excitations that are subject to mobility restric-
tion [12, 14, 16]. In contrast to conventional topological or-
ders, such as the toric code model, where topological exci-
tations can be freely moved to any location via string oper-
ators, fractonic excitations in fracton topological order ex-
hibit mobility restrictions. For instance, a single fracton can-
not move freely along any direction, while a single lineon
can only move along a straight line. Due to these mobil-
ity restrictions, fracton codes are believed to provide robust
fault-tolerant quantum memory [2–4, 19]. The exploration of
fracton topological order has also stimulated studies on sub-
system symmetry-protected topological order (SPT) [21–32],
substantially enlarging the territory of SPT phases.

Another active research direction involves treating fractons
as constituent particles of many-body systems, where mo-
bility restrictions arise from the conservation of higher-order

∗ These authors contributed equally to this work.
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moments [33–88]. Such systems are referred to as fractonic
many-body systems. It is well known that conventional to-
tal charge conservation is associated with a global U(1) sym-
metry. Similarly, these new conserved quantities formed by
higher moments are associated with U(1) symmetry groups.
Upon gauging, the resulting gauge fields are tensor gauge
fields, and this new symmetry is alternatively referred to as
“higher-rank symmetry”. To sum up, this line of research has
evolved into a platform for exploring new / generalized sym-
metry, stimulating interests and ideas from condensed matter
physics, gravity, effective field theory, and quantum informa-
tion science.

On the other hand, spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB)
is a fundamental concept spanning a broad range of research
areas in theoretical physics, from the Standard Model of par-
ticle physics to the Ginzburg-Landau theory of second-order
phase transitions. In condensed matter physics, superfluids
serve as canonical examples of systems with SSB, where the
full charge U(1) symmetry group is broken, and off-diagonal
long-range order (ODLRO) is established. A celebrated phe-
nomenon in this context is the Kosterlitz-Thouless topological
phase transition, which occurs at finite temperature in two di-
mensions (2D). The study of SSB, particularly in the context
of continuous global symmetries, has long been associated
with important topics such as Goldstone mode counting, the
Mermin-Wagner theorem concerning the stability of ODLRO
at finite temperatures, and the infrared divergences induced
by quantum fluctuations at zero temperature. In recent years,
growing interest in generalized symmetries has led to signifi-
cant advances across various subfields of theoretical physics.
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Within the framework of generalized symmetries, long-range
entangled states (e.g., topological order as pioneered by X.-G.
Wen), which do not fall under the conventional classification
of SSB phases, are now interpreted as SSB phases of higher(-
form) symmetries. As the fracton physics is evolving rapidly,
it is timely and urgent to investigate SSB physics in fracton
systems. More specifically, for fractonic many-body quan-
tum systems, with their exotic conserved quantities and corre-
sponding new symmetries, key questions arise: What are the
physical consequences of the SSB of such new symmetries?
What are the resulting phases of matter?

Motivated by these questions, a series of exotic SSB phases
of matter, termed fractonic superfluids, were proposed in
Ref. [44] and have been systematically explored [44–49]. In
these phases, the constituent bosons that are condensed are ei-
ther completely immobile [44] or movable only along fixed
directions [45–48]. Due to the similar restriction of mo-
bility, these particles are also referred to as fractons and li-
neons respectively by borrowing the terminology in fractonic
topological order and fracton codes. For simplicity, dipole
moments, which are first-order moments, are often used in
concrete model studies. The mobility restriction on fractons
can be realized by imposing conservation of dipole moments,
Q̂(i) =

´
ddx ρ̂xi [44]. Additionally, the conservation of an-

gular charge moments (abbreviated as “angular moments”),
Q̂a,b =

´
ddx (ρ̂axb − ρ̂bxa), was explored in Refs. [45–48]

to capture the partial restriction of mobility. Here, ρ̂ represents
the density operator, and a, b label the species of bosons. To
make sense of higher-moment conservation laws while pre-
serving the translation invariance of the Hamiltonians, total
particle number conservation (i.e., “charge” conservation) is
implicitly required in all cases.

In Refs. [44, 45], minimal models of fractonic superfluids
are constructed and analyzed across various aspects, includ-
ing symmetry transformations, Noether currents, ground-state
wavefunctions, Gross-Pitaevskii equations, hydrodynamics,
and vortex configurations. Through low-energy effective field
theories, it has been shown that conservation of higher mo-
ments tends to suppress charge symmetry breaking, making
the establishment of ODLRO more challenging under higher-
moment conservation. Specifically, in systems with charge
and dipole moment conservation, charge symmetry breaking
occurs only in spatial dimensions d ≥ 3 at zero temperature.
Recently, Ref. [58] demonstrated more generally that charge
symmetry breaking is forbidden at finite temperature even in
four dimensions as long as dipole conservation is imposed. In
Ref. [46], continuity equations and Navier-Stokes-like equa-
tions were derived from the Euler-Lagrange equations of frac-
tonic superfluids. Critical velocity fields and density currents
were obtained, leading to a Landau-like criterion. Ref. [47]
examined the emergence of higher-rank symmetries and an-
gular moment conservation at low energies through renormal-
ization group analysis, providing insights into their experi-
mental realization. Meanwhile, Ref. [48] investigated finite-
temperature phase transitions in fractonic superfluids, show-
ing that the topological vortices (symmetry defects) proposed
in Ref. [45] form a hierarchical structure of bound states, re-
sulting in hierarchical confinement-deconfinement transitions.

Bose-Hubbard-type lattice models incorporating higher-
moment conservation are also of significant interest, as they
extend the conventional Bose-Hubbard model, which realizes
the superfluid phase in the weak interaction regime. Dipolar
Bose-Hubbard lattice models have been constructed and stud-
ied extensively in various spatial dimensions, yielding pro-
found physical insights (e.g., Refs. [59–64]). In the small-
U limit, these lattice models at long wavelengths reduce to
the many-boson model of fractonic superfluids discussed in
Ref. [44].

In the fractonic superfluid systems and associated Bose-
Hubbard lattice models discussed above, the formulation of
conserved quantities plays a crucial role in shaping the low-
energy physics. Different conserved quantities can lead to
entirely distinct outcomes in the interplay between SSB and
fracton physics, influencing phenomena such as vortex con-
figurations, the Mermin-Wagner theorem, finite-temperature
phase diagrams, and hydrodynamics. Therefore, it is worth-
while to explore novel conserved quantities that substantially
extend beyond straightforward generalizations of previously
studied cases.

In this paper, we introduce the concept of hybrid fractonic
superfluids (HFS) by imposing the conservation of hybridized
moments. HFS represent a class of higher-moment symmetry-
breaking phases characterized by hybrid moments, which are
constructed from the moments of bosons belonging to dif-
ferent species. Therefore, HFS models inherently involve at
least two distinct species of bosons. We systematically in-
vestigate HFS and their realizations in Bose-Hubbard lattice
models. Specifically, we focus on two representative series
of HFS (referred to as Model Series A and Model Series B),
distinguished by the mechanisms of moment hybridization.
Notably, previous studies [45–48] on angular moments can
also be regarded as a subclass of fractonic superfluids with
hybrid moments and could be categorized as Model Series C
if needed. Given the profound physical implications uncov-
ered in these prior studies—which likely represent only the
tip of the iceberg of hybridization—it is imperative to system-
atically explore the broader impacts of hybridization, a key
motivation for the present work. This article, together with
Refs. [44, 45], forms a trilogy of fractonic superfluids. From
the trilogy as well as the extended studies in Refs. [46–49],
we attempt to uncover the exotic interplay of SSB physics and
fracton physics through most of representative models and key
properties of fractonic superfluids.

More concretely, in Model Series A, we consider the hy-
bridization of the same order moments of bosons of differ-
ent species. Arbitary models in Model Series A can be rep-
resented by a tuple [d,N,m,m′], where d is the spatial di-
mension, N is the order of the moments participating in the
hybridization, m is the total number of species of bosons,
and m′ denotes the number of species of bosons involved
in the hybridization. The conserved hybrid moments are
Q̂

(i)
mix =

´
ddx

(∑m′

a=1 ρ̂a

)
M(i)

N,d. The symbol M(i)
N,d repre-

sents a monomial obtained by multiplying coordinates. Here,
the index i labels the i-th specific monomial in lexicographic
ordering [89]. To preserve spatial translation symmetry as be-
fore, moments of orders lower than N must also be conserved
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in addition to the conservation of hybrid moments. We specif-
ically study the [d, 1, 2, 2] model of Model Series A in which
total dipole moments are conserved. In this model, we ex-
amine the ground states, Goldstone modes, Noether currents,
and correlation functions. We find that one of the dispersion
relations is linear. In two spatial dimensions, the correlation
functions ⟨Φ̂†

a (x) Φ̂a (0)⟩ and ⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂

†
2 (x) Φ̂1 (0) Φ̂2 (0)⟩

decay as a power law, where Φ1 and Φ2 are respectively an-
nihilation bosonic operators of different species. However,
the correlation function ⟨Φ̂†

1 (x) Φ̂2 (x) Φ̂
†
2 (0) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ satu-

rates to a constant at long distances. As a result, the system
undergoes the spontaneous breaking of relative charge sym-
metry that is associated with the particle number difference of
different species of bosons, thus supporting true off-diagonal
long-range order (ODLRO). The spontaneous breaking of rel-
ative charge symmetry in [d, 1, 2, 2] model is characterized by
the order parameter ⟨Φ̂1 (x) Φ̂

†
2 (x)⟩. This series of results are

also extended to arbitrary [d,N,m,m′] models, and partial
spontaneous breaking of charge symmetry occurs in spatial
dimensions d = N + 1.

In Model Series B, we consider the hybridization of differ-
ent order moments of bosons of different species. The hybrid
moments are Q̂

(i1)···(im)
mix =

´
ddx

∑m
a ρ̂aM

(ia)
Na,d

ℓNm−Na .
Na denotes the orders of the moments of the species a which
participate in the hybridization, and a constant ℓ with the di-
mension of length is added in order to compensate dimension
imbalance between moments of different orders. Except for
the order requirement, the other settings are the same as those
in Model Series A. The moments whose orders are lower than
Na are also required to be conserved. We specifically study
an example with conservation of hybridization of dipole and
quadrupole moments, and also find one of the dispersion re-
lations is linear. In two spatial dimensions, the correlation
function ⟨Φ̂†

2 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ decays in a power law, and the cor-
relation function ⟨Φ̂†

1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ saturates to a constant at
long distances. Therefore, the spontaneous breaking of charge
symmetry of bosons of species 1 occurs, and the system has
a true ODLRO. This spontaneous breaking in Model Series B
is characterized by the order parameter ⟨Φ̂1 (x)⟩. A summary
of comparison between different model realization with two
species of bosons is given in Table I.

In this paper, we also construct Bose-Hubbard-type lattice
models which correspond to Model Series A and Model Series
B, and perform mean-field approximation for [d, 1, 2, 2] lattice
model. The mean-field results indicate that the introduction
of hybridization causes new phases to appear in the system.
The coupling coefficients of the two species of bosons and
the hopping coefficients of the same species of bosons play
similar roles in the phase transition. We also discuss the re-
alization of [d, 1, 2, 2] lattice model in strongly tilted optical
lattices. In this method, Hubbard interaction terms between
bosons of different species are required.

The remaining part of this paper is organized as follows.
Sec. II introduces two typical hybrid moments. Based on the
two hybrid moments, we provide Model Series A and Model
Series B, and also present their minimal Hamiltonians. Effec-
tive field theories of the two models are performed in Sec. III

and IV. In Sec. V, the Bose-Hubbard-type lattice models are
constructed, and relevant discussions are given. Sec. VI pro-
vides a summary of the principal findings and offers additional
perspectives for future research.

II. CONSTRUCTION OF HAMILTONIAN OF HYBRID
MOMENTS

In this section, we start with the conserved unhybrid mo-
ments and corresponding fractonic superfluid models with no
hybridization. In a fractonic superfluid model [44] with no
hybridization, there is only one species of bosons. By intro-
ducing two or more species of bosons in the system, we subse-
quently develop two models with typical hybridizations. With
determining the hybrid moments, we construct the minimal
Hamiltonians which satisfy the conservation laws.

A. Review of fractonic superfluids

Initially, the fractonic superfluid is put forward in the
single-component boson system which preserves the multi-
pole moments. We set Φ̂† (x) and Φ̂ (x) to be bosonic cre-
ation and annihilation operators and ρ̂ (x) = Φ̂† (x) Φ̂ (x) is
a density operator. The creation and annihilation operators
satisfy the standard commutation relations [Φ̂ (x) , Φ̂† (y)] =
δd (x− y), where x = (x1, · · · , xd) is a spatial coordinate
and we neglect it in the following for symbol convenience.
We formulate the charges related to the multipole moments
systematically as

Q̂
(i)
n,d =

ˆ
ddxρ̂M(i)

n,d , (1)

where M(i)
n,d denote the monomials obtained by multiplying

the spatial rectangular coordinates with the coefficients equal
to 1. The notation n stands for the number of multiplied spa-
tial rectangular coordinates in M(i)

n,d, and d stands for spa-

tial dimensions. Each Q̂
(i)
n,d denotes one component of the

n-order moment in d spatial dimensions. The notation i de-
notes a index of the monomial for nth-order moments in the
lexicographic ordering [89], and the index i is listed from 1 to
Cnd−1+n = (d−1+n)!

(d−1)!n! . For instance, in two spatial dimensions,

we can sort the monomials of dipole moments as M(1)
2,2 = x21,

M(2)
2,2 = x1x2, and M(3)

2,2 = x22. In addition, the conservation
of charge Q̂ =

´
ddxρ̂ is also required. Given the maximal

order of the monomials as N , we can construct a symmetry
group G with an element

U = exp

−i
λQ̂+

N∑
n=1

Cn
d−1+n∑
i=1

λ
(i)
n,dQ

(i)
n,d

 (2)

which leads to a transformation

Φ̂′ = U Φ̂U† = Φ̂ei(λ+
∑N

n

∑Cn
d−1+n

i λ
(i)
n,dM

(i)
n,d) , (3)
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Table I. Comparison of patterns of charge symmetry breaking in four different model realizations with two species of bosons in two spatial
dimensions at T = 0. The specific analysis of [d, 1, 2, 2] is given in Sec. III, and the specific analysis of the hybrid dipole-quadrupole moment
conserving model is given in Sec. III.

Superfluid models with
two species of bosons

Two decoupled
conventional superfluids

Two decoupled fractonic superfluids [44]
with separate dipole conservations

[d, 1, 2, 2] model (Eq. (20))
of Model Series A

Hybrid dipole-quadrupole conserving
model (Eq. (35)) of Model Series B

Higher moment conservation N/A Dipole moments of two species Hybrid dipole moments Hybrid dipole-quadrupole moments

Broken charge symmetry,
ODLRO, and Order parameter

U (1)1,C ⊗ U (1)2,C
✓, ⟨Φ̂a (x)⟩

N/A
×, N/A

U (1)−,C

✓ , ⟨Φ̂1 (x) Φ̂
†
2 (x)⟩

U (1)1,C
✓, ⟨Φ̂1 (x)⟩

where λ, λ
(i)
n,d ∈ R are group parameters. Hereafter, this

symmetry will be alternatively called a higher-rank symmetry
since the symmetry leads to higher-rank tensor gauge fields
upon gauging. The kinetic term H0 is no longer Gaussian, e.g.
the Hamiltonian constructed in the Appendix of Ref. [44]:

H0 =

d∑
i1,··· ,iN+1

ddxKi1···iN+1

(
Φ̂†
)N+1 (

∇i1···iN+1
log Φ̂†

)
Φ̂N+1

(
∇i1···iN+1

log Φ̂
)
, (4)

where ∇i1···in = ∂i1 · · · ∂in and symmetric coefficients
Ki1···iN+1 . The operator log Φ̂ is a notation to simplify the
Hamiltonian, see Appendix of Ref. [44]. For convenience, we
set the coefficients Ki1···iN+1 > 0. We can apply the poten-
tial term V

(
Φ̂†, Φ̂

)
= −µΦ̂†Φ̂ + g

2 Φ̂
†Φ̂†Φ̂Φ̂, where µ is the

chemical potential and g > 0 describes onsite repulsive in-
teraction. A fractonic superfluid phase can be reached for a
positive chemical potential.

To get an understanding on the fractonic superfluid phase,
we can look at the following two examples. When the dipole
moments are conserved, the kinetic term takes the form as

H0 =

d∑
i,j

ddxKij
(
Φ̂†∂i∂jΦ̂

† − ∂iΦ̂
†∂jΦ̂

†
)

(
Φ̂∂i∂jΦ̂− ∂iΦ̂∂jΦ̂

)
. (5)

The Hamiltonian is more complicated when the quadrupole
moments are conserved:

H0 =

d∑
i,j,k

Kijk

(
Φ̂†2∂i∂j∂kΦ̂

† − Φ̂†∂iΦ̂
†∂j∂kΦ̂

†

− Φ̂†∂jΦ̂
†∂i∂kΦ̂

† − Φ̂†∂kΦ̂
†∂i∂jΦ̂

†

+ 2∂iΦ̂
†∂jΦ̂

†∂kΦ̂
†
)(

Φ̂2∂i∂j∂kΦ̂− Φ̂∂iΦ̂∂j∂kΦ̂

− Φ̂∂jΦ̂∂i∂kΦ̂− Φ̂∂kΦ̂∂i∂jΦ̂ + 2∂iΦ̂∂jΦ̂∂kΦ̂

)
. (6)

For the two examples, the dynamics of a single particle are
strongly restricted while a bound state becomes free when
the cooperative motions are required to conserve multipole
moments: dipole moments for Hamiltonian in Eq. (5) and
quadrupole moments for Eq. (6). The corresponding frac-
tonic superfluid phase then has one Goldstone mode with a

high-order dispersion. For a general N as the largest order of
the monomials, the effective theory describes the Goldstone
mode with the dispersion relation ω ∝ |k|N+1. Therefore,
this system breaks its charge symmetry in spatial dimensions
d ≥ N + 2.

B. Construction of Model Series A

Next, we begin to construct models with hybridization of
moments. We first focus on Model Series A in which hybrid
moments are formed by moments of the same order. Consider
a system with m species of bosons, the operators Φ̂†

a (x) and
Φ̂a (x) create and annihilate a boson of species a respectively,
and satisfy the commutation relations [Φ̂a (x) , Φ̂

†
b (y)] =

δabδ
d (x− y). In such a system, we consider the following

conserved quantities in Eqs. (7, 8, 9, 10):

• The charges of bosons of species a are conserved. The
range of a is 1 ≤ a ≤ m.

Q̂a =

ˆ
ddxρ̂a ; (7)

• The hybrid moments defined below are conserved. N
is the order of the moments which participate in the
hybridization. The range of the label i is 1 ≤ i ≤
CNd−1+N .

Q̂
(i)
mix =

ˆ
ddxM(i)

N,d

m′∑
a=1

ρ̂a ; (8)

• All the moments whose orders are lower than N are
conserved. The ranges of a, n, and i are 1 ≤ a ≤ m,
1 ≤ n ≤ N − 1, and 1 ≤ i ≤ Cnd−1+n respectively.

Q̂
(i)
a,n,d =

ˆ
ddxρ̂aM(i)

n,d ; (9)

• The moments of bosons of species m′ + 1 ≤ a ≤ m
do not participate in the hybridization. Their N th-order
moments are conserved. The ranges of a and i arem′+
1 ≤ a ≤ m, 1 ≤ i ≤ CNd−1+N .

Q̂
(i)
a,N,d =

ˆ
ddxρ̂aM(i)

N,d . (10)
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Compared with the separate conservation of the N th-order
moments for each species of bosons, the number of conserved
quantities in the present hybridization case decreases. That
means freeing up some mobility of bosons. We can see this
better in the corresponding symmetry. We denote a group G
generated by the conserved quantities [Eqs. (7, 8, 9, 10)], and
an element of the group

U =exp

[
− i

m∑
a=1

λaQ̂a + N−1∑
n

Cn
d−1+n∑
i

λ(i)a,nQ̂
(i)
a,n,d


− i

CN
d−1+N∑
i

λ
(i)
mixQ̂

(i)
mix − i

m∑
a=m′+1

CN
d−1+N∑
i

λ
(i)
a,N Q̂

(i)
a,N,d

]
(11)

leads to the following transformation of field operators:

Φ̂′
a = U Φ̂aU

†

=Φ̂a exp

{
i
[
λa +

N−1∑
n

Cn
d−1+n∑
i

λ(i)a,nM
(i)
n,d +

m′∑
b=1

δab

CN
d−1+N∑
i

λ
(i)
mixM

(i)
N,d +

m∑
b=m′+1

δab

CN
d−1+N∑
i

λ
(i)
a,NM(i)

N,d

]}
,

(12)

where λa, λ
(i)
a,n, λ

(i)
mix ∈ R are group parameters. The group G

can be written as the direct product of U (1) groups,

G =

( m∏
a

⊗U (1)a,C

)( m∏
a

∏
n,i

⊗U (1)a,n,i

)
(∏

i

⊗U (1)mix-A,i

)( m∏
a=m′+1

∏
i

⊗U (1)a,N,i

)
, (13)

where group elements of U (1)a,C , U (1)a,n,i, and

U (1)mix-A,i are respectively labeled by λa, λ
(i)
a,n, and

λ
(i)
mix.
A Hamiltonian satisfying this conservation law needs to

commutate with conserved quantities [Eqs. (7, 8, 9, 10)]. The
minimal Hamiltonian can be written as:

H0=

m∑
a

d∑
i1,··· ,iN+1

Ki1···iN+1
a

(
Φ̂†
a

)N+1(
∇i1,··· ,iN+1

log Φ̂†
a

)

Φ̂N+1
a

(
∇i1,··· ,iN+1

log Φ̂a

)
+

m′∑
a ̸=b

d∑
i1,··· ,iN

Γi1···iNa,b

(
Φ̂†
a

)N
(
Φ̂†
b

)N [(
∇i1,··· ,iN log Φ̂†

a

)
−
(
∇i1,··· ,iN log Φ̂†

b

)]

Φ̂Na Φ̂Nb

[(
∇i1,··· ,iN log Φ̂a

)
−
(
∇i1,··· ,iN log Φ̂b

)]
. (14)

For convenience, we also set Ki1···iN+1
a > 0, Γi1···iNa,b > 0. In

addition, Γi1···iNa,b = Γi1···iNb,a is needed.

In the construction above, the spatial dimensions d, the or-
der N , the number of boson species involved in hybridization
m′, and the total number of boson species m are tunable for
Model Series A. A tuple [d,N,m,m′] can denote one exam-
ple of Model Series A.

C. [d, 1, 2, 2] model of Model Series A

In this subsection, we discuss the simplest example of
Model Series A, [d, 1, 2, 2] model. [d, 1, 2, 2] model can be
regarded as a system in which the total dipole moments are
conserved along with the conservation of the charges of each
species,

Q̂a =

ˆ
ddxρ̂a (a = 1, 2) , (15)

Q̂
(i)
mix =

ˆ
ddx (ρ̂1xi + ρ̂2xi) (i = 1, · · · , d) . (16)

The total symmetry group G can be written as

G =
(
U (1)1,C ⊗ U (1)2,C

)(∏
i

⊗U (1)mix-A,i

)
. (17)

An element of the group G is given by

U = exp
[
− i
(
λ1Q̂1 + λ2Q̂2 +

d∑
i

λ
(i)
mixQ̂

(i)
mix

)]
. (18)

And the transformation on field operators can be written as

Φ̂′
a = U Φ̂aU

† = Φ̂a exp
[
i
(
λa +

d∑
i

λ
(i)
mixxi

)]
. (19)

To satisfy this conservation law, the minimal Hamiltonian of
[d, 1, 2, 2] model with the potential terms is

H =

2∑
a

d∑
i,j

Kij
a (Φ̂†

a∂i∂jΦ̂
†
a − ∂iΦ̂

†
a∂jΦ̂

†
a)

· (Φ̂a∂i∂jΦ̂a − ∂iΦ̂a∂jΦ̂a)

+

2∑
a̸=b

d∑
i

Γia,b(Φ̂
†
a∂iΦ̂

†
b − Φ̂†

b∂iΦ̂
†
a)

· (Φ̂a∂iΦ̂b − Φ̂b∂iΦ̂a) + V (Φ̂†, Φ̂) , (20)

where V (Φ̂†, Φ̂) =
∑2
a−µaΦ̂†

aΦ̂a + g
2 Φ̂

†
aΦ̂

†
aΦ̂aΦ̂a, and the

coefficients satisfy Kij
a > 0, Γia,b > 0, Kij

a = Kji
a , Γia,b =

Γib,a, and g > 0.
We can also give the corresponding conserved quantities

and Noether currents. For the conserved charge Q̂a =´
ddxΦ̂†

aΦ̂a =
´
ddxρ̂a, we have the charge current densi-

ties,

Ĵai = i

d∑
j

Kij
a ∂j [Φ̂

†2
a (Φ̂a∂i∂jΦ̂a − ∂iΦ̂a∂jΦ̂a)− h.c.]

+ 2i

2∑
b̸=a

Γia,b[(ρ̂aΦ̂b∂iΦ̂
†
b − ρ̂bΦ̂a∂iΦ̂

†
a)− h.c.] . (21)
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For the hybrid moments Q̂(j)
mix =

´
ddx (ρ̂1xj + ρ̂2xj) =´

ddxρ̂
(j)
mix, we have the current densities,

D̂(j)
i =xj Ĵ

1
i + xj Ĵ

2
i − i

2∑
a

Kij
a

[Φ̂†2
a (Φ̂a∂i∂jΦ̂a − ∂iΦ̂a∂jΦ̂a)− h.c.] . (22)

The Γia,b term is the emerging term from the hybridization
of moments. This Hamiltonian density (Eq. (20)) is the sim-
plest example of HFS in the Model A. The effective field the-
ory of this Hamiltonian will be studied in Sec. III.

D. Construction of Model Series B

In the construction of Model Series B, in a system with m
species of bosons, we consider the hybridization of moments
of different orders. We can give conserved quantities of Model
Series B:

• The charges of bosons of species a are conserved. The
range of a is 1 ≤ a ≤ m.

Q̂a =

ˆ
ddxρ̂a , (23)

• The hybrid moments defined below are conserved.

Q̂
(i1)···(im)
mix =

ˆ
ddx

m∑
a

ρ̂aM(ia)
Na,d

ℓNm−Na , (24)

Here, we use Na to mark the orders of the moments
of the species a which participate in the hybridization.
For briefness, we let Na increase as a increase, i.e.
N1 < N2 · · · < Nm. ℓ with a dimension of length
denotes the coefficient by which moments of different
orders are converted to each other. The introduction of ℓ
ensures that the quantities in Q̂(i1)···(im)

mix have the same
dimensions. For each Q̂(i1)···(im)

mix , the index ia can ar-
bitary taken in the range 1 ≤ ia ≤ CNa

d−1+Na
, but can-

not be repeated with other Q̂(i1)···(im)
mix . The number of

the conserved quantities Q̂(i1)···(im)
mix is CN1

d−1+N1
.

• All the moments of species a whose orders are lower
than Na are conserved. The ranges of a, n, and i are
1 ≤ a ≤ m, 1 ≤ n ≤ Na − 1, and 1 ≤ i ≤ Cnd−1+n
respectively.

Q̂
(i)
a,n,d =

ˆ
ddxρ̂aM(i)

n,d , (25)

• The components of Nath-order moments which do not
participate in the hybridization are conserved.

Q̂
(ia)
a,Na,d

=

ˆ
ddxρ̂aM(ia)

Na,d
. (26)

Due to the fact that the numbers of components of dif-
ferent order moments are not equal in two spatial di-
mensions and above, some components of the Nath-
order moments do not participate in the hybridization,
and they are required to be conserved in Model Series
B. The index ia takes all 1 ≤ ia ≤ CNa

d−1+Na
that are

not taken in Eq. (24). The range of a is 1 ≤ a ≤ m.

The setting of the conserved quantities above is similar to
Model Series A. Since the hybridization of Model Series B is
more complex, we require that all species of bosons are in-
volved in the hybridization, i.e. m′ = m. Since it is difficult
to give a concrete expression of general Model Series B with
the conservation of quantities in Eqs. (23, 24, 25, 26), we need
to fix the coefficient m and Na to simplify this model. Then,
we can give the simplest Model Series B by setting m = 2,
N1 = 1, and N2 = 2. In a system with two species of bosons,
we mix dipole moments of bosons of species 1 and quadrupole
moments of bosons of species 2. For convenience, the con-
served quantities are given by:

Q̂a =

ˆ
ddxρ̂a (a = 1, 2) , (27)

Q̂
(i)
2 =

ˆ
ddxρ̂2xi (i = 1, · · · , d) , (28)

Q̂i,iimix =

ˆ
ddx

(
ρ̂1xiℓ+ ρ̂2x

2
i

)
(i = 1, · · · , d) , (29)

Q̂ij2 =

ˆ
ddxρ̂2xixj (i, j = 1, · · · , d, i ̸= j) . (30)

To facilitate the visualization of the correspondence between
components of different order moments, distinct symbols are
employed in this example for the hybrid conserved quantities.
We denote a group G generated by the conserved quantities
[Eqs. (27, 28, 29, 30)], and an element of the group

U =exp
[
− i
(
λ1Q̂1 + λ2Q̂2 +

d∑
i

λ
(i)
2 Q̂i2

+

d∑
i

λ
(i)
mixQ̂

i,ii
mix +

d∑
i ̸=j

λ
(ij)
2 Q̂ij2

)]
(31)

leads to the following transformations of field operators:

Φ̂′
1 =U Φ̂1U

† = Φ̂1 exp
[
i
(
λ1 +

d∑
i

λ
(i)
mixxiℓ

)]
, (32)

Φ̂′
2 =U Φ̂2U

† = Φ̂2 exp
[
i
(
λ2 +

d∑
i

λ
(i)
2 xi

+

d∑
i

λ
(i)
mixx

2
i +

d∑
i ̸=j

λ
(ij)
2 xixj

)]
, (33)

where λ1, λ2, λ
(i)
2 , λ

(i)
mix, λ

(ij)
2 ∈ R are group parameters. The
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group G can be written as the direct product of U (1) groups,

G =

(
2∏
a

⊗U (1)a,C

)(∏
i

⊗U (1)2,i

)
(∏

i

⊗U (1)mix-B,i

)∏
i̸=j

⊗U (1)2,{i,j}

 , (34)

where group elements of U (1)a,C , U (1)2,i, U (1)mix-B,i, and

U (1)2,{i,j} are respectively labeled by λa, λ(i)2 , λ(i)mix, λ(ij)2 .
A Hamiltonian satisfying this conservation law needs to

commutate with conserved quantities (Eqs. (27, 28, 29, 30)).
We can write down the minimal Hamiltonian of Model Series
B with the potential terms,

H =

d∑
i,j

Kij
1

(
Φ̂†

1∂i∂jΦ̂
†
1 − ∂iΦ̂

†
1∂jΦ̂

†
1

)(
Φ̂1∂i∂jΦ̂1 − ∂iΦ̂1∂jΦ̂1

)

+

d∑
i,j,k

Kijk2

(
Φ̂†2

2 ∂i∂j∂kΦ̂
†
2−Φ̂†

2∂iΦ̂
†
2∂j∂kΦ̂

†
2−Φ̂†

2∂jΦ̂
†
2∂i∂kΦ̂

†
2

− Φ̂†
2∂kΦ̂

†
2∂i∂jΦ̂

†
2 + 2∂iΦ̂

†
2∂jΦ̂

†
2∂kΦ̂

†
2

)
·
(
Φ̂2

2∂i∂j∂kΦ̂2 − Φ̂2∂iΦ̂2∂j∂kΦ̂2 − Φ̂2∂jΦ̂2∂i∂kΦ̂2

− Φ̂2∂kΦ̂2∂i∂jΦ̂2 + 2∂iΦ̂2∂jΦ̂2∂kΦ̂2

)
+

d∑
i

Γi1,2(ℓΦ̂
†
1Φ̂

†
2∂

2
i Φ̂

†
2 − ℓΦ̂†

1∂iΦ̂
†
2∂iΦ̂

†
2 − 2∂iΦ̂

†
1Φ̂

†2
2 )

·
(
ℓΦ̂1Φ̂2∂

2
i Φ̂2−ℓΦ̂1∂iΦ̂2∂iΦ̂2−2∂iΦ̂1Φ̂

2
2

)
+V(Φ̂†, Φ̂) .

(35)

For convenience, the coefficients need to satisfy: Kij
1 =

Kij
1 > 0, Kijk

2 = Kikj
2 = Kjik

2 = Kjki
2 = Kkij

2 = Kkji
2 >

0, Γi1,2 > 0, and g > 0. The Γi1,2 terms are the emerging
terms from the hybridization of moments. In the same way as
Model Series A, we can also obtain Noether currents of Model
Series B. The Γi1,2 terms liberate part of the boson mobility
restriction. The effective field theory of this Hamiltonian is
performed in Sec. IV.

III. HYBRID FRACTONIC SUPERFLUIDS (MODEL
SERIES A)

In the preceding text, we have constructed the minimal
Hamiltonians with conservation of hybrid moments. In the
present and next sections, we subsequently study physical
properties of Model Series A and Model Series B. In this sec-
tion, we study physical properties of Model Series A. We start
our analysis with the [d, 1, 2, 2] model and then directly gen-
eralize to arbitary [d,N,m,m′] models.

A. Classical ground state wavefunctions

Classically, the energy density E of Model Series A has the
form as:

E =

2∑
a

d∑
i,j

Kij
a |ϕa∂i∂jϕa − ∂iϕa∂jϕa|2

+

2∑
a ̸=b

d∑
i

Γia,b |ϕa∂iϕb − ϕb∂iϕa|2

+

2∑
a

−µa |ϕa|2 +
g

2
|ϕa|4 . (36)

Considering the chemical potential µ1 > 0, µ2 > 0, at |ϕa| =
√
ρa0 =

√
µa

g , the potential reaches the minimal value. Then,
the energy density is

E =

2∑
a

d∑
i,j

Kij
a ρ

2
a0 (∂i∂jθa)

2

+

2∑
a ̸=b

d∑
i

Γia,bρ10ρ20 (∂iθa − ∂iθb)
2 −

2∑
a

µ2
a

2g
. (37)

As the coefficients Kij
a > 0 and Γia,b > 0, to make these

terms reach the minimal value, we need ∂i∂jθa = 0 and
∂iθa = ∂iθb for any a and b. Then we can give the ground
state |GS{θa0}

β ⟩ =
⊗

x |GS{θa0}
β ⟩x, where

|GS{θa0}
β ⟩x =

1

C

2∏
a

exp
[√

ρa0e
i(θa0+

∑d
i βixi)Φ̂†

a (x)
]
|0⟩ .

(38)

C is the normalization factor, and |0⟩ is the quantum
vacuum state. β = {β1, · · · , βd} has the dimension of
momentum. A significant feature of this ground state is the
formation of ODLRO. The correlation functions are given
by: ⟨Φ̂†

a (x) Φ̂b (0)⟩ =
√
ρa0ρb0e

i(θb0−θa0−
∑

i βixi),
⟨Φ̂†

a (x) Φ̂b (x) Φ̂a (0) Φ̂
†
b (0)⟩ = ρa0ρb0, and

⟨Φ̂†
a (x) Φ̂

†
b (x) Φ̂a (0) Φ̂b (0)⟩ = ρa0ρb0e

−2i
∑

i βixi .
For the hybrid fractonic superfluid phase in Model Series A,
the order parameters are defined as the expectation values
on the ground state: ⟨Φ̂1 (x)⟩ =

√
ρ10e

i(θ10+
∑

i βixi) and

⟨Φ̂2 (x)⟩ =
√
ρ20e

i(θ20+
∑

i βixi) . After condensation, the
Noether currents (Eq. (21, 22)) become

ρ̂a =ρa0,

Ĵai =− 2Kij
a ρ

2
a0

d∑
j

∂i∂
2
j θ̂a + 4Γi1,2ρ10ρ20

(
∂iθ̂1 + ∂iθ̂2

)
,

(39)
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and

ρ̂
(j)
mix =(ρ10 + ρ20)xj ,

D̂(j)
i =xj Ĵ

1
i + xj Ĵ

2
i + 2

2∑
a

Kij
a ρ

2
a0∂i∂j θ̂a . (40)

B. Goldstone modes and quantum fluctuations

Quantum fluctuations tend to destroy true ODLRO. In this
subsection, we introduce the effect of quantum fluctuations.

Considering quantum fluctuations, we have Φ̂a (x) =√
ρa0 + f̂a (x)e

iθ̂a(x), where f̂a (x, t) ≪ ρa0 are the quan-

tum fluctuations of the density fields, and θ̂a is the quan-
tum fluctuations of the phase fields. The commutation re-
lation between θ̂a and f̂a is given by [θ̂a (x) , f̂b (y)] =
−iδ(d) (x− y) δab. Therefore, the conjugate momentum
operator of θ̂a is π̂a = −f̂a, and the operators θ̂a and
π̂a satisfy the commutation relations, [θ̂a (x) , π̂b (y)] =
iδabδ

d (x− y) . To the second order, we can derive the ef-
fective Hamiltonian.

H =

2∑
a

{
g

2
π̂2
a +

d∑
i,j

Kij
a

[
ρ2a0

(
∂i∂j θ̂a

)2
+

(∂i∂j π̂a)
2

4

]

+

2∑
b̸=a

d∑
i

Γia,b

[
(ρa0∂iπ̂b − ρb0∂iπ̂a)

2

4ρa0ρb0

+ ρa0ρb0

(
∂iθ̂b − ∂iθ̂a

)2 ]}
. (41)

The time evolutions of θ̂a and π̂a are given by

ˆ̇
θa =− i

[
θ̂a,

ˆ
ddxH

]
= gπ̂a +

1

2

d∑
i,j

Kij
a ∂

2
i ∂

2
j π̂a

−
2∑
b̸=a

d∑
i

Γia,b

(
ρb0
ρa0

∂2i π̂a − ∂2i π̂b

)
, (42)

ˆ̇πa =− i

[
π̂a,

ˆ
ddxH

]
= −2

d∑
i,j

Kij
a ρ

2
a0∂

2
i ∂

2
j θ̂a

+ 2

2∑
b ̸=a

2∑
i

Γia,bρa0ρb0

(
∂2i θ̂a − ∂2i θ̂b

)
. (43)

Considering the isotropic case Kij
a = κ

2 , Γia,b =
Γ
2 , we define

the coherence length

ξc = π

√
2Γ

g
. (44)

In the long-wave length limit, i.e., |k| ≪ 2πξ−1
c , we have

gπ̂a ≫ −
∑2
b ̸=a

∑d
i Γ

i
a,b∂

2
i π̂a, and thus, with finite ρb0/ρa0,

the last term in Eq. (42) is negligible. In addition, the term
1
2

∑d
i,j K

ij
a ∂

2
i ∂

2
j π̂a with higher-order gradient is also negligi-

ble. Thus, we can safely make the approximation: π̂a =
ˆ̇
θa/g.

Plugging this approximation into Eq. (41), and excluding the

higher derivative terms of θ̂a and ˆ̇
θa, we can obtain the fol-

lowing effective Hamiltonian

H =

2∑
a

[
g

2
π̂2
a +

κρ2a0
2

d∑
i,j

(
∂i∂j θ̂a

)2
+

Γρa0ρb0
2

2∑
b̸=a

d∑
i

(
∂iθ̂a − ∂iθ̂b

)2 ]
. (45)

By performing a Fourier transform, we obtain the Hamilto-
nian in the momentum space,

H =
1

2 (2π)
d

ˆ
ddkψ† (k)M (k)ψ (k) , (46)

where we set ψ (k) =
[
π̂1 (k) π̂2 (k) θ̂1 (k) θ̂2 (k)

]T
,

ψ† (k) =
[
π̂1 (−k) π̂2 (−k) θ̂1 (−k) θ̂2 (−k)

]
, M (k) =

diag(M1 (k) ,M2 (k)). The matrices M1 (k), M2 (k) are
given by M1 (k) = diag(g, g) and

M2 (k) =[
κρ210 |k|

4
+ 2Γρ10ρ20 |k|2 −2Γρ10ρ20 |k|2

−2Γρ10ρ20 |k|2 κρ220 |k|
4
+ 2Γρ10ρ20 |k|2

]
.

(47)

In the momentum space, the operators θ̂a (k) and the con-
jugate momentum densities π̂b (k′) satisfy the commutation
relations: [θ̂a (k) , π̂b (k

′)] = i (2π)
d
δabδ

(d) (k+ k′). The
derivation of this Hamiltonian (Eq. (46)) is in Appendix A 1.
From this Hamiltonian, we can see that two species of bosons
couple to each other. By performing the Bogoliubov transfor-
mation, we can decouple the coupling bosons in a new basis.
For this purpose, we introduce a transformation matrix T (k)
which changes the basis from ψ (k) into ϕ (k),

ϕ (k) =
[
α̂ (k) β̂ (k) α̂† (−k) β̂† (−k)

]T
= T (k)ψ (k) ,

(48)

where α̂ (k) and β̂ (k) are annihilation operators of two inde-
pendent modes, and they satisfy the commutation relations,[
α̂ (k) , α̂† (k′)

]
=
[
β̂ (k) , β̂† (k′)

]
= (2π)

d
δ(d) (k− k′) ,

[α̂ (k) , α̂ (k′)] =
[
β̂ (k) , β̂ (k′)

]
=
[
α̂ (k) , β̂ (k′)

]
=
[
α̂ (k) , β̂† (k′)

]
=
[
β̂ (k) , α̂† (k′)

]
= 0 . (49)

The transformation matrix T (k) is given in Appendix A 2.
The matrix T (k) diagonalizes the Hamiltonian (Eq. (46)), and
the diagonalized Hamiltonian becomes

H =
1

2 (2π)
d
ϕ† (k)

(
T−1 (k)

)†
M (k)T−1 (k)ϕ (k) , (50)
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where the matrix
(
T−1 (k)

)†
M (k)T−1 (k) =

diag (D1 (k) , D2 (k) , D3 (k) , D4 (k)) is a diagonal matrix
with the diagonal elements:

D1 (k) = D3 (k)

=

{
g

2

[
κ
(
ρ210 + ρ220

)
|k|4 + 4Γρ10ρ20 |k|2

−
√
κ2 (ρ210 − ρ220) |k|

8
+ 16Γ2ρ210ρ

2
20 |k|

4
]} 1

2

, (51)

D2 (k) = D4 (k)

=

{
g

2

[
κ
(
ρ210 + ρ220

)
|k|4 + 4Γρ10ρ20 |k|2

+

√
κ2 (ρ210 − ρ220) |k|

8
+ 16Γ2ρ210ρ

2
20 |k|

4
]} 1

2

. (52)

Then, we can obtain the following Hamiltonian formed by the
creation and annihilation operators of Goldstone modes,

H =
1

(2π)
d

ˆ
ddkD1 (k) α̂

† (k) α̂ (k) +D2 (k) β̂
† (k) β̂ (k) ,

(53)

where the normal ordering is applied. The derivation of this
Hamiltonian is in Appendix A 3. The dispersion relations are

ω1 =D1 (k) ≈
√
g

2
κ (ρ210 + ρ220) |k|

2
, (54)

ω2 =D2 (k) ≈
√
4gΓρ10ρ20 |k| . (55)

C. Correlation functions

To check if the system spontaneously breaks charge sym-
metry, we need to calculate the correlation functions. For this
system with two species of bosons, the two-operator correla-
tion functions can be written as

⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ =ρ10e−

1
2 ⟨[θ̂1(x)−θ̂1(0)]

2⟩

=ρ10e
⟨θ̂1(x)θ̂1(0)⟩−⟨θ̂21(0)⟩ , (56)

⟨Φ̂†
2 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ =ρ20e−

1
2 ⟨[θ̂2(x)−θ̂2(0)]

2⟩

=ρ20e
⟨θ̂2(x)θ̂2(0)⟩−⟨θ̂22(0)⟩ , (57)

⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ =

√
ρ10ρ20e

− 1
2 ⟨[θ̂1(x)−θ̂2(0)]

2⟩

=
√
ρ10ρ20e

⟨θ̂1(x)θ̂2(0)⟩− 1
2 ⟨θ̂

2
1(0)⟩− 1

2 ⟨θ̂
2
2(0)⟩ .

(58)

The four-operator correlation functions can be written as

⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂2 (x) Φ̂1 (0) Φ̂

†
2 (0)⟩

=ρ10ρ20 exp

[
⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂1 (0)⟩+ ⟨θ̂2 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩

+ 2⟨θ̂1 (0) θ̂2 (0)⟩ − ⟨θ̂21 (0)⟩ − ⟨θ̂22 (0)⟩

− 2⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩
]
, (59)

⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂

†
2 (x) Φ̂1 (0) Φ̂2 (0)⟩

=ρ10ρ20 exp

[
⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂1 (0)⟩+ ⟨θ̂2 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩

− 2⟨θ̂1 (0) θ̂2 (0)⟩ − ⟨θ̂21 (0)⟩ − ⟨θ̂22 (0)⟩

+ 2⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩
]
. (60)

Using the equations above, we can calculate two-operator and
four-operator correlation functions in different spatial dimen-
sions. The calculation results of correlation functions are
shown in Table II. The calculation details are in Appendix B.

In these correlation functions, we set c1 =
2
√
gκ(ρ210+ρ220)

g ,

c2 = 8
√
gΓρ10ρ20
g . The coherence length ξc = π

√
2Γ
g is given

by Eq. (44). During the computation, we require that |x| is
much larger than the coherence length ξc but much smaller
than the system size L.

For the later convenience, we express the total charge sym-
metry in two equivalent ways:

GC = U (1)1,C ⊗ U (1)2,C = U (1)+,C ⊗ U (1)−,C , (61)

where U (1)+,C corresponds to the conserved total charges
Q̂+ =

´
ddx (ρ̂1 + ρ̂2) of the whole system of two species of

bosons, and U (1)−,C corresponds to the conserved relative
charges (i.e., charge difference) Q̂− =

´
ddx (ρ̂1 − ρ̂2).

In these results, we focus on the correlation func-
tions ⟨Φ̂†

1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩, ⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂2 (x) Φ̂

†
2 (0) Φ̂1 (0)⟩, and

⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂

†
2 (x) Φ̂1 (0) Φ̂2 (0)⟩, which correspond to the order

parameters ⟨Φ̂1 (x)⟩, ⟨Φ̂1 (x) Φ̂
†
2 (x)⟩, and ⟨Φ̂1 (x) Φ̂2 (x)⟩

respectively. We can see that in one spatial di-
mension, the correlation functions ⟨Φ̂†

1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ and
⟨Φ̂†

1 (x) Φ̂
†
2 (x) Φ̂1 (0) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ decay exponentially. The cor-

relation function ⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂2 (x) Φ̂

†
2 (0) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ decays in a

power law. This shows that there is no spontaneous breaking
of charge symmetry in one spatial dimension.

In two spatial dimensions, the correlation func-
tions ⟨Φ̂†

1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ and ⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂

†
2 (x) Φ̂1 (0) Φ̂2 (0)⟩

decay in a power law. The correlation function
⟨Φ̂†

1 (x) Φ̂2 (x) Φ̂
†
2 (0) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ saturates to a constant.

According to the commutation relations[
Φ̂1 (x) Φ̂

†
2 (x) , Q̂+

]
=0 ,[

Φ̂1 (x) Φ̂
†
2 (x) , Q̂−

]
=2Φ̂1 (x) Φ̂

†
2 (x) , (62)
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Table II. Correlation functions of [d, 1, 2, 2] model at zero temperature with quantum fluctuations. This table illustrates the broken charge
symmetry of the [d, 1, 2, 2] model and the corresponding order parameters at d = 1 , 2 , 3. The analysis is detailed in Sec. III C. In Sec. III D,
we generalize these results to arbitary [d,N,m,m′] models

d ⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ ⟨Φ̂†

1 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ ⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂2 (x) Φ̂

†
2 (0) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ ⟨Φ̂†

1 (x) Φ̂
†
2 (x) Φ̂1 (0) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ Broken charge symmetry Order parameter

1 ρ10e
− |x|

2c1

(
|x|
ξc

)− 1
πc2 0 ρ10ρ20

(
|x|
ξc

)− 4
πc2 ρ10ρ20e

− 2
c1

|x| N/A N/A

2 ρ10
(

|x|
ξc

)− 1
2πc1 e

− 1
2πc2ξc

√
ρ10ρ20

(
|x|
ξc

)− 1
2πc1 e

− 1
2πc2ξc ρ10ρ20e

− 2
πc2ξc ρ10ρ20

(
|x|
ξc

)− 2
πc1 U (1)−,C ⟨Φ̂1 (x) Φ̂

†
2 (x)⟩

3 ρ10e
− 1

4πc1ξc e
− 1

c2ξ2c
√
ρ10ρ20e

− 1
4πc1ξc e

− 1
c2ξ2c ρ10ρ20e

− 4
c2ξ2c ρ10ρ20e

− 1
πc1ξc U (1)1,C ⊗ U (1)2,C ⟨Φ̂1 (x)⟩, ⟨Φ̂2 (x)⟩

the system breaks the relative charge symmetry U (1)−,C , and
has a true ODLRO.

In three spatial dimensions and above, all the correlation
functions mentioned above are constants at long distances.
This means that the charge symmetry is completely broken
in three spatial dimensions.

As a summary, the charge symmetry is not broken in one
spatial dimension, and is completely broken in three spatial
dimension and above. In two spatial dimensions, a partial
breaking of the charge symmetry occurs.

D. Arbitary [d,N,m,m′] models of Model Series A

In this subsection, we generalize the above analysis to
[d,N,m,m′] models of Model Series A with the conserved
quantities (Eq. (7, 8, 9, 10)). The corresponding Hamiltonian
density is Eq. (14). In this case, we focus on an isotropic cou-
pling constant Ki1···iN+1

a = κ
2 , Γi1···iNa,b = Γ

2 . For simplicity,
we take the chemical potential µa = µ > 0, and then we
have degenerate vacuum with finite uniform density distribu-
tion ρa = ρ0. We can also derive an effective theory for the
quantum fluctuation field θ̂a after condensation,

H =

m∑
a

[
g

2
π̂2
a +

κρN+1
0

2

(
∇N+1θ̂a

)2 ]

+
Γρ2N0
2

m′∑
a̸=b

d∑
i1,··· ,iN

(
∂i1 · · · ∂iN θ̂a − ∂i1 · · · ∂iN θ̂b

)2
.

(63)

Through the same processes, we can obtain the Hamiltonian
in the momentum space

H =
1

2 (2π)
d

ˆ
ddkψ† (k)M (k)ψ (k) , (64)

where

ψ (k) =
[
π̂1 (k) · · · π̂m (k) θ̂1 (k) · · · θ̂m (k)

]T
, (65)

M (k) = diag (M1 (k) ,M2 (k) ,M3 (k)) . (66)

The matrixM1 (k) is am×m diagonal matrix whose diagonal
elements are g. The diagonal elements of the m′ ×m′ matrix
M2 (k) are [κρN+1

0 |k|2N+2
+ 2 (m′ − 1) Γρ2N0 |k|2N ], and

all the off-diagonal elements are [−2Γρ2N0 |k|2N ]. M3 (k) is a
diagonal (m−m′)×(m−m′) matrix whose diagonal elements
are [κρN+1

0 |k|2N+2
]. By diagonalizing this Hamiltonian, we

end up with the dispersion relations:

ωa =

√
κgρN+1

0 |k|N+1
(1 ≤ a ≤ m−m′ + 1) , (67)

ωa =

√
κgρN+1

0 |k|2N+2
+ 2m′gΓρ2n0 |k|2N

≈
√
2m′gΓρ2N0 |k|N (m−m′ + 2 ≤ a ≤ m) . (68)

The two-operator correlation function can be written as

⟨Φ̂†
a (x) Φ̂a (0)⟩ =ρ0e−

1
2 ⟨[θ̂a(x)−θ̂a(0)]

2⟩

=ρ0e
⟨θ̂a(x)θ̂a(0)⟩−⟨θ̂2a(0)⟩ . (69)

The four-operator correlation functions can be written as

⟨Φ̂†
a (x) Φ̂b (x) Φ̂a (0) Φ̂

†
b (0)⟩

=ρ20 exp

[
⟨θ̂a (x) θ̂a (0)⟩+ ⟨θ̂b (x) θ̂b (0)⟩

+ 2⟨θ̂a (0) θ̂b (0)⟩ − ⟨θ̂2a (0)⟩ − ⟨θ̂2b (0)⟩

− 2⟨θ̂a (x) θ̂b (0)⟩
]
, (70)

⟨Φ̂†
a (x) Φ̂

†
b (x) Φ̂a (0) Φ̂b (0)⟩

=ρ20 exp

[
⟨θ̂a (x) θ̂a (0)⟩+ ⟨θ̂b (x) θ̂b (0)⟩

− 2⟨θ̂a (0) θ̂b (0)⟩ − ⟨θ̂2a (0)⟩ − ⟨θ̂2b (0)⟩

+ 2⟨θ̂a (x) θ̂b (0)⟩
]
. (71)

If the species of bosons satisfy the conditions 1 ≤ a , b ≤ m′

and a ̸= b, the exponent of e in Eq. (70) is a integral of a
function which is proportional to (1/ |k|N ). The correlation
function ⟨Φ̂†

a (x) Φ̂b (x) Φ̂a (0) Φ̂
†
b (0)⟩ saturates to a constant

in spatial dimensions d ≥ N+1. For the correlation functions
⟨Φ̂†

a (x) Φ̂a (0)⟩ and ⟨Φ̂†
a (x) Φ̂

†
b (x) Φ̂a (0) Φ̂b (0)⟩, in the ex-

ponent of e, the integrand is the sum of a function proportional
to (1/ |k|N ) and another function proportional to (1/ |k|N+1

).
The two correlation functions saturate to a constant only in
dimensions d ≥ N + 2. This implies a partial spontaneous
breaking of charge symmetry in spatial dimensions d = N+1.
The system breaks the relative charge symmetry of the bosons
involved in the hybridization.
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IV. HYBRID FRACTONIC SUPERFLUIDS (MODEL
SERIES B)

In this section, we focus on the details in Model Se-
ries B. Based on the Hamiltonian (Eq. (35)) of a hybrid
dipole-quadrupole conserving model, we present the ground
state along with its Goldstone modes and calculate correla-
tion functions to determine at what minimum spatial dimen-
sion this model will break charge symmetry and have a true
ODLRO.

A. Classical ground state wavefunctions

Classically, the energy density E of the Hamiltonian
(Eq. (35)) has the form as:

E =

d∑
i,j

Kij
1 |ϕ1∂i∂jϕ1 − ∂iϕ1∂jϕ2|2

+

d∑
i,j,k

Kijk
2

∣∣∣∣ϕ22∂i∂j∂kϕ2 − ϕ2∂iϕ2∂j∂kϕ2

− ϕ2∂jϕ2∂i∂kϕ2 − ϕ2∂kϕ2∂i∂jϕ2 + 2∂iϕ2∂jϕ2∂kϕ2

∣∣∣∣2
+

d∑
i

Γi1,2
∣∣ℓϕ1ϕ2∂2i ϕ2 − ℓϕ1∂iϕ2∂iϕ2 − 2∂iϕ1ϕ

2
2

∣∣2
− µ1 |ϕ1|2 − µ2 |ϕ2|2 +

g

2
|ϕ1|4 +

g

2
|ϕ2|4 . (72)

If µ1, µ2 > 0, at |ϕ1| =
√
ρ10 =

√
µ1

g , |ϕ2| =
√
ρ20 =

√
µ2

g ,
the potential reaches the minimal value,

E =

d∑
i,j

ρ210 (∂i∂jθ1)
2
+

d∑
i,j,k

ρ320 (∂i∂j∂kθ2)
2

+

d∑
i

ρ10ρ
2
20

(
2∂iθ1 − ℓ∂2i θ2

)2 − µ2
1

2g
− µ2

2

2g
. (73)

To minimize the kinetic terms, we need to satisfy 3 equations:
∂i∂jθ1 = 0,∂i∂j∂kθ2 = 0, and 2∂iθ1 − ℓ∂2i θ2 = 0 for any i,
j, and k. For the first two equations, we can give the form of
θa as θ1 = θ10 +

∑d
i β

(1)
i xi, and θ2 = θ20 +

∑d
i,j β

(2)
ij xixj .

And the last condition gives another limit of β(1)
i and β(2)

ij :

2β
(1)
i − ℓβ

(2)
ii = 0. Thus, we can give the ground state,

|GS{θa0}
β(1),β(2)⟩

=
⊗
x

1

C
exp

[
√
ρ10e

i
(
θ10+

∑d
i β

(1)
i xi

)
Φ̂†

1 (x)

]
exp

[
√
ρ20e

i
(
θ20+

∑d
i,j β

(2)
ij xixj

)
Φ̂†

2 (x)

]
|0⟩. (74)

This ground state also has the formation of ODLRO. We can
calculate correlation functions in the classical level,

⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ =ρ10e−i

∑d
i β

(1)
i xi , (75)

⟨Φ̂†
2 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ =ρ20e−i

∑d
i,j β

(2)
ij xixj . (76)

The order parameter can be determined with finite expectation
value on the ground state,

⟨Φ̂1 (x)⟩ =
√
ρ10e

i
(
θ10+

∑d
i β

(1)
i xi

)
, (77)

⟨Φ̂2 (x)⟩ =
√
ρ20e

i
(
θ20+

∑d
i,j β

(2)
ij xixj

)
. (78)

B. Goldstone modes and quantum fluctuations

Considering quantum fluctuations, we have Φ̂a (x) =√
ρa0 + f̂a (x)e

iθ̂a(x), where f̂a (x) ≪ ρa0. Through the
same processes in Model Series A, we can obtain the effec-
tive Hamiltonian under the long-wave approximation,

H =
g

2
π̂2
1 +

g

2
π̂2
2 +

κ1ρ
2
10

2

d∑
i,j

θ̂1∂
2
i ∂

2
j θ̂1

− κ2ρ
3
20

2

d∑
i,j,k

θ2∂
2
i ∂

2
j ∂

2
k θ̂2 +

Γρ10ρ
2
20

2

d∑
i

(
ℓ2θ̂2∂

4
i θ̂2

− 4θ̂1∂
2
i θ̂1 + 2ℓθ̂1∂

3
i θ̂2 − 2ℓθ̂2∂

3
i θ̂1

)
, (79)

where we set Kij
1 = κ1

2 , Kijk
2 = κ2

2 , and Γi1,2 = Γ
2 . π̂a =

−f̂a are the conjugate momentum densities of θ̂a. Continuing
the derivation process, we can finally obtain the regularized
quantized and diagonalized Hamiltonian,

H =
1

(2π)
d

ˆ
ddkD1 (k) α̂

† (k) α̂ (k) +D2 (k) β̂
† (k) β̂ (k) ,

(80)

where the normal ordering is applied. The operators in Model
Series B above still satisfies the same commutation relations
as in Model Series A. The dispersion relations are

ω1 =D1 (k) , ω2 = D2 (k) . (81)

The dispersion relations of Model Series B are complex and
anisotropic and are given in Appendix C18. We can only
approximate the dispersion relations for given spatial dimen-
sions. One of the dispersion relations is always linear,

ω1 ≈
√

4gΓρ10ρ220 |k| . (82)

The other one of the dispersion relations is anisotropic. In one
spatial dimension, we have

ω2 ≈
√
κ2gρ320 +

κ1gρ210ℓ
2

4
|k|3 . (83)
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In two or more spatial dimensions, except for some special
directions, we have

ω2 ∝ |k|2 . (84)

Since the derivation process is similar to that of Model Se-
ries A, we put the detailed derivation of Model Series B in
Appendix C. The derivation of the dispersion relations in dif-
ferent spatial dimensions is given in Appendix D.

C. Correlation functions

To check the effect of hybridization in Model Series B on
ODLRO, we calculate correlation functions. Unlike Model
Series A, we only need two-operator correlation functions to
characterize the spontaneous breaking of charge symmetry in
Model Series B instead of four-operator correlation functions.
The two-operator correlation functions can be written as

⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ =ρ10e−

1
2 ⟨[θ̂1(x)−θ̂1(0)]

2⟩

=ρ10e
⟨θ̂1(x)θ̂1(0)⟩−⟨θ̂21(0)⟩, (85)

⟨Φ̂†
2 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ =ρ20e−

1
2 ⟨[θ̂2(x)−θ̂2(0)]

2⟩

=ρ20e
⟨θ̂2(x)θ̂2(0)⟩−⟨θ̂22(0)⟩. (86)

Then, we can calculate the correlation function of the two
species of bosons. Due to the anisotropy, we can just give a
general trend of the correlation functions in two or more spa-
tial dimensions. The calculation results of correlation func-
tions are shown in Table III. The details of the analytical cal-
culations and numerical calculations are in Appendix D. In
these correlation functions, we set c11 = 4Γρ10ρ20√

gΓρ10
, c21 =

4
√
κ1ρ210ℓ

2+4κ2ρ320√
gℓ2 and the coherence length ξc = 2π

√
Γρ220
gρ10

.

Table III. Correlation functions of the hybrid dipole-quadrupole mo-
ment conserving model (Eq. (35)) at zero temperature with quantum
fluctuations. This table illustrates the broken charge symmetry of this
model and the corresponding order parameters at d = 1 , 2 , 3. The
analysis is detailed in Sec. IV C.

d ⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ ⟨Φ̂†

2 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ Broken charge symmetry Order parameter

1 ρ10
(

|x|
ξc

)− c11+c21
πc11c21 0 N/A N/A

2 ρ10e
− c11+c21

2πc11c21ξc power-law decay U (1)1,C ⟨Φ̂1 (x)⟩
3 constant constant U (1)1,C ⊗ U (1)2,C ⟨Φ̂1 (x)⟩, ⟨Φ̂2 (x)⟩

Through the calculations, we confirm that the correlation
function ⟨Φ̂†

1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ decays in a power law in one spa-
tial dimension and saturates a constant in two or more spatial
dimensions. The correlation function ⟨Φ̂†

2 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ decays
exponentially in one spatial dimension, decays in a power law
in two spatial dimensions, and saturates a constant in three
or more spatial dimensions. The constant behaviors of these
two correlation functions represent the spontaneous breaking
of U (1)1,C symmetry and U (1)2,C symmetry respectively.

Therefore, this system has a true ODLRO in two spatial di-
mensions and above. Compared with dipole-conserving and
quadrupole-conserving fractonic superfluid models with no
hybridization, the spontaneous breaking of the charge symme-
try U (1)1,C and U (1)2,C occurs in lower spatial dimensions.
This decrease in dimension comes from the hybridization of
conserved quantities as well as the coupling of the two species
of bosons.

V. BOSE-HUBBARD-TYPE LATTICE MODELS

A lattice model whose lower energy physics is described
by fractonic superfluid model with no hybridization [44] is
constructed in the article [59]. The Hamiltonians in the two
articles [44, 59] can be connected by the difference method.
In the previous sections, we discuss the low energy physics
of HSF (Eq. (20, 35)) by using effective field theory. In this
section, we will use the difference method to obtain lattice
models that satisfies the aforementioned conservation laws.

A. Construction of Lattice Model Series A

We specifically study the lattice model corresponding to the
[d, 1, 2, 2] model. From the Hamiltonian (Eq. (20)), one of the
kinetic terms is given by(

Φ̂†
a∂i∂jΦ̂

†
a − ∂iΦ̂

†
a∂jΦ̂

†
a

)(
Φ̂a∂i∂jΦ̂a − ∂iΦ̂a∂jΦ̂a

)
.

(87)

We can set

∂iΦ̂a (x) →
1

η

(
b̂a,i+x̂i − b̂a,i

)
,

∂i∂jΦ̂a (x) →
1

η2

(
b̂a,i+x̂i+x̂j

− b̂a,i+x̂i
− b̂a,i+x̂j

+ b̂a,i

)
,

(88)

where in the lattice model we use x̂i to mark the spatial unit
vectors. In the lattice model, i = 1

η (x1, · · · , xd) represent
the coordinates of lattice sites. The quantity η represents the
lattice constant of the lattice model. Then, we can obtain the
hopping terms in Lattice Model Series A,(

Φ̂†
a∂i∂jΦ̂

†
a − ∂iΦ̂

†
a∂jΦ̂

†
a

)(
Φ̂a∂i∂jΦ̂a − ∂iΦ̂a∂jΦ̂a

)
→− 1

η4

(
b̂†a,ib̂

†
a,i+x̂i+x̂j

b̂a,i+x̂i
b̂a,i+x̂j

+ h.c.
)
+ onsite terms.

(89)

For the kinetic terms(
Φ̂†
a∂iΦ̂

†
b − Φ̂†

b∂iΦ̂
†
a

)(
Φ̂a∂iΦ̂b − Φ̂b∂iΦ̂a

)
, (90)

by the difference method (Eq. (88)), this kinetic terms become(
Φ̂†
a∂iΦ̂

†
b − Φ̂†

b∂iΦ̂
†
a

)(
Φ̂a∂iΦ̂b − Φ̂b∂iΦ̂a

)
→− 1

η2

(
b̂†b,i+x̂i

b̂a,i+x̂i b̂
†
a,ib̂b,i + h.c.

)
+ onsite terms.

(91)
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Thus, we can give the lattice model which conserves both
charges of bosons of two species and the hybrid moments
(Eq. (16)),

H = Hhop +Honsite, (92)

where

Hhop =

2∑
a

[∑
i,i,j

−t(ij)a b̂†a,i+x̂i+x̂j
b̂†a,ib̂a,i+x̂i

b̂a,i+x̂j

+

2∑
b̸=a

∑
i,i

−t(i)ab b̂
†
b,i+x̂i

b̂a,i+x̂i
b̂†a,ib̂b,i

]
+ h.c. (93)

Honsite =

2∑
a

[
−µa

∑
i

n̂a,i +
U

2

∑
i

n̂a,i (n̂a,i − 1)

]
.

(94)

The t(ij)a terms and the t(i)ab terms in Lattice Model Series A
correspond to the Kij

a terms and the Γia,b terms in Model

Series A respectively. And, we have t
(ij)
a = t

(ji)
a > 0,

t
(i)
ab = t

(i)
ba > 0. The diagonal and off-diagonal t(ij)a terms

are corresponding to the t and t′ terms in Ref. [59] respec-
tively. We can give the illustration (Fig. 1(a), 1(b), and 1(c))
of the hopping terms of Lattice Model Series A.

The mean-field theory of this lattice model is performed,
which is in Appendix E. The mean-field results imply the ex-
istence of phases with condensates of bound states b̂1,ib̂

†
2,i. To

derive the global phase diagram beyond meanfield theory, it
will be meaningful to employ more advanced treatments, e.g.,
large-scale Monte-Carlo simulations.

B. Construction of Lattice Model Series B

In this subsection, we give a lattice model of the Hamilto-
nian (Eq. (35)). The hopping terms corresponding to the Kij

1

term are similar to the hopping term t
(ij)
a in lattice Model Se-

ries A. In addition, the hopping terms corresponding to the
Kijk

2 include more than 6 operators, so we won’t discuss
them. We will just discuss the hopping terms which are corre-
sponding to the coupling terms Γia,b. For the kinetic terms(

ℓΦ̂†
1Φ̂

†
2∂

2
i Φ̂

†
2 − ℓΦ̂†

1∂iΦ̂
†
2∂iΦ̂

†
2 − 2∂iΦ̂

†
1Φ̂

†2
2

)
(
ℓΦ̂1Φ̂2∂

2
i Φ̂2 − ℓΦ̂1∂iΦ̂2∂iΦ̂2 − 2∂iΦ̂1Φ̂

2
2

)
, (95)

we set

ℓ→ 2η, ∂iΦ̂1 (x) →
1

η

(
b̂1,i+x̂i

− b̂1,i

)
,

∂iΦ̂2 (x) →
1

η

(
b̂2,i+x̂i − b̂2,i

)
or

1

η

(
b̂2,i − b̂2,i−x̂i

)
,

∂2i Φ̂2 (x) →
1

η2

(
b̂2,i+x̂i

− 2b̂2,i + b̂2,i−x̂i

)
. (96)

Fig. 1. Illustration of the hopping terms (Eq. (93, 100)) on the square
lattice. In Fig. 1(a), 1(b), and 1(c), the balls of the same color repre-
sent bosons of the same species, and the balls of different colors rep-
resent bosons of different species. The hopping shown in Fig. 1(a)
corresponds to diagonal t(ij)a terms of Eq. (93). The hopping shown
in Fig. 1(b) corresponds to off-diagonal t(ij)a terms of Eq. (93). The
hopping shown in Fig. 1(c) corresponds to t

(i)
ab terms of Eq. (93). In

Fig. 1(d), the blue ball represents one boson of species 1, and the red
balls represent bosons of species 2. The hopping shown in Fig. 1(d)
corresponds to the t

(i)
12 terms of Eq. (100)

Then, we can get the correspondence from the continuous
field theory to the lattice model,

ℓΦ̂1Φ̂2∂
2
i Φ̂2 − ℓΦ̂1∂iΦ̂2∂iΦ̂2 − 2∂iΦ̂1Φ̂

2
2

→2

η

(
b̂1,ib̂2,i+x̂i

b̂2,i−x̂i
− b̂1,i+x̂i

b̂22,i

)
. (97)

The lattice hopping terms become(
b̂†1,ib̂

†
2,i+x̂i

b̂†2,i−x̂i
− b̂†1,i+x̂i

b̂†22,i

)
(
b̂1,ib̂2,i+x̂i

b̂2,i−x̂i
− b̂1,i+x̂i

b̂22,i

)
=− b̂†1,i+x̂i

b̂1,ib̂
†2
2,ib̂2,i+x̂i b̂2,i−x̂i + h.c. + onsite terms.

(98)

This lattice model which conserves charges of two species,
the hybrid moment, and other lower moments (Eq. (27, 28,
29, 30)) is given by

H = Hhop +Honsite, (99)

where

Hhop =

[∑
i,i,j

−t(ij)1 b̂†1,i+x̂i+x̂j
b̂†1,ib̂1,i+x̂i

b̂1,i+x̂j

+
∑
i,i

−t(i)12 b̂
†
1,i+x̂i

b̂1,ib̂
†2
2,ib̂2,i+x̂i b̂2,i−x̂i

]
+ h.c.

(100)
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Honsite =

2∑
a

[
−µa

∑
i

n̂a,i +
U

2

∑
i

n̂a,i (n̂a,i − 1)

]
.

(101)

The t(ij)1 terms and the t(i)12 terms correspond to the Kij
1 terms

and the Γi1,2 terms in Model Series B (Eq. (35)). The Kijk
2

terms of Model Series B are ignored in Lattice Model Series
B because there are too many operators. We can give the il-
lustration (Fig. 1(d)) of the t(i)12 terms (Eq. (100)). Under a
specific choice of coefficients, there would be bound states
condensate formed by one boson of species 1, one boson of
species 2, and one hole of species 1.

C. Realizations of Lattice Model Series A in strongly tilted
optical lattice

We can give a pathway to realize the Hamiltonian (Eq. (92))
of Lattice Model Series A in strongly tilted optical lattices.
We start with a microscopic Hamiltonian with two species of
bosons in a tilted optical lattice chain. Since there is only one
direction, we can simplify the notation x̂1 = 1 and write the
Hamiltonian as:

Htilted = −t
∑
a,i

(
b̂†a,ib̂a,i+1 + h.c.

)
− µ

∑
a,i

n̂a,i

+
U

2

∑
a,i

n̂a,i (n̂a,i − 1) + U ′
∑
i

n̂1,in̂2,i + V
∑
a,i

in̂a,i ,

(102)

where t, µ, and U terms are just terms in Bose-Hubbard
model, and the U ′ term denotes the interaction between
bosons of different species. V is the strength of the tilt po-
tential. In the limit V ≫ t , U , we perform a third-order per-
turbation theory. The effective Hamiltonian becomes

Heff =
∑
a,i

(
− t2U

V 2
b̂a,i(b̂

†
a,i+1)

2b̂a,i+2 + h.c.
)

+
∑
a ̸=b ,i

(
t2U ′

V 2
b̂†a,ib̂a,i+1b̂b,i+1b̂

†
b,i+2 −

t2U ′

V 2
b̂†a,ib̂a,i+1b̂b,ib̂

†
b,i+1

+ h.c.
)
+
∑
a,i

(
− µ− U

2
+ V i

)
n̂a,i +

∑
a,i

(
U

2
− 2t20U

V 2

)
n̂2a,i

+
4t20U

V 2
n̂a,in̂a,i+1 +

∑
a̸=b ,i

[(U ′

2
− 2t20U

′

V 2

)
n̂a,in̂b,i

+
2t20U

′

V 2
n̂a,in̂b,i+1

]
. (103)

The detailed derivation of Eq. (103) is given in Appendix F.
The two terms under the second summation of Eq. (103) com-
mutate with total dipole moments, but do not commutate with
dipole moments of bosons of separate series. From this, we
find a way to realize Lattice Model Series A in a tilted lattice.

VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In conclusion, this article serves as the third piece of the
trilogy of fractonic superfluids in order to uncover the ex-
otic interplay of SSB physics and fracton physics through
most of representative models and key properties of frac-
tonic superfluids. Specifically, in this paper, we study HFS
where hybrid moments are conserved. We select two typi-
cal types of hybridization, i.e. hybridization of the same or-
der moments and hybridization of different order moments.
In continuous space, we construct two series of Hamilto-
nians which correspond to these two typical hybridizations,
and denote them by Model Series A and Model Series B.
Arbitary models of Model Series A can be represented by
a tuple [d,N,m,m′]. The simplest example of Model Se-
ries A is a system conserves hybrid dipole-dipole moments,
i.e., [d, 1, 2, 2] model (Eq. (20)), and the simplest exam-
ple of Model Series B is a system conserves hybrid dipole-
quadrupole moments (Eq. (35)). We study the two specific
examples and obtain the ground states and Goldstone modes
of these two models through calculation. The conservation of
hybrid moments affects the dispersion relations of the Gold-
stone modes. In two spatial dimensions, there are Goldstone
modes with linear dispersion in both the two models. Ac-
cording to the calculation results of the correlation functions
at zero temperature (Table II, III), we determine that in both
models a partial spontaneous breaking of charge symmetry
occurs in two spatial dimensions. This means that the two
models have true ODLRO at zero temperature in two spatial
dimensions. In Model Series A, the relative charge symmetry
U (1)1,C is spontaneously broken, and in Model Series B, the
charge symmetry U (1)−,C of bosons of species 1 is sponta-
neously broken (Table I). We also extend the related results of
[d, 1, 2, 2] model to arbitary [d,N,m,m′] models, and partial
spontaneous breaking of charge symmetry occurs in spatial
dimensions d = N + 1.

We construct Bose-Hubbard-type lattice models which cor-
respond to Model Series A and Model Series B by using the
difference method. We perform the mean-field theory of the
Hamiltonian (Eq. (92)) of Lattice Model Series A, and give
a method to realize it in a strongly tilted optical lattice. The
mean-field results imply the existence of phases with conden-
sates of bound states b̂1,ib̂

†
2,i, and we find that the coupling

coefficient t2 plays a similar role as the dipolar hopping coef-
ficient t1.

This paper extends the field of research on fractonic su-
perfluids and simultaneously connects with the study of the
corresponding lattice models. There are many interesting di-
rections for future investigation. By giving algebraic struc-
tures [40] with conserved hybrid moments, a rich variety of
effective field theories can be constructed. By adding the con-
cept of conserved hybridized moments, diffusion in spin mod-
els [43] can also be discussed. It is attractive to obtain and
numerically solve the hydrodynamic equations [46] of sys-
tems with conservation of hybrid moments. We can also use
renormalization groups analysis to determine whether systems
with conserved hybrid moments can emerge at low energies
[47]. The finite-temperature phase transitions [48] in these
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hybrid-moment-conserving models are also worth investigat-
ing. The results of the partial spontaneous breaking of charge
symmetry will generalize the Mermin-Wagner theorems un-
der higher-rank symmetries [55, 58]. As mobility restriction
leads to unconventional types of toric codes [90], it is inter-
esting to study more generalization of discrete gauge theory
and toric codes through more possibilities of mobility con-
straints due to conservations such hybridization discussed in
the present work. Detecting such states in the context of sta-
bilizer codes and cellular automata, e.g., in Refs. [32, 91, 92]
will be an intriguing direction. This series of studies has
the potential to be realized through cold atom experiments
such as strongly tilted optical lattices. The associated gen-

eralized Bose-Hubbard models in various dimensions can be
simulated in large-scale numerical simulations e.g., quantum
Monte Carlo, DMRG, and tensor network.
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Appendix A: Derivations of Goldstone modes and dispersion relations for Model Series A

1. Derivation of the Hamiltonian in the momentum space

Based on the Hamiltonian (Eq. (45)), we can derive the Hamiltonian of the momentum space (Eq. (46)) in the following steps.
In the momentum space, we can perform a Fourier transform,

H =
1

(2π)
2d

ˆ
ddxddkddk′eik·x+ik

′·x
2∑
a

[
g

2
π̂a (k) π̂a (k

′) +
κρ2a0 |k|

4

2
θ̂a (k) θ̂a (k

′)

+
Γρa0ρb0 |k|2

2

2∑
b̸=a

(θ̂a (k) θ̂a (k
′) + θ̂b (k) θ̂b (k

′)− θ̂a (k) θ̂b (k
′)− θ̂b (k) θ̂a (k

′))

]
. (A1)

Integrating over the real space, we can obtain a δ function so that only the integral of the momentum space is left in the
Hamiltonian,

H =
1

(2π)
d

ˆ
ddkddk′δ (k+ k′)

2∑
a

[
g

2
π̂a (k) π̂a (k

′) +
κρ2a0 |k|

4

2
θ̂a (k) θ̂a (k

′)

+
Γρa0ρb0 |k|2

2

2∑
b ̸=a

(θ̂a (k) θ̂a (k
′) + θ̂b (k) θ̂b (k

′)− θ̂a (k) θ̂b (k
′)− θ̂b (k) θ̂a (k

′))

]

=
1

(2π)
d

ˆ
ddk
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g

2
π̂a (k) π̂a (−k) +

κρ2a0 |k|
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θ̂a (k) θ̂a (−k)

+
Γρa0ρb0 |k|2

2
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b ̸=a

(θ̂a (k) θ̂a (−k) + θ̂b (k) θ̂b (−k)− θ̂a (k) θ̂b (−k)− θ̂b (k) θ̂a (−k))

]
. (A2)
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The Hamiltonian (Eq. (46)) can be obtained by writing it in the matrix form and using the notation in the main text,

H =
1

2 (2π)
d

ˆ
ddk

2∑
a

[
gπ̂a (k) π̂a (−k) + κρ2a0 |k|

4
θ̂a (k) θ̂a (−k)

+Γρa0ρb0 |k|2
2∑
b̸=a

(θ̂a (k) θ̂a (−k) + θ̂b (k) θ̂b (−k)− θ̂a (k) θ̂b (−k)− θ̂b (k) θ̂a (−k))

]

=
1

2 (2π)
d

ˆ
ddkψ† (k)


g 0 0 0
0 g 0 0

0 0 κρ210 |k|
4
+ 2Γρ10ρ20 |k|2 −2Γρ10ρ20 |k|2

0 0 −2Γρ10ρ20 |k|2 κρ220 |k|
4
+ 2Γρ10ρ20 |k|2

ψ (k)

=
1

2 (2π)
d

ˆ
ddkψ† (k)M (k)ψ (k) . (A3)

2. Matrix elements of the transformation matrix T (k)

In the main text, we give the commutation relations that the operators need to satisfy. To keep the commutation relations and
diagonalize the matrix M (k), the transformation matrix T (k) needs to obey the equation below,

T (k) Λ1T
† (k) = Λ2 (A4)

where

Λ1 =

0 0 −i 0
0 0 0 −i
i 0 0 0
0 i 0 0

 , Λ2 = diag (1, 1,−1,−1) . (A5)

The transformation matrix T (k) is given by

T (k) =

T11 (k) T12 (k) T13 (k) T14 (k)
T21 (k) T22 (k) T23 (k) T24 (k)
T31 (k) T32 (k) T33 (k) T34 (k)
T41 (k) T42 (k) T43 (k) T44 (k)

 , (A6)

where the matrix elements are

T11 (k) =− T31 (k) =

(
ig

(
κ |k|4

(
ρ220 − ρ210

)
+

√
κ2 |k|8 (ρ210 − ρ220)

2 + 16Γ2k4ρ210ρ
2
20

))
/{

4
√
2

[
g

(
16Γ2 |k|4 ρ210ρ220 +

(
κ |k|4

(
ρ220 − ρ210

)
+

√
κ2k8 (ρ210 − ρ220)

2 + 16Γ2 |k|4 ρ210ρ220
)

2

)
√
g

(
κ |k|4 (ρ210 + ρ220) + 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ20 −

√
κ2 |k|8 (ρ210 − ρ220)

2 + 16Γ2 |k|4 ρ210ρ220
)] 1

2

}
, (A7)

T12 (k) =− T32 (k) =
(
4igΓρ10ρ20 |k|2

)
/{

4
√
2

[
g

(
16Γ2 |k|4 ρ210ρ220 +

(
κ |k|4

(
ρ220 − ρ210

)
+

√
κ2k8 (ρ210 − ρ220)

2 + 16Γ2 |k|4 ρ210ρ220
)

2

)
√
g

(
κ |k|4 (ρ210 + ρ220) + 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ20 −

√
κ2 |k|8 (ρ210 − ρ220)

2 + 16Γ2 |k|4 ρ210ρ220
)] 1

2

}
, (A8)
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T13 (k) =T33 (k) =

[(
κ |k|4

(
ρ220 − ρ210

)
+

√
κ2 |k|8 (ρ210 − ρ220)

2 + 16Γ2 |k|4 ρ210ρ220
)

4

√√√√κ |k|4 (ρ210 + ρ220) + 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ20 −
√
κ2 |k|8 (ρ210 − ρ220)

2 + 16Γ2 |k|4 ρ210ρ220
g

]
/23/4

√
16Γ2 |k|4 ρ210ρ220 +

(
κ |k|4 (ρ220 − ρ210) +

√
κ2 |k|8 (ρ210 − ρ220)

2 + 16Γ2 |k|4 ρ210ρ220
)2
 , (A9)

T14 (k) = T34 (k)

=

(
2Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ20

4

√√√√2κ |k|4 (ρ210 + ρ220) + 8Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ20 − 2
√
κ2 |k|8 (ρ210 − ρ220)

2 + 16Γ2 |k|4 ρ210ρ220
g

)
/(√

16Γ2 |k|4 ρ210ρ220 +
(
κ |k|4 (ρ220 − ρ210) +

√
κ2 |k|8 (ρ210 − ρ220)

2 + 16Γ2 |k|4 ρ210ρ220
)

2

)
(A10)

T21 (k) =− T41 (k) = −

[
ig

(
κ |k|4

(
ρ210 − ρ220

)
+

√
κ2 |k|8 (ρ210 − ρ220)

2 + 16Γ2 |k|4 ρ210ρ220
)]

/{
23/4 |k|2

[
g
(
16Γ2ρ210ρ

2
20 + κ2 |k|4

(
ρ210 − ρ220

)
2 + κ

(
ρ210 − ρ220

)√
κ2 |k|8 (ρ210 − ρ220)

2 + 16Γ2 |k|4 ρ210ρ220
)

√
g

(
κ |k|4 (ρ210 + ρ220) + 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ20 +

√
κ2 |k|8 (ρ210 − ρ220)

2 + 16Γ2 |k|4 ρ210ρ220
)] 1

2

}
, (A11)

T22 (k) =− T42 (k) =
(
2i

4
√
2Γgρ10ρ20

)
/[

4

√
g

(
κ |k|4 (ρ210 + ρ220) + 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ20 +

√
κ2k8 (ρ210 − ρ220)

2 + 16Γ2 |k|4 ρ210ρ220
)

√
g

(
16Γ2ρ210ρ

2
20 + κ2 |k|4 (ρ210 − ρ220)

2 + κ (ρ210 − ρ220)

√
κ2 |k|8 (ρ210 − ρ220)

2 + 16Γ2 |k|4 ρ210ρ220
)]

, (A12)

T23 (k) = T43 (k)

=
κ |k|4

(
ρ220 − ρ210

)
−
√
κ2 |k|8 (ρ210 − ρ220)

2 + 16Γ2 |k|4 ρ210ρ220

2 4
√
2 |k|2

√√√√√ g

(
16Γ2ρ210ρ

2
20+κ

2|k|4(ρ210−ρ220)2+κρ210
√
κ2|k|8(ρ210−ρ220)2+16Γ2|k|4ρ210ρ220−κρ220

√
κ2|k|8(ρ210−ρ220)2+16Γ2|k|4ρ210ρ220

)
√
g

(
κ|k|4(ρ210+ρ220)+4Γ|k|2ρ10ρ20+

√
κ2|k|8(ρ210−ρ220)2+16Γ2|k|4ρ210ρ220

)
,

(A13)

T24 (k) = T44 (k)

=
23/4Γρ10ρ20√√√√√ g

(
16Γ2ρ210ρ

2
20+κ

2|k|4(ρ210−ρ220)2+κρ210
√
κ2|k|8(ρ210−ρ220)2+16Γ2|k|4ρ210ρ220−κρ220

√
κ2|k|8(ρ210−ρ220)2+16Γ2|k|4ρ210ρ220

)
√
g

(
κ|k|4(ρ210+ρ220)+4Γ|k|2ρ10ρ20+

√
κ2|k|8(ρ210−ρ220)2+16Γ2|k|4ρ210ρ220

)
. (A14)
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3. Derivation of the Hamiltonian represented by the creation and annihilation operators

After diagonalized, the Hamiltonian (Eq. (50)) becomes

H =
1

2 (2π)
d
ϕ† (k)

(
T−1 (k)

)†
M (k)T−1 (k)ϕ (k)

=
1

2 (2π)
d

ˆ
ddkD1 (k)

(
α̂† (k) α̂ (k) + α̂ (−k) α̂† (−k)

)
+D2 (k)

(
β̂† (k) β̂ (k) + β̂ (−k) β̂† (−k)

)
. (A15)

Because of D1 (k) = D1 (−k), D2 (k) = D2 (−k), we rewrite the Hamiltonian as

H =
1

2 (2π)
d

ˆ
ddkD1 (k)

(
α̂† (k) α̂ (k) + α̂ (k) α̂† (k)

)
+D2 (k)

(
β̂† (k) β̂ (k) + β̂ (k) β̂† (k)

)
=

1

(2π)
d

ˆ
ddkD1 (k) α̂

† (k) α̂ (k) +D2 (k) β̂
† (k) β̂ (k) +

ˆ
ddk

D1 (k) +D2 (k)

2
δ(d) (0)

=
1

(2π)
d

ˆ
ddkD1 (k) α̂

† (k) α̂ (k) +D2 (k) β̂
† (k) β̂ (k) +

Ṽ

(2π)
d

ˆ
ddk

D1 (x) +D2 (k)

2
, (A16)

where Ṽ is the volume of the d-dimensional space, the last term is the vacuum zero point energy. Then, we obtain the dispersion
relations of Goldstone mode (Eq. (55)).

Appendix B: The calculation details of correlation function of Model Series A

In this appendix, we will give the calculation details of correlation functions of Model Series A. From the main text and
Appendix A 2, we have the Bogoliubov transformation from θ̂ and π̂ to the independent modes α̂ and β̂,

ψ (k) =
[
π̂1 (k) π̂2 (k) θ̂1 (k) θ̂2 (k)

]T
= T−1 (k)ϕ (k) = Λ1T

† (k) Λ2ϕ (k)

=

−iT
∗
13 (k) −iT ∗

23 (k) iT ∗
33 (k) iT ∗

43 (k)
−iT ∗

14 (k) −iT ∗
24 (k) iT ∗

34 (k) iT ∗
44 (k)

iT ∗
11 (k) iT ∗

21 (k) −iT ∗
31 (k) −iT ∗

41 (k)
iT ∗

12 (k) iT ∗
22 (k) −iT ∗

32 (k) −iT ∗
42 (k)



α̂ (k)

β̂ (k)
α̂† (−k)

β̂† (−k)

 . (B1)

In the main text, we express two-operator and four-operator correlation functions of the boson operator Φ̂a in terms of two-
operator correlation functions of the phase field operator θ̂a. Two-operator correlation functions of the phase field operator θ̂a
can be given in terms of the matrix elements of the matrix T (k) in the following procedure,

⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂1 (0)⟩ =⟨
ˆ
ddkddk′

(2π)
2d

eik·xθ̂1 (k) θ̂1 (k
′)⟩ = ⟨

ˆ
ddkddk′

(2π)
2d

eik·xθ̂1 (k) θ̂
†
1 (−k′)⟩

=

ˆ
ddkddk′

(2π)
2d

eik·x⟨
[
iT ∗

11 (k) α̂ (k) + iT ∗
21 (k) β̂ (k)− iT ∗

31 (k) α̂
† (−k)− iT ∗

41 (k) β̂
† (−k)

]
[
−iT11 (−k′) α̂† (−k′)− iT21 (−k′) β̂† (−k′) + iT31 (−k′) α̂ (k′) + iT41 (−k′) β̂ (k′)

]
⟩. (B2)

For the expectation value of the creation and annihilation operators in the ground state, we have

⟨α̂ (k′) α̂ (k)⟩ = ⟨β̂ (k′) β̂ (k)⟩ = ⟨α̂† (−k′) α̂ (k)⟩ = ⟨β̂† (−k′) β̂ (k)⟩ = 0, (B3)

⟨α̂ (k) α̂† (−k′)⟩ = ⟨β̂ (k) β̂† (−k′)⟩ = (2π)
d
δ(d) (k+ k′) . (B4)

Then we can obtain the correlation function

⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂1 (0)⟩ =
ˆ

ddk

(2π)
d
eik·x

(
|T11 (k)|2 + |T21 (k)|2

)
. (B5)
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Similarly, we can get

⟨θ̂2 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩ =
ˆ

ddk

(2π)
d
eik·x

(
|T12 (k)|2 + |T22 (k)|2

)
. (B6)

The correlation function of different species of phase field operators is given by

⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩ =⟨
ˆ
ddkddk′

(2π)
2d

eik·xθ̂1 (k) θ̂
†
2 (−k)⟩

=

ˆ
ddkddk′

(2π)
2d

eik·x⟨
[
iT ∗

11 (k) α̂ (k) + iT ∗
21 (k) β̂ (k)− iT ∗

31 (k) α̂
† (−k)− iT ∗

41 (k) β̂
† (−k)

]
[
−iT12 (−k′) α̂† (−k′)− iT22 (−k′) β̂† (−k′) + iT32 (−k′) α̂ (k′) + iT42 (−k′) β̂ (k′)

]
⟩

=

ˆ
ddk

(2π)
d
eik·x [T ∗

11 (k)T12 (k) + T ∗
21 (k)T22 (k)] . (B7)

For the T (k) matrix of Model Series A in Appendix A 2, we can give some approximations,

|T11 (k)|2 ≈ g

2
√

2gκ (ρ210 + ρ220) |k|
2 =

1

c1 |k|2
,

|T12 (k)|2 ≈ g

2
√

2gκ (ρ210 + ρ220) |k|
2 =

1

c1 |k|2
,

|T21 (k)|2 ≈ g

8
√
gΓρ10ρ20 |k|

=
1

c2 |k|
,

|T22 (k)|2 ≈ g

8
√
gΓρ10ρ20 |k|

=
1

c2 |k|
,

T ∗
11 (k)T12 (k) ≈

g

2
√

2gκ (ρ210 + ρ220) |k|
2 =

1

c1 |k|2
,

T ∗
21 (k)T22 (k) ≈− g

8
√
gΓρ10ρ20 |k|

= − 1

c2 |k|
. (B8)

Based on the above derivation, we can calculate correlation functions in different spatial dimensions.

1. One spatial dimension

In one spatial dimension, we can plug in the results of the above approximation. The correlation functions of the operator θ̂
are

⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂1 (0)⟩ = ⟨θ̂2 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩ =
ˆ

dk

2π
eikx

(
1

c1 |k|2
+

1

c2 |k|

)

=
1

2πc1

ˆ
dk
eikx

|k|2
+

1

2πc2

ˆ
dk
eikx

|k|

=
1

2πc1

(ˆ − 2π
L

−∞
dk
eikx

k2
+

ˆ ∞

2π
L

dk
eikx

k2

)
+

1

2πc2

(ˆ − 2π
L

−∞
dk
eikx

−k
+

ˆ ∞

2π
L

eikx

k

)
. (B9)

We need to compute these integrals separately. Considering L > 0, x > 0, we have the first two integrals
ˆ − 2π

L

−∞
dk
eikx

k2
+

ˆ ∞

2π
L

dk
eikx

k2
=

1

2π

[
e−2iπxL+ e2iπxL+ 2iπxΓ

(
0,−2iπx

L

)
− 2iπxΓ

(
0,−2iπx

L

)]
L→∞
=

L

π
− πx,

(B10)

where Γ (a, z) =
´∞
z
ta−1e−tdt is the incomplete gamma function. The last two integrals are

ˆ − 2π
L

−∞
dk
eikx

−k
+

ˆ ∞

2π
L

eikx

k
= Γ

(
0,−2iπx

L

)
+ Γ

(
0,

2iπx

L

)
L→∞
= −2

(
γ + ln

(
2πx

L

))
, (B11)



22

where γ is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. Then, we can get the correlation functions.

⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂1 (0)⟩ = ⟨θ̂2 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩
L→∞
=

1

2πc1

(
L

π
− π |x|

)
+

1

πc2

(
−γ + ln

(
L

2π |x|

))
(B12)

Similarly, we have

⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩
L→∞
=

1

2πc1

(
L

π
− π |x|

)
− 1

πc2

(
−γ + ln

(
L

2π |x|

))
. (B13)

To get ⟨θ̂2a (0)⟩ = limx→0⟨θa (x) θa (0)⟩, we just need to replace |x| by ξc. ξc is the coherence length,

⟨θ̂21 (0)⟩ = ⟨θ̂22 (0)⟩ =
1

2πc1

(
L

π
− πξc

)
+

1

πc2

(
−γ + ln

(
L

2πξc

))
, (B14)

⟨θ̂1 (0) θ̂2 (0)⟩ =
1

2πc1

(
L

π
− πξc

)
− 1

πc2

(
−γ + ln

(
L

2πξc

))
. (B15)

Then, we can calculate correlation functions of Φ̂. The two-operator correlation functions are

⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ =ρ10e⟨θ̂1(x)θ̂1(0)⟩−⟨θ̂21(0)⟩ = ρ10e

− |x|
2c1

+ ξc
2c1

(
|x|
ξc

)− 1
πc2

≈ ρ10e
− |x|

2c1

(
|x|
ξc

)− 1
πc2

, (B16)

⟨Φ̂†
2 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ =ρ20e⟨θ̂2(x)θ̂2(0)⟩−⟨θ̂22(0)⟩ = ρ20e

− |x|
2c1

+ ξc
2c1

(
|x|
ξc

)− 1
πc2

≈ ρ20e
− |x|

2c1

(
|x|
ξc

)− 1
πc2

, (B17)

⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ =

√
ρ10ρ20e

⟨θ̂1(x)θ̂2(0)⟩− 1
2 ⟨θ̂

2
1(0)⟩− 1

2 ⟨θ̂
2
2(0)⟩ =

√
ρ10ρ20e

− |x|
2c1

+ ξc
2c1

+ 2γ
πc2

(
L2

4π2ξc |x|

)− 1
πc2 L→∞

= 0. (B18)

The four-operator correlation functions are

⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂2 (x) Φ̂1 (0) Φ̂

†
2 (0)⟩

=ρ10ρ20 exp

(
⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂1 (0)⟩+ ⟨θ̂2 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩+ 2⟨θ̂1 (0) θ̂2 (0)⟩ − ⟨θ̂21 (0)⟩ − ⟨θ̂22 (0)⟩ − 2⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩

)
=ρ10ρ20

(
|x|
ξc

)− 4
πc2

, (B19)

⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂

†
2 (x) Φ̂1 (0) Φ̂2 (0)⟩

=ρ10ρ20 exp

(
⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂1 (0)⟩+ ⟨θ̂2 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩ − 2⟨θ̂1 (0) θ̂2 (0)⟩ − ⟨θ̂21 (0)⟩ − ⟨θ̂22 (0)⟩+ 2⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩

)
=ρ10ρ20e

2ξc
c1 e−

2
c1

|x| ≈ ρ10ρ20e
− 2

c1
|x|. (B20)

Since all these correlation functions do not saturate to constants, Model Series A does not break the charge symmetry in one
spatial dimension. Since the correlation function ⟨Φ̂†

1 (x) Φ̂2 (x) Φ̂1 (0) Φ̂
†
2 (0)⟩ is power-law decay, the system is algebraically

ordered in one spatial dimension.

2. Two spatial dimensions

In two spatial dimensions, we can plug in the results of the above approximation. The correlation functions of the operator θ̂
are

⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂1 (0)⟩ = ⟨θ̂2 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩ =
ˆ

d2k

(2π)
2 e
ik·x

(
1

c1 |k|2
+

1

c2 |k|

)

=
1

4π2c1

ˆ
dkdθ

eik|x| cos θ

k
+

1

4π2c2

ˆ
dkdθeik|x| cos θ

=
1

4π2c1

ˆ 2π

0

dθ

ˆ ∞

2π
L

dk
eik|x| cos θ

k
+

1

4π2c2

ˆ 2π

0

dθ

ˆ ∞

0

dkeik|x| cos θ. (B21)
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We need to compute these integrals separately,
ˆ 2π

0

dθ

ˆ ∞

2π
L

dk
eik|x| cos θ

k

L→∞
= −2π

(
γ + ln

(
π |x|
L

))
, (B22)

ˆ 2π

0

dθ

ˆ ∞

0

dkeik|x| cos θ = 2π

ˆ ∞

0

dkJ0 (k |x|) =
2π

|x|
, (B23)

where Jn (z) is the Bessel function of the first kind. Then, we can get the correlation functions.

⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂1 (0)⟩ = ⟨θ̂2 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩
L→∞
=

1

2πc1

(
−γ + ln

(
L

π |x|

))
+

1

2πc2 |x|
(B24)

Similarly, we have

⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩
L→∞
=

1

2πc1

(
−γ + ln

(
L

π |x|

))
− 1

2πc2 |x|
. (B25)

To get ⟨θ̂2a (0)⟩ = limx→0⟨θa (x) θa (0)⟩, we just need to replace |x| by ξc,

⟨θ̂21 (0)⟩ = ⟨θ̂22 (0)⟩ =
1

2πc1

(
−γ + ln

(
L

πξc

))
+

1

2πc2ξc
, (B26)

⟨θ̂1 (0) θ̂2 (0)⟩ =
1

2πc1

(
−γ + ln

(
L

πξc

))
− 1

2πc2ξc
. (B27)

Then, we can calculate correlation functions of Φ̂. The two-operator correlation functions are

⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ =ρ10e⟨θ̂1(x)θ̂1(0)⟩−⟨θ̂21(0)⟩ = ρ10

(
|x|
ξc

)− 1
2πc1

e
1

2πc2|x|−
1

2πc2ξc , (B28)

⟨Φ̂†
2 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ =ρ20e⟨θ̂2(x)θ̂2(0)⟩−⟨θ̂22(0)⟩ = ρ20

(
|x|
ξc

)− 1
2πc1

e
1

2πc2|x|−
1

2πc2ξc , (B29)

⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ =

√
ρ10ρ20e

⟨θ̂1(x)θ̂2(0)⟩− 1
2 ⟨θ̂

2
1(0)⟩− 1

2 ⟨θ̂
2
2(0)⟩ =

√
ρ10ρ20

(
|x|
ξc

)− 1
2πc1

e
− 1

2πc2|x|−
1

2πc2ξc . (B30)

The four-operator correlation functions are

⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂2 (x) Φ̂1 (0) Φ̂

†
2 (0)⟩

=ρ10ρ20 exp

(
⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂1 (0)⟩+ ⟨θ̂2 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩+ 2⟨θ̂1 (0) θ̂2 (0)⟩ − ⟨θ̂21 (0)⟩ − ⟨θ̂22 (0)⟩ − 2⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩

)
=ρ10ρ20e

2
πc1|x|−

2
πc1ξc , (B31)

⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂

†
2 (x) Φ̂1 (0) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ (B32)

=ρ10ρ20 exp

(
⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂1 (0)⟩+ ⟨θ̂2 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩ − 2⟨θ̂1 (0) θ̂2 (0)⟩ − ⟨θ̂21 (0)⟩ − ⟨θ̂22 (0)⟩+ 2⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩

)
(B33)

=ρ10ρ20

(
|x|
ξc

)− 2
πc1

. (B34)

Since the correlation function ⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂2 (x) Φ̂1 (0) Φ̂

†
2 (0)⟩ saturates to a constant when |x| → ∞, Model Series A sponta-

neously breaks the relative charge symmetry U (1)−,C and has a true ODLRO in two spatial dimensions.
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3. Three spatial dimensions

In three spatial dimensions, we can plug in the results of the above approximation. The correlation functions of the operator
θ̂ are

⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂1 (0)⟩ = ⟨θ̂2 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩ =
ˆ

d3k

(2π)
3 e
ik·x

(
1

c1 |k|2
+

1

c2 |k|

)

=
1

8π3c1

ˆ π

0

dψ

ˆ 2π

0

dθ

ˆ ∞

0

dk
(
sinψeik|x| cos θ sinψ

)
+

1

8π3c2

ˆ π

0

dψ

ˆ 2π

0

dθ

ˆ 2π
ξc

0

dk
(
k sinψeik|x| cos θ sinψ

)
. (B35)

We need to compute these integrals separately,
ˆ π

0

dψ

ˆ 2π

0

dθ

ˆ ∞

0

dk
(
sinψeik|x| cos θ sinψ

)
=

ˆ ∞

0

dk
4π sin (k |x|)

k |x|
=

2π2

|x|
, (B36)

ˆ π

0

dψ

ˆ 2π

0

dθ

ˆ 2π
ξc

0

dk
(
k sinψeik|x| cos θ sinψ

)
=

ˆ 2π
ξc

0

dk
4πk sin (k |x|)

k |x|
=

8π sin2
(
π|x|
ξc

)
|x|2

. (B37)

Then, we can get the correlation functions,

⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂1 (0)⟩ = ⟨θ̂2 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩ =
1

4πc1 |x|
+

sin2
(
π|x|
ξc

)
π2c2 |x|2

. (B38)

Similarly, we have

⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩ =
1

4πc1 |x|
−

sin2
(
π|x|
ξc

)
π2c2 |x|2

. (B39)

Since the coherence length is introduced by the previous integration, we can’t just set |x| = ξc to get ⟨θ̂2a (0)⟩. We need to
calculate the integral,

ˆ
d3k

(2π)
3

1

c2 |k|
=

1

8π3c2

ˆ 2π
ξc

0

dk

(
4πk2

1

k

)
=

1

2π2c2

ˆ 2π
ξc

0

kdk =
1

c2ξ2c
. (B40)

Then, we can get

⟨θ̂21 (0)⟩ = ⟨θ̂22 (0)⟩ =
1

4πc1ξc
+

1

c2ξ2c
, (B41)

⟨θ̂1 (0) θ̂2 (0)⟩ =
1

4πc1ξc
− 1

c2ξ2c
. (B42)

Then, we can calculate correlation functions of Φ̂. The two-operator correlation functions are

⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ =ρ10e⟨θ̂1(x)θ̂1(0)⟩−⟨θ̂21(0)⟩ |x|→∞

= ρ10e
− 1

4πc1ξc
− 1

c2ξ2c , (B43)

⟨Φ̂†
2 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ =ρ20e⟨θ̂2(x)θ̂2(0)⟩−⟨θ̂22(0)⟩ |x|→∞

= ρ20e
− 1

4πc1ξc
− 1

c2ξ2c , (B44)

⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ =

√
ρ10ρ20e

⟨θ̂1(x)θ̂2(0)⟩− 1
2 ⟨θ̂

2
1(0)⟩− 1

2 ⟨θ̂
2
2(0)⟩ |x|→∞

=
√
ρ10ρ20e

− 1
4πc1ξc

− 1
c2ξ2c . (B45)
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The four-operator correlation functions are

⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂2 (x) Φ̂1 (0) Φ̂

†
2 (0)⟩

=ρ10ρ20 exp

(
⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂1 (0)⟩+ ⟨θ̂2 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩+ 2⟨θ̂1 (0) θ̂2 (0)⟩ − ⟨θ̂21 (0)⟩ − ⟨θ̂22 (0)⟩ − 2⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩

)
|x|→∞
= ρ10ρ20e

− 4
c2ξ2c , (B46)

⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂

†
2 (x) Φ̂1 (0) Φ̂2 (0)⟩

=ρ10ρ20 exp

(
⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂1 (0)⟩+ ⟨θ̂2 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩ − 2⟨θ̂1 (0) θ̂2 (0)⟩ − ⟨θ̂21 (0)⟩ − ⟨θ̂22 (0)⟩+ 2⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩

)
|x|→∞
= ρ10ρ20e

− 1
πc1ξc . (B47)

Since all the correlation functions above saturate to constants when |x| → ∞, Model Series A breaks the charge symmetry and
has a true ODLRO in three spatial dimensions.

Appendix C: Derivations of Goldstone modes and dispersion relations for Model Series B

In this appendix, we give the detailed derivation of Goldstone mode and dispersion relation for Model Series B in Sec. IV B.

1. Derivation of the effective Hamiltonian density

Considering quantum fluctuations, we have Φ̂a (x) =
√
ρa0 + f̂a (x)e

iθ̂a(x), where f̂a (x) ≪ ρa0. The commutation relation

between θ̂a and f̂a is given by [θ̂a (x) , f̂b (y)] = −iδ(d) (x− y) δab. Therefore, the conjugate momentum operator of θ̂a is
π̂a = −f̂a, and the operators θ̂a and π̂a satisfy the commutation relations, [θ̂a (x) , π̂b (y)] = iδabδ

d (x− y). We can derive the
effective Hamiltonian,

H =
g

2
π̂2
1 +

g

2
π̂2
2 +

d∑
i,j

Kij
1

[
ρ210

(
∂i∂j θ̂1

)2
+

(∂i∂j π̂1)
2

4

]

+

d∑
i,j,k

Kijk
2

[
ρ320

(
∂i∂j∂kθ̂2

)2
+

1

4
ρ20 (∂i∂j∂kπ̂2)

2
+

1

2
(∂iπ̂2∂j∂kπ̂2 + ∂j π̂2∂i∂kπ̂2 + ∂kπ̂2∂i∂j π̂2) ∂i∂j∂kπ̂2

]

+

d∑
i

Γi1,2

[
4ρ10ρ

2
20

(
∂iθ̂1

)2
− 4ℓρ10ρ

2
20∂iθ̂1∂

2
i θ̂2 + ℓ2ρ10ρ

2
20

(
∂2i θ̂2

)2
+
ρ220
ρ10

(∂iρ̂1)
2 − ℓ∂iπ̂1 (∂iρ̂2)

2

− ℓρ20∂iπ̂1∂
2
i π̂2 +

ℓ2ρ10
4ρ220

(∂iπ̂2)
4
+
ℓ2ρ10
2ρ20

(∂iπ̂2)
2
∂2i π̂2 +

1

4
ℓ2ρ10

(
∂2i π̂2

)2 ]
. (C1)

We can obtain the time evolution of θ̂a,

ˆ̇
θ1 =gπ̂1 +

d∑
i,j

1

2
Kij

1 ∂
2
i ∂

2
j π̂1 +

d∑
i

−2Γi1,2
ρ220
ρ10

∂2i π̂1 + 2Γi1,2ℓ∂iπ̂2∂
2
i π̂2 + Γi1,2ℓρ20∂

3
i π̂2 (C2)

ˆ̇
θ2 =gπ̂2 +

d∑
i,j,k

1

2
Kijk

2

[
− ρ20∂

2
i ∂

2
j ∂

2
kπ̂2 − 3 (∂i∂j∂kπ̂2)

2 − 2∂i∂j π̂2∂i∂j∂
2
kπ̂2 − 2∂i∂

2
kπ̂2∂i∂

2
j π̂2 − 2∂i∂kπ̂2∂i∂

2
j ∂kπ̂2

− 2∂2j ∂kπ̂2∂
2
i ∂kπ̂2 − 2∂j∂

2
kπ̂2∂

2
i ∂j π̂2 − 2∂j∂kπ̂2∂

2
i ∂j∂kπ̂2 − ∂2i π̂2∂

2
j ∂

2
kπ̂2 − ∂2j π̂2∂

2
i ∂

2
kπ̂2 − ∂2kπ̂2∂

2
i ∂

2
j π̂2

]
+

d∑
i

Γi1,2

[
2ℓ∂2i π̂1∂iπ̂2 + 2ℓ∂iπ̂1∂

2
i π̂2 − ℓρ20∂

3
i π̂1 −

3ℓ2ρ10
ρ220

(∂iπ̂2)
2
∂2i π̂2 −

1

2
ℓ2ρ10∂

4
i π̂2

]
. (C3)
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In the long-wave length limit, we have

gπ̂1 ≫
d∑
i,j

1

2
Kij

1 ∂
2
i ∂

2
j π̂1 +

d∑
i

−2Γi1,2
ρ220
ρ10

∂2i π̂1 + 2Γi1,2ℓ∂iπ̂2∂
2
i π̂2 + Γi1,2ℓρ20∂

3
i π̂2 (C4)

gπ̂2 ≫
d∑

i,j,k

1

2
Kijk

2

[
− ρ20∂

2
i ∂

2
j ∂

2
kπ̂2 − 3 (∂i∂j∂kπ̂2)

2 − 2∂i∂j π̂2∂i∂j∂
2
kπ̂2 − 2∂i∂

2
kπ̂2∂i∂

2
j π̂2 − 2∂i∂kπ̂2∂i∂

2
j ∂kπ̂2

− 2∂2j ∂kπ̂2∂
2
i ∂kπ̂2 − 2∂j∂

2
kπ̂2∂

2
i ∂j π̂2 − 2∂j∂kπ̂2∂

2
i ∂j∂kπ̂2 − ∂2i π̂2∂

2
j ∂

2
kπ̂2 − ∂2j π̂2∂

2
i ∂

2
kπ̂2 − ∂2kπ̂2∂

2
i ∂

2
j π̂2

]
+

d∑
i

Γi1,2

[
2ℓ∂2i π̂1∂iπ̂2 + 2ℓ∂iπ̂1∂

2
i π̂2 − ℓρ20∂

3
i π̂1 −

3l2ρ10
ρ220

(∂iπ̂2)
2
∂2i π̂2 −

1

2
ℓ2ρ10∂

4
i π̂2

]
. (C5)

Here we just need to consider the lowest order and get

g ≫
d∑
i

2Γi1,2
ρ220
ρ10

k2i . (C6)

If we set an isotropic Kij
1 = κ1

2 , Kijk
2 = κ2

2 , and Γi1,2 = Γ
2 , we can get the coherence length ξc = 2π

√
Γρ220
gρ10

. Then, we can
drop the higher-order terms in Eq. (C1), and get the effective Hamiltonian,

H =
g

2
π̂2
1 +

g

2
π̂2
2 +

κ1ρ
2
10

2

(
∂i∂j θ̂1

)2
+
κ2ρ

3
20

2

(
∂i∂j∂kθ̂2

)2
+

Γρ10ρ
2
20

2

(
ℓ∂2i θ̂2 − 2∂iθ̂1

)2
. (C7)

2. Derivation of the Hamiltonian in the momentum space

In the momentum space, we can perform a Fourier transform,

H =
1

(2π)
2d

ˆ
ddxddkddk′eik·x+ik

′·x

[
g

2
π̂1 (k) π̂1 (k

′) +
g

2
π̂2 (k) π̂2 (k

′) +
κ1ρ

2
10

2

d∑
i,j

k2i k
2
j θ̂1 (k) θ̂1 (k

′)

+
κ2ρ

3
20

2

d∑
i,j,k

k2i k
2
jk

2
kθ̂2 (k) θ̂2 (k

′) +
Γρ10ρ

2
20

2

d∑
i

[
ℓ2k4i θ̂2 (k) θ̂2 (k

′) + 4k2i θ̂1 (k) θ̂1 (k
′) + 2iℓk3i θ̂1 (k) θ̂2 (k

′)

− 2iℓk3i θ̂2 (k) θ̂1 (k
′)

]]
. (C8)

Integrating over the real space, we can obtain a δ function so that only the integral of the momentum space is left in the
Hamiltonian,

H =
1

(2π)
d

ˆ
ddkddk′δ (k+ k′)

[
g

2
π̂1 (k) π̂1 (k

′) +
g

2
π̂2 (k) π̂2 (k

′) +
κ1ρ

2
10 |k|

4

2
θ̂1 (k) θ̂1 (k

′) +
κ2ρ

3
20 |k|

6

2
θ̂2 (k) θ̂2 (k

′)

+
Γρ10ρ

2
20

2

d∑
i

[
ℓ2k4i θ̂2 (k) θ̂2 (k

′) + 4k2i θ̂1 (k) θ̂1 (k
′) + 2iℓk3i θ̂1 (k) θ̂2 (k

′)− 2iℓk3i θ̂2 (k) θ̂1 (k
′)

]]

=
1

(2π)
d

ˆ
ddk

[
g

2
π̂1 (k) π̂1 (−k) +

g

2
π̂2 (k) π̂2 (−k) +

κ1ρ
2
10 |k|

4

2
θ̂1 (k) θ̂1 (−k) +

κ2ρ
3
20 |k|

6

2
θ̂2 (k) θ̂2 (−k)

+
Γρ10ρ

2
20

2

d∑
i

[
ℓ2k4i θ̂2 (k) θ̂2 (−k) + 4k2i θ̂1 (k) θ̂1 (−k) + 2iℓk3i θ̂1 (k) θ̂2 (−k)− 2iℓk3i θ̂2 (k) θ̂1 (−k)

]]
. (C9)
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Using the same method we used to compute Model 1, we can write the Hamiltonian in matrix form,

H =
1

2 (2π)
d

ˆ
ddk

[
gπ̂1 (k) π̂1 (−k) + gπ̂2 (k) π̂2 (−k)

+
[
θ̂1 (−k) θ̂2 (−k)

] [κ1ρ210 |k|4 + 4Γρ10ρ
2
20 |k|

2 −2iΓρ10ρ
2
20ℓ
∑d
i k

3
i

2iΓρ10ρ
2
20ℓ
∑d
i k

3
i κ2ρ

3
20 |k|

6
+ Γρ10ρ

2
20ℓ

2
∑d
i k

4
i

] [
θ̂1 (k)

θ̂2 (k)

] ]

=
1

2 (2π)
d

ˆ
ddkψ† (k)


g 0 0 0
0 g 0 0

0 0 κ1ρ
2
10 |k|

4
+ 4Γρ10ρ

2
20 |k| −2iΓρ10ρ

2
20ℓ
∑d
i k

3
i

0 0 2iΓρ10ρ
2
20ℓ
∑d
i k

3
i κ2ρ

3
20 |k|

6
+ Γρ10ρ

2
20ℓ

2
∑d
i k

4
i

ψ (k)

=
1

2 (2π)
d

ˆ
ddkψ† (k)M (k)ψ (k) . (C10)

In the momentum space, the operators θ̂a (k) and the conjugate momentum densities π̂b (k′) satisfy the commutation relations,[
θ̂a (k) , π̂b (k

′)
]
= i (2π)

d
δabδ

(d) (k+ k′).

3. Bogoliubov transformation and the transformation matrix T (k)

In this Hamiltonian, two species of bosons couple to each other. By the Bogoliubov transformation, we can convert the
coupling bosons into two independent modes. We introduce a transformation matrix T (k) which changes the basis from the
basis ψ (k) into the basis ϕ (k),

ϕ (k) =
[
α̂ (k) β̂ (k) α̂† (−k) β̂† (−k)

]T
= T (k)ψ (k) , (C11)

where α̂ (k) and β̂ (k) are annihilation operators of two independent modes, and they satisfy the commutation relations.

[
α̂ (k) , α̂† (k′)

]
=
[
β̂ (k) , β̂† (k′)

]
= (2π)

d
δ(d) (k− k′) (C12)

[α̂ (k) , α̂ (k′)] =
[
β̂ (k) , β̂ (k′)

]
=
[
α̂ (k) , β̂ (k′)

]
=
[
α̂ (k) , β̂† (k′)

]
=
[
β̂ (k) , α̂† (k′)

]
= 0 (C13)

To keep the commutation relations and diagonalize the matrixM (k), the transformation matrix T (k) needs to obey the equation
below,

T (k) Λ1T
† (k) = Λ2 (C14)

(C15)

where

Λ1 =

0 0 −i 0
0 0 0 −i
i 0 0 0
0 i 0 0

 , Λ2 = diag (1, 1,−1,−1) . (C16)

The diagonalized Hamiltonian becomes

H =
1

2 (2π)
d
ϕ† (k)

(
T−1 (k)

)†
M (k)T−1 (k)ϕ (k) , (C17)
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where the matrix
(
T−1 (k)

)†
M (k)T−1 (k) = diag (D1 (k) , D2 (k) , D3 (k) , D4 (k)) is a diagonal matrix with the diagonal

elements:

D1 (k) = D3 (k) =

{
g

2

(
κ1 |k|4 ρ210 + κ2 |k|6 ρ320 + 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ220 + Γℓ2ρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k4i

+

√√√√(κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + Γρ10

(
ℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4 |k|2
)))

2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

(
d∑
i

k3i

)2)} 1
2

D2 (k) = D4 (k) =

{
g

2

(
κ1 |k|4 ρ210 + κ2 |k|6 ρ320 + 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ220 + Γℓ2ρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k4i

−

√√√√(κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + Γρ10

(
ℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4 |k|2
)))

2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

(
d∑
i

k3i

)2)} 1
2

(C18)

The transformation matrix T (k) is given by

T (k) =

T11 (k) T12 (k) T13 (k) T14 (k)
T21 (k) T22 (k) T23 (k) T24 (k)
T31 (k) T32 (k) T33 (k) T34 (k)
T41 (k) T42 (k) T43 (k) T44 (k)

 , (C19)

where the matrix elements are

T11 (k) =− T31 (k) = −

{
g

[
− κ2 |k|6 ρ320 + κ1 |k|4 ρ210 + 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ220 − Γℓ2ρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k4i

+

√√√√(κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + Γρ10

(
ℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4 |k|2
)))

2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

(
d∑
i

k3i

)2]}
/{

2
4
√
2Γℓρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k3i

[
g

(
4 +

((
− κ2 |k|6 ρ320 + κ1 |k|4 ρ210 + 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ220 − Γℓ2ρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k4i

+

√√√√(κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + Γρ10

(
ℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4k2

)))
2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ

4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2)
2

)
/

(
4Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ

4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2))(
g
(
κ2 |k|6 ρ320 + κ1 |k|4 ρ210 + 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ220 + Γℓ2ρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k4i

+

√√√√(κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + Γρ10

(
ℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4 |k|2
)))

2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2)) 1
2

] 1
2
}
,

(C20)

T12 (k) =− T32 (k) =

(
i23/4g

)
/

{[
g
(
4 +

((
− κ2 |k|6 ρ320 + κ1 |k|4 ρ210 + 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ220 − Γℓ2ρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k4i

+

√√√√(κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + ρ10

(
Γℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4Γ |k|2
)))

2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2)2
)

/4Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2)[
g
(
κ2 |k|6 ρ320 + κ1 |k|4 ρ210 + 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ220 + Γℓ2ρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k4i

+

√√√√(κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + ρ10

(
Γℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4Γ |k|2
)))

2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2)] 1
2
] 1

2
}
,

(C21)
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T13 (k) =T33 (k) =

{
i

[
− κ2 |k|6 ρ320 + κ1 |k|4 ρ210 + 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ220 − Γℓ2ρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k4i

+

√√√√(κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + ρ10

(
Γℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4Γ |k|2
)))

2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2]
(
g

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ320 + κ1 |k|4 ρ210 + 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ220 + Γℓ2ρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k4i

+

√√√√(κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + ρ10

(
Γℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4Γ |k|2
)))

2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2)) 1
4
}
/

{
2 23/4Γℓρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k3i

[
g

(((
− κ2 |k|6 ρ320 + κ1 |k|4 ρ210 + 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ220 − Γℓ2ρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k4i

+

√√√√(κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + ρ10

(
Γℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4Γ |k|2
)))

2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2)2)
/

(
4Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ

4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2)
+ 4

)] 1
2
}
, (C22)

T14 (k) =T34 (k) =

{
4
√
2

[
g

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ320 + κ1 |k|4 ρ210 + 4Γk2ρ10ρ

2
20 + Γℓ2ρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k4i

+

√√√√(κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + ρ10

(
Γℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4Γ |k|2
)))

2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2)] 1
4
}
/

{[
g

(((
− κ2 |k|6 ρ320 + κ1 |k|4 ρ210 + 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ220 − Γℓ2ρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k4i

+

√√√√(κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + ρ10

(
Γℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4Γ |k|2
)))

2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2)
2

)
/

(
4Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ

4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2)
+ 4

)] 1
2
}
, (C23)
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T21 (k) =− T41 (k) = 2−
3
4 sgn

(
d∑
i

k3i

){[
g

((
κ2 |k|6 ρ320 − κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ220 + Γℓ2ρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k4i

+

√√√√(κ1k4ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + ρ10

(
Γℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4Γ |k|2
)))

2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2)
(
ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + ρ10

(
Γℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4Γ |k|2
))

− κ1 |k|4 ρ210

)
+ 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ

4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2)]
/[((

κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + ρ10

(
Γℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4Γ |k|2
)))

2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2)
(
g

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ320 + κ1 |k|4 ρ210 + 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ220 + Γℓ2ρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k4i

−

√√√√(κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + ρ10

(
Γℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4Γ |k|2
)))

2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2)) 1
2
]} 1

2

,

(C24)

T22 (k) =− T42 (k) =

(
2i

4
√
2Γℓρ10ρ

2
20

∣∣∣∣∣
d∑
i

k3i

∣∣∣∣∣
)
/{[

κ2 |k|6 ρ320 + κ1 |k|4 ρ210 + 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ220 + Γℓ2ρ10ρ
2
20

d∑
i

k4i

−

√√√√(κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + ρ10

(
Γℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4Γ |k|2
)))

2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2] 1
2

[(
16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ

4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2
−

(
κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2k

6ρ20 + ρ10

(
Γℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4Γ |k|2
)))

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ320 − κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ220 + Γℓ2ρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k4i

+

√√√√(κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + ρ10

(
Γℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4Γ |k|2
)))

2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2))
/

((
g
(
κ2 |k|6 ρ320 + κ1 |k|4 ρ210 + 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ220 + Γℓ2ρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k4i

−

√√√√(κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + ρ10

(
Γℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4Γ |k|2
)))

2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2)) 1
2

)] 1
2
}
,

(C25)
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T23 (k) =T43 (k) = −

{
isgn

(
d∑
i

k3i

)[
κ2 |k|6 ρ320 − κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ220 + Γℓ2ρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k4i

+

√√√√(κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + ρ10

(
Γℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4Γ |k|2
)))

2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2]}
/

{
2

4
√
2

[
−

(
g

((
κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + ρ10

(
Γℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4Γ |k|2
)))

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ320 − κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ220 + Γℓ2ρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k4i

+

√√√√(κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + ρ10

(
Γℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4Γ |k|2
)))

2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2)

− 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2))
/

((
g
(
κ2 |k|6 ρ320 + κ1 |k|4 ρ210 + 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ220 + Γℓ2ρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k4i

−

√√√√(κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + ρ10

(
Γℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4Γ |k|2
)))

2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2)) 1
2

)] 1
2
}
,

(C26)

T24 (k) =T44 (k) =

(
23/4Γℓρ10ρ

2
20

∣∣∣∣∣
d∑
i

k3i

∣∣∣∣∣
)
/{[

−

(
g

((
κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + ρ10

(
Γℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4Γ |k|2
)))

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ320 − κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ220 + Γℓ2ρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k4i

+

√√√√(κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + ρ10

(
Γℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4Γ |k|2
)))

2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2)

− 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2))
/

((
g
(
κ2 |k|6 ρ320 + κ1 |k|4 ρ210 + 4Γ |k|2 ρ10ρ220 + Γℓ2ρ10ρ

2
20

d∑
i

k4i

−

√√√√(κ1 |k|4 ρ210 − ρ220

(
κ2 |k|6 ρ20 + ρ10

(
Γℓ2

d∑
i

k4i − 4Γ |k|2
)))

2 + 16Γ2ℓ2ρ210ρ
4
20

( d∑
i

k3i

)2)) 1
2

)] 1
2
}
.

(C27)

4. Derivation of the Hamiltonian represented by the creation and annihilation operators

After diagonalized, the Hamiltonian becomes

H =
1

2 (2π)
d

ˆ
ddkD1 (k)

(
α̂† (k) α̂ (k) + α̂ (−k) α̂† (−k)

)
+D2 (k)

(
β̂† (k) β̂ (k) + β̂ (−k) β̂† (−k)

)
. (C28)
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Because of D1 (k) = D1 (−k), D2 (k) = D2 (−k), we rewrite the Hamiltonian as

H =
1

2 (2π)
d

ˆ
ddkD1 (k)

(
α̂† (k) α̂ (k) + α̂ (k) α̂† (k)

)
+D2 (k)

(
β̂† (k) β̂ (k) + β̂ (k) β̂† (k)

)
=

1

(2π)
d

ˆ
ddkD1 (k) α̂

† (k) α̂ (k) +D2 (k) β̂
† (k) β̂ (k) +

ˆ
ddk

D1 (k) +D2 (k)

2
δ(d) (0)

=
1

(2π)
d

ˆ
ddkD1 (k) α̂

† (k) α̂ (k) +D2 (k) β̂
† (k) β̂ (k) +

Ṽ

(2π)
d

ˆ
ddk

D1 (x) +D2 (k)

2
, (C29)

where Ṽ is the volume of the d-dimensional space, the last term is the vacuum zero point energy. The dispersion relations are

ω1 =D1 (k) , ω2 = D2 (k) . (C30)

Appendix D: The calculation details of correlation functions of Model Series B

From the main text, we have the Bogoliubov transformation from θ̂ and π̂ to the independent modes α̂ and β̂,

ψ (k) =
[
π̂1 (k) π̂2 (k) θ̂1 (k) θ̂2 (k)

]T
= T−1 (k)ϕ (k) = Λ1T

† (k) Λ2ϕ (k)

=

−iT
∗
13 (k) −iT ∗

23 (k) iT ∗
33 (k) iT ∗

43 (k)
−iT ∗

14 (k) −iT ∗
24 (k) iT ∗

34 (k) iT ∗
44 (k)

iT ∗
11 (k) iT ∗

21 (k) −iT ∗
31 (k) −iT ∗

41 (k)
iT ∗

12 (k) iT ∗
22 (k) −iT ∗

32 (k) −iT ∗
42 (k)



α̂ (k)

β̂ (k)
α̂† (−k)

β̂† (−k)

 . (D1)

The two-operator correlation function can be written as

⟨Φ̂1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ =ρ10e−
1
2 ⟨[θ̂1(x)−θ̂1(0)]

2⟩ = ρ10e
⟨θ̂1(x)θ̂1(0)⟩−⟨θ̂21(0)⟩, (D2)

where

⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂1 (0)⟩ =⟨
ˆ
ddkddk′

(2π)
2d

eik·xθ̂1 (k) θ̂1 (k
′)⟩ = ⟨

ˆ
ddkddk′

(2π)
2d

eik·xθ̂1 (k) θ̂
†
1 (−k′)⟩

=

ˆ
ddkddk′

(2π)
2d

eik·x⟨
[
iT ∗

11 (k) α̂ (k) + iT ∗
21 (k) β̂ (k)− iT ∗

31 (k) α̂
† (−k)− iT ∗

41 (k) β̂
† (−k)

]
[
−iT11 (−k′) α̂† (−k′)− iT21 (−k′) β̂† (−k′) + iT31 (−k′) α̂ (k′) + iT41 (−k′) β̂ (k′)

]
⟩. (D3)

For the expectation value of the creation and annihilation operators in the ground state, we have

⟨α̂ (k′) α̂ (k)⟩ = ⟨β̂ (k′) β̂ (k)⟩ = ⟨α̂† (−k′) α̂ (k)⟩ = ⟨β̂† (−k′) β̂ (k)⟩ = 0, (D4)

⟨α̂ (k) α̂† (−k′)⟩ = ⟨β̂ (k) β̂† (−k′)⟩ = (2π)
d
δ(d) (k+ k′) . (D5)

Then we can obtain the correlation function,

⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂1 (0)⟩ =
ˆ

ddk

(2π)
d
eik·x

(
|T11 (k)|2 + |T21 (k)|2

)
. (D6)

Similarly, we can get

⟨θ̂2 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩ =
ˆ

ddk

(2π)
d
eik·x

(
|T12 (k)|2 + |T22 (k)|2

)
. (D7)

Therefore, to calculate correlation functions, we need to calculate |T11 (k)|2, |T21 (k)|2, |T12 (k)|2, and |T22 (k)|2 in different
spatial dimensions.
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1. One spatial dimension

In one spatial dimension, the dispersion relations are

ω1 ≈
√
4gΓρ10ρ220 |k| , ω2 ≈

√
κ2gρ320 +

κ1gρ210ℓ
2

4
|k|3 (D8)

We can approximate these four terms,

|T11 (k)|2 ≈
√
gΓρ10

4Γρ10ρ20

1

|k|
=

1

c11 |k|
, |T12 (k)|2 ≈

√
gΓρ10ℓ

2

16Γρ10ρ20
|k| = |k|

c12
,

|T21 (k)|2 ≈
√
gℓ2

4
√
κ1ρ210ℓ

2 + 4κ2ρ320

1

|k|
=

1

c21 |k|
, |T22 (k)|2 ≈

√
g√

κ1ρ210ℓ
2 + 4κ2ρ320

1

|k|3
=

1

c22 |k|3
. (D9)

The correlation function of θ̂1 is

⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂1 (0)⟩ =
ˆ

dk

2π
eikx

(
1

c11 |k|
+

1

c21 |k|

)
=

1

2π

(
1

c11
+

1

c21

)ˆ
dk
eikx

|k|

=
1

2π

(
1

c11
+

1

c21

)(ˆ − 2π
L

−∞
dk
eikx

−k
+

ˆ ∞

2π
L

dk
eikx

k

)
. (D10)

Considering L > 0, x > 0, we have the two integrals

ˆ − 2π
L

−∞
dk
eikx

−k
+

ˆ ∞

2π
L

eikx

k
= Γ

(
0,−2iπx

L

)
+ Γ

(
0,

2iπx

L

)
L→∞
= −2

(
γ + ln

(
2πx

L

))
, (D11)

where γ is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. Then, we can get the correlation functions,

⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂1 (0)⟩
L→∞
=

1

2π

(
1

c11
+

1

c21

)(
−2

(
γ + ln

(
2π |x|
L

)))
=
c11 + c21
πc11c21

(
−γ + ln

L

2π |x|

)
. (D12)

To get ⟨θ̂21 (0)⟩ = limx→0⟨θ1 (x) θa (0)⟩, we just need to replace |x| by ξc. ξc is the coherence length,

⟨θ̂21 (0)⟩ = ⟨θ̂1 (ξc) θ̂1 (0)⟩ =
c11 + c21
πc11c21

(
−γ + ln

L

2πξc

)
. (D13)

Then, we obtain the correlation function ⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩,

⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ =ρ10e⟨θ̂1(x)θ̂1(0)⟩−⟨θ̂21(0)⟩ = ρ10

(
|x|
ξc

)− c11+c21
πc11c21

. (D14)

The correlation function ⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ is a power-law decay. The correlation function of θ̂2 is

⟨θ̂2 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩ =
ˆ

dk

2π
eikx

(
|k|
c12

+
1

c22 |k|3

)
=

1

2πc12

ˆ
dkeikx |k|+ 1

2πc22

ˆ
dk
eikx

|k|3
. (D15)

Here we calculate the these integrals separately,

ˆ 2π
ξc

− 2π
ξc

dkeikx |k| =
4π |x| sin

(
2π|x|
ξc

)
− 4ξc sin

2
(
π|x|
ξc

)
|x|2 ξc

, (D16)

ˆ ∞

2π
L

dk
eikx

|k|3
+

ˆ − 2π
L

−∞
dk
eikx

|k|3
L→∞
=

L2

4π2
+

|x|2

2

(
−3 + 2γ + 2 ln

(
2π |x|
L

))
. (D17)
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Then, we obtain the correlation functions ⟨θ̂2 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩ and ⟨θ̂22 (0)⟩,

⟨θ̂2 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩ =
ˆ

dk

2π
eikx

(
|k|
c12

+
1

c22 |k|3

)
=

1

2πc12

ˆ
dkeikx |k|+ 1

2πc22

ˆ
dk
eikx

|k|3

=
1

2πc12

4π |x| sin
(

2π|x|
ξc

)
− 4ξc sin

2
(
π|x|
ξc

)
|x|2 ξc

+
1

2πc22

(
L2

4π2
+

|x|2

2

(
−3 + 2γ + 2 ln

(
2π |x|
L

)))
,

(D18)

⟨θ̂22 (0)⟩ =
ˆ

dk

2π

(
|k|
c12

+
1

c22 |k|3

)
=

ˆ 2π
ξc

− 2π
ξc

dk |k|+
ˆ ∞

2π
L

dk
1

|k|3
+

ˆ − 2π
L

−∞
dk

1

|k|3
=

1

2πc12

4π2

ξ2c
+

1

2πc22

L2

4π2
. (D19)

Then, we obtain the correlation function ⟨Φ̂†
2 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩,

⟨Φ̂†
2 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ =ρ20e⟨θ̂2(x)θ̂2(0)⟩−⟨θ̂2(0)⟩ → 0. (D20)

The correlation function ⟨Φ̂†
2 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ decays exponentially with |x|2. The correlation function ⟨Φ̂†

1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ is a power-law
decay. Model Series B does not break the charge symmetry and is algebraically ordered in one spatial dimension.

2. Two spatial dimensions

In two spatial dimensions, we set k1 = |k| cos θ, and k2 = |k| sin θ, for |k| ≥ 0, 0 ≤ θ < 2π. Then, we can get the dispersion
relations,

ω1 ≈
√
4gΓρ10ρ220 |k| , (D21)

ω2 ≈



1

2
ρ20ℓ |sin 2θ|

√
gρ10Γ (1− sin 2θ) |k|2

(
θ ̸= 0,

π

4
,
π

2
,
3π

4
, π,

5π

4
,
3π

2
,
7π

4

)
√
κ2gρ320 +

κ1gρ210ℓ
2

4
|k|3

(
θ = 0,

π

2
, π,

3π

2

)
√
κ2gρ320 +

κ1gρ210ℓ
2

8
|k|3

(
θ =

π

4
,
3π

4
,
5π

4
,
7π

4

) (D22)

In two spatial dimensions, the dispersion relations are anisotropic. The same is true for the two terms |T21 (k)|2 and |T22 (k)|2,

|T11 (k)|2 ≈
√
gΓρ10

4Γρ10ρ20

1

|k|
, |T12 (k)|2 ≈

√
gΓρ10ℓ

2
(
cos3 θ + sin3 θ

)2
16Γρ10ρ20

|k| , (D23)

|T21 (k)|2



≈
√
gΓρ10ℓ

(
3 cos θ + cos 3θ + 4 sin3 θ

)2
64Γρ10ρ20 |sin 2θ|

√
1− sin 2θ

(
θ ̸= 0,

π

4
,
π

2
,
3π

4
, π,

5π

4
,
3π

2
,
7π

4

)
≈

√
gℓ2

4
√
κ1ρ210ℓ

2 + 4κ2ρ320

1

|k|

(
θ = 0,

π

2
, π,

3π

2

)
≈

√
gℓ2

4
√
2
√
κ1ρ210ℓ

2 + 8κ2ρ320

1

|k|

(
θ =

π

4
,
5π

4

)
=0

(
θ =

3π

4
,
7π

4

)
, (D24)
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|T22 (k)|2



≈
√
gΓρ10

Γℓρ10ρ20
√
1− sin 2θ |sin 2θ| |k|2

(
θ ̸= 0,

π

4
,
π

2
,
3π

4
, π,

5π

4
,
3π

2
,
7π

4

)
≈

√
g√

κ1ρ210ℓ
2 + 4κ2ρ320

1

|k|3

(
θ = 0,

π

2
, π,

3π

2

)
≈

√
2g√

κ1ρ210ℓ
2 + 8κ2ρ320

1

|k|3

(
θ =

π

4
,
5π

4

)
=0

(
θ =

3π

4
,
7π

4

)
. (D25)

In the long-wave length limit, to simplify the calculation, we can always choose the lowest order to give a rough approximation,

|T11 (k)|2 ≈ 1

c11 |k|
, |T12 (k)|2 ≲

|k|
c12

, |T21 (k)|2 ≲
1

c21 |k|
, |T22 (k)|2 ≲

1

c22 |k|3
, (D26)

where c11 = 4Γρ10ρ20√
gΓρ10

, c12 = 16Γρ10ρ20√
gΓρ10ℓ2

, c21 =
4
√
κ1ρ210ℓ

2+4κ2ρ320√
gℓ2 , c22 =

√
κ1ρ210ℓ

2+8κ2ρ320√
2g

.
Following this rough approximation, if the calculation results show that there is a spontaneous breaking of charge symmetry,

there must be, but not the opposite. With the above approximation, we can compute correlation functions,

⟨θ̂1 (x) θ̂1 (0)⟩ =
ˆ
kdkdθ̂

(2π)
2 e

ik|x| cos θ
(

1

c11k
+

1

c21k

)
=

c11 + c21
4π2c11c21

ˆ
dkdθeik|x| cos θ =

c11 + c21
2πc11c21 |x|

. (D27)

To get ⟨θ̂21 (0)⟩ = lim|x|→0⟨θ1 (x) θa (0)⟩, we just need to replace |x| by ξc. ξc is the coherence length,

⟨θ̂21 (0)⟩ = ⟨θ̂1 (ξc) θ̂1 (0)⟩ =
c11 + c21
2πc11c21ξc

. (D28)

Then, we can calculate the correlation function ⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩,

⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ =ρ10e⟨θ̂1(x)θ̂1(0)⟩−⟨θ̂21(0)⟩ |x|→∞

= ρ10e
− c11+c21

2πc11c21ξc . (D29)

The correlation function of θ̂2 is

⟨θ̂2 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩ =
ˆ
kdkdθ

(2π)
2 e

ik|x| cos θ
(
k

c12
+

1

c22k3

)
=

1

4π2c12

ˆ
dkdθeik|x| cos θk2 +

1

4π2c22

ˆ
dkdθeik|x| cos θ

1

k2
.

(D30)

Here we compute the two integrals separately.

1

4π2c12

ˆ
dkdθeik|x| cos θk2 =

1

4π2c12

ˆ 2π
ξc

0

2πJ0 (k |x|) k2

=
1

4π2c12

2π3
[
J1

(
2π|x|
ξc

)(
4 |x| − ξcH0

(
2π|x|
ξc

))
+ ξcJ0

(
2π|x|
ξc

)
H1

(
2π|x|
ξc

)]
|x|2 ξ2c

|x|→∞
= 0 (D31)

where Ja (z) is the Bessel function of the first kind, and Hn (z) is the Struve function.

1

4π2c22

ˆ
dkdθeik|x| cos θ

1

k2
=

1

4π2c22

ˆ ∞

2π
L

2πJ0 (k |k|)
k2

L→∞
=

1

4π2c22
(L− 2π |x|) (D32)

Then, we can get

⟨θ̂2 (x) θ̂2 (0)⟩
L→∞, |x|→∞

=
1

4π2c22
(L− 2π |x|) . (D33)

We can also calculate ⟨θ̂22 (0)⟩,

⟨θ̂22 (0)⟩ =
1

4π2c12

ˆ 2π
ξc

0

dk

ˆ 2π

0

dθk2 +
1

4π2c22

ˆ ∞

2π
L

dk

ˆ 2π

0

dθ
1

k2
=

4π2

3c12ξ3c
+

L

4π2c22
. (D34)
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Then, we can calculate the correlation function ⟨Φ̂†
2 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩,

⟨Φ̂†
2 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ =ρ20e⟨θ̂2(x)θ̂2(0)⟩−⟨θ̂22(0)⟩ |x|→∞

= ρ20e
− 4π2

3c12ξ3c
− |x|

2πc22
|x|→∞
= 0. (D35)

According to the results of the above analytical calculation, the correlation function ⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ saturates to a constant and

⟨Φ̂†
2 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ is a power-law decay when |x| → ∞. We can test these results numerically. By setting κ1 = 1, κ2 = 1, Γ = 1,

g = 1, ρ10 = 1, ρ20 = 1, ℓ = 1, ξc = 2π, 2π
ξc

= 1, |x| ∼ 1010, L ∼ 1020, we can calculate the correlation function by using the

numerical methods. Firstly, we can calculate ⟨Φ̂†
1

(
1010, 0

)
Φ̂1 (0)⟩ numerically. For the integrals, we have

ˆ 1

0

dk

ˆ 2π

0

dθ |T11 (k)|2 kei10
10k cos θ −

ˆ 1

0

dk

ˆ 2π

0

dθ |T11 (k)|2 k ≈
(
5.90× 10−13 + 8.41× 10−16i

)
− 1.42 ≈ −1.42,

(D36)

ˆ 1

0

dk

ˆ 2π

0

dθ |T21 (k)|2 kei10
10k cos θ −

ˆ 1

0

dk

ˆ 2π

0

dθ |T21 (k)|2 k ≈
(
−5.23× 10−4 − 6.08× 10−4i

)
− 0.351 ≈ −0.351.

(D37)

Then, we obtain the result,

⟨Φ̂†
1

(
1010, 0

)
Φ̂1 (0)⟩ ≈e

1
(2π)2

(−1.42−0.351) ≈ 0.956. (D38)

From this we can believe that ⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ saturates to a constant when |x| → ∞. We can also calculate the correlation

function Φ̂†
2

(
1010, 0

)
Φ̂2 (0). For the integrals, we have

ˆ 1

0

dk

ˆ 2π

0

dθ |T12 (k)|2 kei10
10k cos θ −

ˆ 1

0

dk

ˆ 2π

0

dθ |T12 (k)|2 k ≈
(
2.34× 10−4 + 3.56× 10−4i

)
− 0.0623 ≈ −0.0623,

(D39)

ˆ 1

10−20

dk

ˆ 2π

0

dθ |T22 (k)|2 k
(
ei10

10k cos θ − 1
)
≈ −874− 10.9i ≈ −874, (D40)

⟨Φ̂†
2

(
1010, 0

)
Φ̂2 (0)⟩ ≈e

1
(2π)2

(−874) ≈ 2.43× 10−10. (D41)

From this we can know that ⟨Φ̂†
2 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ do not saturate to a constant when |x| → ∞. The correlation function

⟨Φ̂†
2 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ is shown in Fig. 2(a) below. The figure shows that the correlation function ⟨Φ̂†

2 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ decays power-
law. Since the correlation function ⟨Φ̂†

1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ decays in a power law when Γ is 0, the value of Γ affects the value of the
correlation function. We can also give the dependence of the correlation function ⟨Φ̂†

1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ on Γ, see the blue line of Fig.
2(b). The constant behavior of the correlation function ⟨Φ̂†

1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ shows the spontaneous breaking of the charge symmetry
U (1)1,C of bosons of species 1. Model Series B has a true ODLRO in two spatial dimensions.

3. Three spatial dimensions

In three spatial dimensions, we set k1 = |k| cos θ sinψ, k2 = |k| sin θ sinψ, k3 = |k| cosψ. Due to the large error in the
analytical approximation of the 3D results, we directly use numerical methods to calculate the correlation functions,

ˆ 1

0

dk

ˆ 2π

0

dθ

ˆ π

0

dψ |T11 (k)|2 k2 sinψei10
10k cos θ sinψ −

ˆ 1

0

dk

ˆ 2π

0

dθ

ˆ π

0

dψ |T11 (k)|2 k2 sinψ

≈ (−0.0239 + 0.0113i)− 1.39 ≈ −1.41, (D42)

ˆ 1

0

dk

ˆ 2π

0

dθ

ˆ π

0

dψ |T21 (k)|2 k2 sinψei10
10k cos θ sinψ −

ˆ 1

0

dk

ˆ 2π

0

dθ

ˆ π

0

dψ |T21 (k)|2 k2 sinψ

≈
(
−9.34× 10−4 − 9.71× 10−4

)
− 0.258 ≈ −0.258. (D43)
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From the above results, we can obtain the correlation function ⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩,

⟨Φ̂†
1

(
1010, 0, 0

)
Φ̂1 (0)⟩ ≈e

1
(2π)3

(−1.41−0.258) ≈ 0.993. (D44)

From this we can believe that ⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ saturates to a constant when |x| → ∞.

ˆ 1

0

dk

ˆ 2π

0

dθ

ˆ π

0

dψ |T12 (k)|2 k2 sinψei10
10k cos θ sinψ −

ˆ 1

0

dk

ˆ 2π

0

dθ

ˆ π

0

dψ |T12 (k)|2 k2 sinψ

≈
(
1.05× 10−3 + 6.24× 10−5i

)
− 0.0654 ≈ −0.064, (D45)

ˆ 1

10−20

dk

ˆ 2π

0

dθ

ˆ π

0

dψ |T22 (k)|2 k2 sinψ
(
ei10

10k cos θ sinψ − 1
)
≈ −11.6, (D46)

⟨Φ̂†
2

(
1010, 0, 0

)
Φ̂2 (0)⟩ ≈e

1
(2π)3

(−0.064−11.6) ≈ 0.954. (D47)

From this we can believe that ⟨Φ̂†
2 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ saturates to a constant when |x| → ∞. We can also give the dependence of the

correlation function ⟨Φ̂†
2 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ on Γ, see the orange line of Fig. 2(b). The constant behaviors of the correlation functions

⟨Φ̂†
1 (x) Φ̂1 (0)⟩ and ⟨Φ̂†

2 (x) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ shows the spontaneous breaking of charge symmetry U (1)1,C and U (1)2,C . This system
has a true ODLRO in three spatial dimensions.

Fig. 2. Results obtained by numerical calculations. Fig. 2(a) shows the graph of the correlation function ⟨Φ̂†
2 (x, 0) Φ̂2 (0)⟩ decaying with

increasing x in two spatial dimensions. In Fig. 2(b), the blue line shows the variation of correlation function ⟨Φ̂†
1

(
1010, 0

)
Φ̂1 (0)⟩ with

increasing Γ in two spatial dimensions, and the orange line shows the variation of correlation function ⟨Φ̂†
2

(
1010, 0, 0

)
Φ̂2 (0)⟩ with increasing

Γ in three spatial dimensions.

Appendix E: Mean field theory of Lattice Model Series A

According to Ref. [59], we can also give the mean field theory of Lattice Model Series A. We define the operators of dipoles,

d̂ia,j = b̂†a,j+x̂i
b̂a,j. (E1)

Then, the hopping terms can be written as:

Hhop =

2∑
a

[∑
i,i,j

−t(ij)a

(
d̂ia,i

)†
d̂ia,i+x̂j

+

2∑
b ̸=a

∑
i,i

−t(i)ab
(
d̂ia,i

)†
d̂ib,i

]
+ h.c.

=−
2∑
a,b

∑
i,j,i

(
d̂ia,i

)†
Aab,i

ij d̂ib,j, (E2)
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where [
Aab,i

]
ij
=
∑
j

(
δi,j+x̂j

+ δi,j−x̂j

)
t(ij)a δab + δi,jt

(i)
ab (1− δa,b) . (E3)

We introduce a parameter Ψa,i as

Ψa,i =

2∑
b

∑
j

Aab,i
ij ⟨d̂ib,j⟩ = sumj⟨d̂ia,i−x̂j

+ d̂ia,i+x̂j
⟩t(ij)a +

2∑
b ̸=a

⟨d̂ib,i⟩t
(i)
ab . (E4)

By mean-field approximation, we can obtain

Hhop ≈−
2∑
a

∑
i,i

[
Ψa,i

(
d̂ia,i

)†
+ Ψ∗

a,id̂
i
a,i +

|Ψa,i|2

2
∑
j t

(ij)
a +

∑2
b̸=a t

(i)
ab

]
. (E5)

We consider the co-ordination number in the square lattices, and set t(ij)a = t1, t(i)ab = t2, which mean the coefficients of the
hopping terms for the same species and different species respectively. The hopping terms become

Hhop =−
2∑
a

∑
i,i

[
Ψa,i

(
d̂ia,i

)†
+ Ψ∗

a,id̂
i
a,i +

|Ψa,i|2

2dt1 + t2

]
. (E6)

After the mean-field approach, the Hamiltonian becomes

H =
∑
i

[
h
(0)
i +

2∑
a

∑
i

(
Ψa,i

(
d̂ia,i

)†
+ Ψ∗

a,id̂
i
a,i

)]
, (E7)

where

h
(0)
i =

2∑
a

[
−µan̂a,i +

U

2
n̂a,i (n̂a,i − 1) +

∑
i

|Ψa,i|2

2dt1 + t2

]
. (E8)

For simplicity, we set µa = µ. Considering the energy of site i and one of its nearest neighbour and the filling numbers of bosons
of species 1 and 2 are n,

E
(0)
a,(n,n) =⟨n, n|

(
h
(0)
a,i + h

(0)
a,i+x̂i

)
|n, n⟩ = 2

[
µn+

U

2
n (n− 1) +

∑
i

|Ψa,i|2

2dt1 + t2

]
. (E9)

The expression for the second-order energy is given by

E
(2)
a,(n,n) =

∑
x

|Ψa,i|2
∑

(m,m′ )̸=(n,n)

∣∣∣∣⟨n, n|(d̂ia,i)† + d̂ia,i|m,m′⟩
∣∣∣∣2

E
(0)
a,(m,m′) − E

(0)
a,(n,n)

. (E10)

According to the operator d̂ia,i = b̂a,ib̂
†
a,i+x̂i

, we just need (m,m′) = (n − 1, n + 1) or (n + 1, n − 1). We can calculate

E
(0)
a,(n−1,n+1) and E(0)

a,(n+1,n−1).

E
(0)
a,(n−1,n+1) = E

(0)
a,(n+1,n−1) = −µ (n+ 1) +

U

2
(n+ 1)n− µ (n− 1) +

U

2
(n− 1) (n− 2) = E

(0)
a,(n,n) + U (E11)

Then, we can obtain the second-order energy,

E
(2)
a,(n,n) =

∑
i

|Ψa,i|2


∣∣∣⟨n, n|b̂†a,ib̂a,i+x̂i + b̂a,ib̂

†
a,i+x̂i

|n− 1, n+ 1⟩
∣∣∣2

E
(0)
a,(n−1,n+1) − E

(0)
a,(n,n)

+

∣∣∣⟨n, n|b̂†a,ib̂a,i+x̂i + b̂a,ib̂
†
a,i+x̂i

|n+ 1, n− 1⟩
∣∣∣2

E
(0)
a,(n+1,n−1) − E

(0)
a,(n,n)


=
∑
x

|Ψa,i|2
2n (n+ 1)

U
. (E12)
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As the Landau formalism, we can give E =
∑2
a

∑
i

[
constant +R |Ψa,i|2 +W |Ψa,i|4 + . . .

]
. From

E
(0)

a,(n,n)

2 and E(2)
a,(n,n), the

coefficient R is

R =
1

2dt1 + t2
− 2n (n+ 1)

U
. (E13)

R = 0 is the critical point. At R > 0, this system is under the Mott insulator phase, while at R < 0, the condensation occurs. In
the coefficient R, the coupling coefficient t2 plays a similar role as t1. It is worth mentioning that if we set t1 = 0, t2 > 0 and
set d̂′ij = b̂†a,jb̂b,j where b ̸= a, we can still obtain similar results with mean-field theory. This implies condensates with a variety
of particle-hole bound states in this system as long as t2 > 0. This phase is called multi-dipole condensate phase.

As t1, t2 increases, the bosons firstly form particle-hole bound states, and these bound states condense firstly. Here, a hole of
a species of bosons means that the number of the species of bosons in a lattice is lower than the average number. As (2dt1 + t2)
tends to infinity, single bosons condense, that is, the HFS phase.

Appendix F: Derivation of Lattice Model A in a tilted lattice

In a microscopic Hamiltonian with two species of bosons in a tilted optical lattice chain, a U ′ term Hubbard term between
different species is included:

Htilted =− t
∑
a,i

(
b̂†a,ib̂a,i+1 + h.c.

)
− µ

∑
a,i

n̂a,i +
U

2

∑
a,i

n̂a,i (n̂a,i − 1) + U ′
∑
i

n̂1,in̂2,i + V
∑
a,i

in̂a,i

≡Ht +HU +HV . (F1)

In the limit V ≫ t , U , U ′, we use a Nakajima transformation eSHe−S = H + [S,H] + 1
2 [S, [S,H]] + · · · , where S is

anti-Hermitian. We take S =
∑∞
n=1 Sn, where Sn is order n in t/V , U/V , and U ′/V . In this derivation, we need a effective

Hamiltonian to third order, and thus we can set Sn to 0 for n ≥ 4. Then, the effective Hamiltonian becomes

Heff = HV +Ht +HU + [S1, HV ] + [S1, HU ] + [S1, Ht] + [S2, HV ] + [S2, HU ] + [S2, Ht] + [S3, HV ]

+
1

2
[S1, [S1, HV ]] +

1

2
[S1, [S1, HU ]] +

1

2
[S1, [S1, Ht]] +

1

2
[S1, [S2, HV ]] +

1

2
[S2, [S1, HV ]] +

1

6
[S1, [S1, [S1, HV ]]] (F2)

Firstly, we need [S1, HV ] +Ht = 0, and we can get: S1 = t
V

∑
a,i

(
b̂†a,ib̂a,i+1 − h.c.

)
, and we have

[S1, HV ] = −Ht , [S1, Ht] = 0 (F3)

[S1, HU ] =
t0U

2V

∑
a,i

{n̂a,i, (b̂†a,i−1b̂a,i − b̂†a,ib̂a,i+1 + h.c.)}+ t0U
′

V

∑
a ̸=b ,i

(b̂†a,i−1b̂a,i − b̂†a,ib̂a,i+1 + h.c.)n̂b,i . (F4)

Plugging Eq. (F3) into the effective Hamiltonian, we obtain

Heff =HV +HU + [S1, HU ] + [S2, HV ] + [S2, HU ] +
1

2
[S2, Ht] + [S3, HV ] +

1

2
[S1, [S1, HU ]] +

1

2
[S1, [S2, HV ]] . (F5)

Then we require S2 to satisfy [S2, HV ] + [S1, HU ] = 0. S2 is given by:

S2 =− t0U

2V 2

∑
a,i

{n̂a,i, (b̂†a,i−1b̂a,i − b̂†a,ib̂a,i+1 − h.c.)} − t0U
′

V 2

∑
a ̸=b ,i

(b̂†a,i−1b̂a,i − b̂†a,ib̂a,i+1 − h.c.)n̂b,i . (F6)

And thus, the effective Hamiltonian becomes Heff = HV + HU + [S2, HU ] +
1
2 [S2, Ht] + [S3, HV ] . To third order, we need

[S3, HV ] to cancel the terms in [S2, HU ]+
1
2 [S2, Ht] which do not conserve the total dipole moment. Here we define a projection

operator P which projects onto total dipole-conserving terms, and we have

[S2, HU ] +
1

2
[S2, Ht] + [S3, HV ] = P ([S2, HU ] +

1

2
[S2, Ht])P =

1

2
P [S2, Ht]P

=
∑
a,i

(−2t20U

V 2
n̂2a,i +

4t20U

V 2
n̂a,in̂a,i+1) + (− t

2U

V 2
b̂a,i(b̂

†
a,i+1)

2b̂a,i+2 + h.c.)

+
∑
a ̸=b ,i

(−2t20U
′

V 2
n̂a,in̂b,i +

2t20U
′

V 2
n̂a,in̂b,i+1) + (

t2U ′

V 2
b̂†a,ib̂a,i+1b̂b,i+1b̂

†
b,i+2 −

t2U ′

V 2
b̂†a,ib̂a,i+1b̂b,ib̂

†
b,i+1 + h.c.) (F7)
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At last, the effective Hamiltonian is

Heff =
∑
a,i

(− t
2U

V 2
b̂a,i(b̂

†
a,i+1)

2b̂a,i+2 + h.c.) +
∑
a̸=b ,i

(
t2U ′

V 2
b̂†a,ib̂a,i+1b̂b,i+1b̂

†
b,i+2 −

t2U ′

V 2
b̂†a,ib̂a,i+1b̂b,ib̂

†
b,i+1 + h.c.)

+
∑
a,i

(−µ− U

2
+ V i)n̂a,i +

∑
a,i

(
U

2
− 2t20U

V 2
)n̂2a,i +

4t20U

V 2
n̂a,in̂a,i+1 +

∑
a̸=b ,i

((
U ′

2
− 2t20U

′

V 2
)n̂a,in̂b,i +

2t20U
′

V 2
n̂a,in̂b,i+1)

(F8)

After the above derivation, we obtain effective hopping terms with the conservation of the total dipole moments on the tilted
optical lattice.
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