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We present an efficient method for dissipatively preparing a Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC)
directly on a lattice, avoiding the need for a two-staged preparation procedure currently used in
ultracold-atom platforms. Our protocol is based on driving the lattice-subsystem into a non-equi-
librium steady state, which we show to exhibit a lattice analog of a true BEC, where the depletion
can be controlled via the dissipation strength. Furthermore, exploiting a symmetry-based Mpemba
effect, we analytically identify a class of simple, experimentally-realizable states that converge ex-
ponentially faster to the steady state than typical random initializations. We also show how to
tune the momentum of the created high-fidelity BEC by combining superfluid immersion with lat-
tice shaking. Our theoretical predictions are confirmed by numerical simulations of the dissipative
dynamics, quantitatively assessing the speedups yielded by our protocol, as well as the fidelities of
the prepared BECs.

Preparing and controlling highly-entangled states is a
central goal of analog quantum simulators based on ultra-
cold atoms in optical lattices. This includes, for instance,
the realization of bosonic [1] and fermionic [2] Mott insu-
lators, topological states [3–5], antiferromagnets [6], and
many-body localized states [7]. Among these various ex-
periments, a common two-stage initialization scheme is
shared. The starting point is typically to prepare a BEC
in a harmonic trap via several cooling stages, which is
subsequently transferred into a shallow optical lattice [8].
To reduce poisoning of the BEC with unwanted excita-
tions and quasi particles, the transfer process needs to be
performed quasi-adiabatically. This constitutes a major
experimental challenge, as it exposes the BEC to particle
loss, decoherence, and heating originating from the ubiq-
uitous presence of environmental channels [9]. Therefore,
it is highly desirable to prepare the BEC directly on the
lattice as quick as possible in order to reduce the exposi-
tion time to the environment.

In this article, we introduce a protocol to overcome
this obstacle. First, we analyze a dissipative driving
protocol [10, 11], and show that its steady state can
be understood as the non-equilibrium lattice analog of
a true BEC exhibiting correlation lengths that are signif-
icantly larger than typical, experimental lattice sizes [12].
Our proposal is based on environment-mediated hop-
pings, which can be implemented via superfluid immer-
sion [13], as illustrated in Fig. 1a. Second, we apply
the quantum Mpemba effect to dissipative state prepa-
ration (DSP) [14] to accelerate the relaxation towards
the steady state. While the Mpemba effect originally re-
ferred to the classical non-equilibrium phenomenon of hot
systems cooling down faster than warm ones [15–17], re-
cently it has been thoroughly investigated in isolated [18–
21] and open [22–27] quantum systems. Yet, open many-
body systems remained elusive so far. Here, we identify a
many-body quantum Mpemba effect generated by a dis-
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FIG. 1. Mpemba-effect-assisted preparation of a Bose-
Einstein condensate (BEC) in an optical lattice. Panel a): A
condensate of interacting bosonic particles can be prepared by
combining coherent hopping with dissipation-mediated tun-
neling via a superfluid environment in which the optical lat-
tice is immersed. Panel b): Adding a complex phase to the
hoppings via lattice shaking (see main text) allows tuning the
momentum of the prepared BEC. Panel c): Based on a sym-
metry argument, we identify a class of product states that
converge exponentially faster to the target BEC.

crete symmetry of the system yielding a class of states
that converge exponentially faster towards a BEC (i.e.,
the steady state), compared to previous schemes [10, 11].
We show that this speedup is realized via experimentally
easily-accessible initial states. This approach even car-
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ries over to the preparation of finite-momentum BECs,
which requires the modulation of the environmentally-
mediated hopping by an additional complex phase via
lattice shaking techniques [28–30], depicted in Fig. 1b.

The quantum Mpemba effect The dynamics of a quan-
tum system weakly coupled to a Markovian (i.e. memo-
ryless) environment obey the Lindblad master equation
[31]

dρ̂

dt
= Lρ̂ = −i[Ĥ, ρ̂] +

∑

l

L̂lρ̂L̂
†
l −

1

2
{L̂†

l L̂l, ρ̂} , (1)

where [·, ·] and {·, ·} indicate the commutator and anti-
commutator, respectively, ρ̂ denotes the system’s density
matrix, Ĥ the Hamiltonian, and the influence of the envi-
ronment is captured by so-called jump operators L̂l. In
the eigenbasis of the Lindbladian superoperator L, the
time evolved-density matrix can be written as [23]

ρ̂(t) = eLtρ̂0 = ρ̂ss +

D2∑

p=2

eλptTr(ρ̂0 l̂p)r̂p . (2)

Here, ρ̂0 is the initial state, λp indicates an eigenvalue of

L, l̂p and r̂p are its corresponding left and right eigen-

modes and D is the dimension of Ĥ. Since all λp have
negative real parts, every term in Eq. (2) decays expo-
nentially in time except for the steady state ρ̂ss, which,
up to normalization, is given by the right eigenmode cor-
responding to the eigenvalue λ1. Let us sort the eigen-
values ascendingly according to the absolute value of
their real part as λ1 = 0 < |Re(λ2)| ≤ |Re(λ3)| ≤ · · · .
At late times, a typical random state will approach the
steady state with an equilibration speed ∝ exp[Re(λ2)t].
Instead, special states that have zero overlap with the
so-called slowest decaying mode l̂2 will equilibrate ex-
ponentially faster, namely as exp[Re(λ3)t]. Given some
distance function D (for instance the L2-norm) and as-
suming that initially the special, fast-equilibrating states
have a larger distance to the steady state ρ̂ss than typical,
random ones, their distance curves w.r.t. ρ̂ss will cross as
a function of time, which is called a Mpemba effect [16]
(as illustrated in Fig. 1c).

Preparing a lattice BEC We consider bosonic parti-
cles in a one dimensional (1D) lattice described by the
Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian

Ĥk0
= −Jσk0

L−1∑

j=1

(
eik0 b̂†j+1b̂j + h.c.

)
+
U

2

L∑

j=1

[
b̂†j
]2[
b̂j
]2
.

(3)

Here, b̂†j (b̂j) creates (annihilates) a boson on site j, L is
the number of sites, J and U represent the hopping am-
plitude and the onsite interaction strength, and we con-
sider open boundary conditions (OBCs). The prefactor
σk0

is 1 for |k0| < π/2 and −1 otherwise, ensuring that
the real part of the hopping amplitude is always negative

for J > 0 (we set the lattice spacing to one). We study
the Markovian dissipative dynamics obeying Eq. (1) and
choose

L̂k0
j =

√
κ(b̂†j+1 + e−ik0 b̂†j)(b̂j+1 − eik0 b̂j) (4)

as jump operators with dissipation strength κ. Up to the
phase factor eik0 , Eqs. (3) and (4) are consistent with the
model proposed in [10, 11]. These jump operators drive
any initial state to a BEC and can be experimentally
realized by immersing the system in a superfluid [13].
Using Bogoliubov theory, we derive the steady states in
each k-sector (see the supplementary information [32]),

which are given by ρ̂kss = e−ĥeff/Teff/Zk, where ĥkeff =

Ek
eff â

†
kâk is an effective single-particle Hamiltonian, and

Teff can be interpreted as the effective temperature. The
system’s steady state can be written as ρ̂ss =

∏
k ρ̂

k
ss.

Expanding Ek
eff in the limit (Un)2

(1+a2)E2
k

≫ 0 with Ek =

εk
√

1 + Un/(1 + a2)εk, the density n = N/L, and a =
2nκ/J , the effective temperature acquires a particularly
simple form, which to the first non-trivial order in the
dissipation strength is given by

Teff =
Un

2
√
1 + (2nκ/J)2

. (5)

Interestingly, in this limit, the effective k-Hamiltonian
also simplifies and reduces to Eq. (3), when replacing the
interaction U → Ũ = U/(1 + a2). Note how dissipation
suppresses the effective repulsive interaction, eventually
generating a maximal condensation in the limit κ/J ≫ 1.
This starkly contrasts the equilibrium case where a true
condensation is forbidden and underlines the non-equi-
librium character of the steady state. In fact, our re-
sults suggest a picture in which lattice bosons scatter
off the immersing BEC, yielding an effective pumping
protocol. As a consequence, the effective temperatures
can be significantly lower than the one of the immers-
ing BEC, and hence, the coherence of the prepared lat-
tice BEC much higher. To illustrate this point, we per-
turbatively evaluated the condensate depletion finding
δ = (N − N0)/N ∼ O((U/κ)2), where N0 denotes the
occupation of the condensate, as well as the two-point

correlation functions ⟨b̂†i b̂j⟩
i−j=L−→ n − O(U/κ)2, which

we denote as a lattice analog of off-diagonal long-range
order [33, 34]. Note that both quantities can be con-
trolled by tuning U/κ. Strikingly, the condensate deple-
tion vanishes as (U/κ)2, which suggests that BECs with
an extremely large condensate fraction can be realized.
Finally, using the phase modulation eik0 , which can be
implemented via lattice shaking [29, 30], i.e. by adding
a fast-oscillating laser field, the mode k0 in which the
particles condensate can be tuned, allowing for the fast
realization of high-quality finite-momentum BECs. We
note that the case k0 = π is particularly simple to real-
ize experimentally since eiπ = −1 implies that both the
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FIG. 2. Simulating the dissipative preparation of a finite-
momentum BEC in a 1D lattice. Panel a): The condensate
depletion as a function of the inverse total particle number N .
The extensive scaling is clearly visible for L = 6 and L = 8,
while for N = 10 larger particle numbers would be required.
The extrapolations to 1/N → 0 (gray lines) were performed
with a third-order polynomial in 1/N . Inset: Momentum
space representation of the eigenvector ψ corresponding to the
eigenvalue N0 of γ for characteristic Lindbladian momenta
k0 = 0 and k0 = π/2 (see Eq. (4)). Panel b): The condensate
depletion as a function of the effective temperature defined in
Eq. (5). All datasets were obtained at unit filling N/L = 1.
Inset: κ-dependence of the depletion. We recover the κ−2

scaling predicted from Bogoliubov theory. In both insets, the
couplings are U = J = 1 with local dimension d = N + 1. In
the upper inset, L = 8 and N = 10, while in the second one
L = 10 and N = 8 were chosen. Except for the second inset,
we always set κ = 2J .

coherent and the incoherent hopping are real and thus
lattice shaking is not required.

Symmetry-adapted initial states A set of fast-converg-
ing initial states can be found without explicitly diago-
nalizing L. For that purpose, we exploit the fact that the
Lindbladian and its unique steady state are invariant un-
der a (discrete) symmetry. We emphasize that here and

in the following, we refer to symmetry transformations on
the vectorized, i.e., doubled, Hilbert space, which should
not be confused with transformations on the physical
Hilbert space only. Specifically, for k0 = 0 the Lind-
bladian constructed from Eqs. (3) and (4) possesses the
same inversion symmetry as the Hamiltonian Eq. (3),
i.e. it is invariant under reflections about the center
of the lattice described by the unitary transformation
Ûinvb̂

†
jÛ

†
inv = b̂†L+1−j [35]. This symmetry decomposes L

into two blocks, corresponding to eigenmodes that trans-
form evenly or oddly under Ûinv. We investigate the uni-
tary part of the Lindbladian H (see Eq. (1)), which in
its vectorized form is given by Ĥ = −iĤ ⊗ 1̂ + 1̂ ⊗ iĤT

[36]. In the supplementary information, [32] we show that
its vectorized eigenstates are adiabatically connected to
those of L using perturbation theory in the limit κ→ 0+.
We furthermore find that the slowest-decaying mode l̂2
always transforms oddly under inversion. An important
consequence of the previous considerations is that any
physically-realizable state that is symmetric under re-
flections about the center of the lattice has zero over-
lap with l̂2 and equilibrates exponentially faster to the
BEC than random initial states. This also includes the
product states

|ψ⟩ = |n1, n2, . . . , nL/2, nL/2, . . . n2, n1⟩ , (6)

where nj indicates the number of particles on
site j. Common examples of states of the type
Eq. (6) include so-called wedding-cake states |ψ⟩ =
|1, 2, . . . , L/2 − 1, L/2, L/2, L/2 − 1, . . . , 2, 1⟩, which can
be readily prepared in harmonic traps. Among such sym-
metric, fast-converging product states, the fastest-con-
verging is the one where all particles are initially located
on the central site(s) [37]. This can be qualitatively un-
derstood from the fact that such a state is connected
to the BEC by a minimal number of hoppings and we
call it the symmetrically-localized (SL) state. Crucially,
the SL state can also be realized experimentally in the
novel hybrid setups combining optical lattices with op-
tical tweezers [38, 39]. However, we want to point out
that all states of the form Eq. (6) exhibit exponential
speedups. Note that the same symmetry arguments can
be applied to higher-dimensional systems, and prelimi-
nary numerical evidence shows that the SL state is the
fastest-converging one also in 2D.

The arguments outlined above directly apply to the
zero momentum case k0 = 0, only. However, Lindbladi-
ans with different characteristic momenta k0 (see Eq. (4))
and their eigenmodes are unitarily connected to one an-
other, as we discuss in the supplementary information
[32].

Simulating the dissipative dynamics To explicitly
study the validity range of the large κ/J-expansion of
the steady state ρ̂ss, and to test the exponentially faster
convergence of the proposed initial states Eq. (6), we
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FIG. 3. Mpemba-speedups in the preparation of BECs.
Panel a): The symmetrically-localized (SL) state (red lines),
where all particles are initially located on the central site(s),
converges exponentially faster to the steady state ρ̂ss than
random initial product states (blue lines). Random states
are generated by distributing N particles on the lattice, sam-
pling the positions from a uniform distribution over the sites.
Line styles indicate different bosonic interaction strengths and
characteristic momenta k0. All calculations were performed
with system parameters L = 10, N = 10, local dimension
d = N + 1, and κ = 2J , and we averaged over 5 product
state realizations. Panel b): The corresponding speedups
S = trandom/tsymmetric as a function of the total particle num-
ber. trandom and tsymmetric are the times at which the L2-
distance from the steady state has dropped below a precision
threshold ϵ = 10−4 for the random and the SL states, respec-
tively.

employ matrix-product state (MPS) techniques to nu-
merically compute the dissipative evolution induced by
Eq. (1) for 1D many-body systems. We represent vector-
ized density matrices as matrix-product states (MPSs)
[40] and vectorized Lindbladians as matrix-product op-
erators (MPOs) [41]. The time evolution is computed
with a variant of the time-dependent variational prin-

ciple (TDVP) [42, 43] tailored for bosonic systems (see
the supplementary information [32] for the details of the
numerical implementation).

First, in Fig. 2 we show the accuracy of the obtained
BECs at different momenta. For this purpose, we com-
pute the condensate depletion δ as the deviation of the
leading eigenvalue N0 of the one-body density matrix γ,
componentwise defined via γij = ⟨b̂†j b̂i⟩, from the max-
imal possible condensate population N . Fig. 2a shows
that the condensate depletion decreases upon increasing
the total particle number N and we find an extensive
scaling δ ∼ O(1/N), in agreement with the Bogoliubov
theory. Noteworthy, extrapolating the condensate deple-
tion as a function of 1/N to the limit N → ∞, we ob-
serve δ → 0 also at finite interaction strengths U/J = 1
(dashed lines). Moreover, the inset indicates that the
eigenvector corresponding to the leading eigenvalue of
γ has almost unit weight at the characteristic momen-
tum of the Lindbladian k0, demonstrating the formation
of a finite-momentum BEC, controlled by k0. Next, in
Fig. 2b, we show that the condensate depletion increases
with the effective temperature Teff. In fact, if we take
a typical value J = 1kHz for ultracold atoms, Fig. 2b
indicates the formation of a condensate with depletion
δ ∼ 0.1 for temperatures of about 10nK. Note that the
inset confirms the validity of our perturbative arguments:
Even for moderate values of the dissipation strength, we
observe the expected scaling of the depletion ∼ (U/κ)2.

Next, we investigate the Mpemba speedups yielded
by our protocol, simulating a lattice loaded with either
the SL state or random product states and different val-
ues of U/J . In Fig. 3a, we compare the equilibration
dynamics towards the BEC. As a distance measure, we
consider the L2-norm D(t) = ∥ρ̂(t) − ρ̂ss∥2, which is the
easiest to compute in the vectorized framework. We find
that the SL state converges exponentially faster than ran-
dom product states for all considered bosonic repulsion
strengths U/J . Taking a more practical perspective, the
actual speedup to achieve a certain condensate fidelity is
the relevant quantity. For that purpose, Fig. 3b shows
the corresponding speedups S relative to a desired L2-dis-
tance ϵ from the steady state ρ̂ss. Notably, the speedups
do not change significantly when varying the system size
or the number of particles. This indicates that similar
speedups can also be achieved for larger system sizes.
Note that due to unitary equivalence, the speedups are
the same for all |k0| < π/2 and for all |k0| ≥ π/2 [32].

Summary/Outlook The initialization process of load-
ing ultracold atoms into optical lattices is a delicate pro-
cedure and its quality mostly determines the possible
subsequent operations. In this work, we studied a model
for dissipatively preparing a finite-momentum BEC with
wave vector k0, directly on the lattice. In the limit of
strong dissipation, we derived an expansion of the steady
state, as well as the corresponding Bogoliubov Hamilto-
nian. Therefrom, we obtained the asymptotic behavior of
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the condensate depletion δ as well as the effective temper-
ature, which we checked against numerical simulations.
Our findings indicate that genuine lattice BECs, which,
on the length scales of the lattice, are indistinguishable
from true long-ranged ordered states, can be prepared
very efficiently with a quadratic scaling of the depletion
in the dissipation strength δ ∼ O((U/κ)2). In order to re-
duce the relaxation time scales towards the steady state,
we proposed an optimized protocol for preparing such
lattice-BECs. For that purpose, we exploit the quan-
tum-Mpemba effect to find fast-converging initial states
exhibiting a particularly simple structure when it comes
to practical realizations. We find that the case of repul-
sive onsite interaction U > 0 with |k0| ≥ π/2 provides the
largest speedups, i.e., ∼ 3× faster than random states, to
reach a fidelity of 10−4 with respect to the steady state,

We believe that our protocol will help to significantly
increase the efficiency of preparing lattice BECs, which
constitutes the standard initialization procedure for all
subsequent adiabatic protocols to generate highly entan-
gled quantum states in optical lattices. Especially the
fact that a so far two-staged loading procedure for the
lattice BEC can be reduced to a single experimental op-
eration, and sped up exponentially by a proper choice of
experimentally easy-to-prepare initial states, promises a
drastic reduction of coherence losses. From a theoreti-
cal point of view, our symmetry-based approach to find
fast-converging initial states is very general and can be
applied to a wide class of open quantum systems. This
circumvents the necessity to diagonalize the generator
and thus paves the way to finding further useful applica-
tions of the quantum Mpemba effect.
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S1. EXPONENTIALLY FASTER CONVERGING
PRODUCT STATES

In this section, we prove that the symmetric states con-
sidered in the main text converge exponentially faster to
the steady state than random states. Here, we first con-
sider the special case of the zero-momentum condensate.
Then, in Section S2 we generalize this result to finite
momenta.

Consider the Bose Hubbard Hamiltonian at k0 = 0

Ĥ = −J
L−1∑

j=1

(
b̂†j+1b̂j + h.c.

)
+
U

2

L∑

j=1

b̂†2j b̂
2
j , (S1)

that we analyzed in the main text. It features a discrete
symmetry that we label inversion symmetry, represented
by the unitary Ûinv with action

Ûinvb̂
†
jÛ

†
inv = b̂†L+1−j . (S2)

In the case of vanishing interaction U = 0, the transfor-
mation

d̂†k =
L∑

j=1

sin kj b̂†j , k(m) =
π

L+ 1
m, m ∈ {1, . . . , L}

(S3)

brings the Hamiltonian into the diagonal form

Ĥ = −J
∑

k

Ekd̂
†
kd̂k, Ek = 2 cos(k) . (S4)

The eigenvectors are constructed by successively adding

particles d̂†k into the system. They are characterized by
a vector n = (n1, n2, . . . , nL), which describes the occu-
pation of each of the modes m,

|n⟩ =
L∏

m=1

(d̂†k(m))
nm

√
nm!

|0⟩ . (S5)

∗ p.westhoff@physik.uni-muenchen.de
† sebastian.paeckel@physik.uni-muenchen.de
‡ moroderm@tcd.ie

The corresponding eigenvalues read

E(n) =
L∑

m=1

Ek(m)nm , (S6)

and obey

Ek(m) = −Ek(L+1−m) . (S7)

Moreover, the eigenvectors are also eigenvectors of the
inversion symmetry Ûinv, and their eigenvalue is alter-
nating, i.e

Ûinvd̂
†
k(m)Û

†
inv = (−1)m−1d̂†k(m) . (S8)

Note that Eq. (S7) stems from the cosine in the eigenval-
ues and Eq. (S8) from properties of the sine. This implies
that

Ûinv |n⟩ = |n⟩
L∏

m=1

(−1)nm(m−1) , (S9)

which reduces calculating the transformation behavior of
a many-body state to counting the number of particles
in each mode and then multiplying all their eigenvalues.

In order to study the Lindbladian, it is necessary to
consider the enlarged, vectorized Hilbert space. The gen-
eral form of the vectorized Lindbladian [1] is given by

L̂ = −iĤ ⊗ 1̂+ 1̂⊗ iĤT

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ĥ

+

∑

l

L̂l ⊗
(
L̂†
l

)T

− 1

2
L̂†
l L̂l ⊗ 1̂− 1

2
1̂⊗

(
L̂†
l L̂l

)T

︸ ︷︷ ︸
D̂

. (S10)

For k0 = 0, the jump operators are

L̂j =
√
κ(b̂†j+1 + b̂†j)(b̂j+1 − b̂j) , (S11)

where κ is the dissipation strength. In the following, we
focus on the unitary part of the Lindbladian Ĥ which
satisfies

Ĥ |n⟩ ⊗ |ñ⟩ = −i
(
E(n)− E(ñ)

)
|n⟩ ⊗ |ñ⟩ . (S12)

For clarity, we will label the quantum number on the
physical lattice kp and on the auxiliary ka. Notice,
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(a)
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FIG. S1. Two states in the eigen-subspace of Ĥ to eigenvalue
−i(Ek(1) − Ek(2)) for an even (panel a) and odd (panel b)
number of sites L. Notice, that both states transform evenly,
easily seen by the transformation behavior of every individ-
ual particle and Eq. (S9). Interestingly, in the odd-L case,
the kL+1/2 mode has energy zero, which leads to a case dis-
tinction between even and odd L in the proofs presented in
this section.

however, that the physical states in this enlarged Hilbert
space have to satisfy the constraint of equal total
particle number on both the physical and auxiliary
lattices. Thus, eigenvectors obey ∥n∥1 = ∥ñ∥1. The
generalization of the inversion symmetry to the vector-
ized space reads Ûinv = Ûinv ⊗ Û∗

inv. We depict examples
of even and odd vectorized states in Fig. S1. With
these preliminary considerations at hand, we can prove
the following important observation about a certain
eigenspace of Ĥ.

1. Theorem: Let |ψ⟩⟩ be an eigenstate of Ĥ to
eigenvalue −i(Ek(1) − Ek(2)). Then it transforms oddly

under inversion, that is Ûinv|ψ⟩⟩ = −|ψ⟩⟩.

If this theorem is proven, we know that symmetric
states do not have any overlap with this subspace.

Proof of 1 : We may take a general ket in the subspace
with eigenvalue −i(Ek(1) − Ek(2)), characterized by n
and ñ. This eigenvalue can only be obtained if all but
two particles contribute a sum of 0 to the eigenvalue,
while the remaining two have exactly the eigenvalue
of interest (see Eq. (S12)). Thus, we can reduce to
the case with two physical and two auxiliary particles,
but additionally we need to prove, that states with

eigenvalue 0 transform evenly (proven in theorem 2).
Lets first focus on the former.
For two particles (that means two physical and two
auxiliary ones), two particles need to create the energy
difference. Consequently, the possible fillings are: kp(1)
and kp(L − 1); ka(L) and ka(2); kp(1) and ka(2);
kp(L− 1) and ka(L) (the last two stem from the special
symmetry of the dispersion relation). In the case of even
L, the first two transform evenly, the last two oddly. For
odd L, all transform oddly. The two remaining particles
combined need to have energy 0. If this is achieved by
one particle on the physical and one on the auxiliary
lattice, the two particles need to occupy ka(m) and
kp(m), and thus transform evenly. If they both sit in one
lattice, they need to occupy kr/a(m) and kr/a(L+1−m)
and together transform oddly in the case of even L, and
evenly for odd L. In total, all possibilities transform
oddly according to Eq. (S9).

To conclude the proof, we need the following theorem.

2. Theorem: Let |ψ⟩⟩ be an eigenstate of Ĥ to
eigenvalue 0. Then it transforms evenly under inversion,
that is, Ûinv|ψ⟩⟩ = |ψ⟩⟩.

Proof of 2 : We will first reduce the general particle
number case to the case with one or two particles. The
eigenvalue can be rewritten as

E(n)− E(ñ) =

⌊L
2 ⌋∑

m=1

(
nm − ñm − nL+1−m + ñL+1−m

)
Ek(m) .

(S13)

The left side vanishes under the condition

nm−ñm−nL+1−m+ñL+1−m = 0, ∀m ≤
⌊L
2

⌋
. (S14)

Only in the case of odd L there is the subtlety that
nL+1/2 − ñL+1/2 might be nonzero, as EL+1/2 = 0 already.
From now on, the k-sites m and L + 1 − m on the
physical and auxiliary lattice together will be called
m-th sector. In each of the sectors, the constraints must
be fulfilled (with the exception of the L+1/2, which we
will refer to as zero-sector).
This also entails an even number of particles in each
sector. Since the energies are incommensurable, there
always exist two particles that contribute a combined
eigenvalue of 0. So, either one is on the physical lattice
and one on the auxiliary lattice, or both are on the same
lattice. In the latter case, we also need two particles
on the other lattice that have eigenvalue zero. Taking
away these 2 or 4 particles, we end up with a physical
state with N − 1 or N − 2 particles that have the same
eigenvalue. The 2 or 4 particles taken out also had
eigenvalue 0, so by lemma 3 below, it transforms evenly.
Doing this successively until no particles are left, the
problem is reduced to the two and one-particle case,
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which is the content of the next Lemma.

3. Lemma: Theorem 2 holds in the case of one and
two (physical) particles.

Proof of 3 : We will make a case distinction between
even and odd numbers of sites L. Starting with an even
number of sites and one (physical) particle, to fulfill the
subspace constraint, the physical and the auxiliary par-
ticle need to sit in the same sector, denoted by m. It
reads

nm + ñL+1−m = nL+1−m + ñm = 1 , (S15)

giving the possibilities nm = ñm = 1 or nL+1−m =
ñL+1−m = 1, and both possible configurations transform
evenly.
For two physical particles, there are more possible fill-
ings. Either all 4 particles (2 physical and 2 auxiliary)
are loaded in one sector, or two sectors are filled with
two particles each. In the former case, the subspace con-
straint enforces

nm + ñL+1−m = nL+1−m + ñm = 2 (S16)

for one sector m, which gives rise to the fillings nm =
ñm = 2, nL+1−m + ñL+1−m = 2, nm = ñm = nL+1−m =
ñL+1−m = 1, all transforming evenly. Next, there is
also the possibility of just two particles sitting in the
same subspace. Now, there are two subcases: First, in
each of the filled sectors, one physical and one auxiliary
particle is placed, or two physical particles are placed in
one sector and two auxiliary particles in the other. The
first case is just two times the one particle case discussed
above, and thus, it gives rise to even states. The second
case however is different; if the two occupied sectors are
labeled by m and r, the constraint translates to

nm = nL+1−m = 1, ñr = ñL+1−r = 1 , (S17)

which also transforms evenly. This concludes the
discussion in the case of an even number of sites.
For odd L, the case distinction above stays valid
(although the arguments, why in each case the state
transforms evenly, change). However, due to the subtlety
of the zero-sector and Ek(L+1/2) = 0, particles can sit
in the mode k(L+1/2) without fulfilling any constraint.
Luckily, to satisfy the other sector constraints, an even
number of particles has to sit in this zero-sector (as
the physical plus auxiliary particle number is even).
Consequently, either all particles are in the zero-sector,
or two particles are in there, and the remaining two
particles need to obey the fillings discussed in the
one-particle case. So, as every single particle in the
zero-sector has odd symmetry (but an even number of
them is in there), we only get even symmetry states.

Now, before this theorem is used, a neat symmetry
property of the Lindbladian needs to be shown.

4. Theorem: The Lindbladian preserves the inversion
symmetry Ûinv.

This is immediately clear for the Hamiltonian part. For
the dissipator, however, we have

ÛinvL̂jÛ
†
inv = Ûinv

√
κ(b̂†j+1 + b̂†j)Û

†
invÛinv(b̂j+1 − b̂j)Û

†
inv

=
√
κ(b̂†L−j + b̂†L−j+1)(b̂L−j − b̂L−j+1) = −L̂L−j ,

(S18)

which shows preservation of symmetry, as in the dissi-
pator only products of two jump operators exist, and a
sum over all sites is performed.

Now we can bring everything together to conclude our
final theorem.

5. Main theorem: Consider the Lindbladian with
k0 = 0. All left eigenmodes, which, when adiabatically
switching on the dissipation, stem from the eigenspace of
Ĥ to eigenvalue −i(Ek(1) −Ek(2)), will have zero overlap
with symmetric states.

Proof of 5 : Let l̂m be an eigenmode coming out of the

eigenspace −i(Ek(1) −Ek(2)). That is, there is a l̂appr.m in

this subspace which agrees with l̂m in the case of vanish-
ing dissipation κ → 0+.. Such an approximate mode is
found by (degenerate) perturbation theory and we can

therefore safely say that Tr
(
l̂†m l̂

appr.
m

)
̸= 0 also for strong

dissipation (see Fig. S2). But since the approximate
mode lives in a space spanned by solely antisymmetric

states due to theorem 1, l̂m has an antisymmetric
component. However, the Lindbladian preserves the
inversion symmetry, so that the left eigenmodes can be

chosen as eigenvectors of Ûinv. We conclude that l̂k has
to be antisymmetric and thus has vanishing overlap with
symmetric states.

Notice, that since oddly transforming states are trace-
less, all physical states have a evenly transforming com-
ponent. Luckily, there are density matrices that trans-
form evenly, making them orthogonal to eigenmodes
coming out of the eigenspace discussed above.
Unfortunately, the main theorem tells nothing about

the location of the eigenvalues corresponding to these left
eigenmodes. However, we performed extensive numerical
analysis for a wide range of parameters, which showed
that the slowest-decaying mode always stems from this
subspace. One representative example of this analysis is
shown in Fig. S2, for the imaginary part of the eigenval-
ues (panel a) and the left eigenmodes (panel b). This
explains the exponential speedup of symmetric states. It
has to be said, that all the arguments also apply to the

subspace i(Ek(2) −Ek(1)), where l̂
†
2 stems from. Further-

more, there are other eigensubspaces, which only feature
oddly transforming states.
This concludes the analysis in the case of U = 0. In

the case of finite, but small on-site interaction, we can
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FIG. S2. Characteristics of the slowest decaying mode for
different system parameters. Panel a): Difference of Imλ2 to
the subspace eigenvalue e0(L) = Ek(2) − Ek(1) (see Eqs. (S4)

and (S12)), which vanishes as κ → 0+. Panel b): Overlap
with the approximate mode from within this subspace with
eigenvalue i e0(L). The overlap approaches 1 for κ→ 0+, and

thus l̂2 stems from this subspace. Furthermore, it does not
vanish for the whole parameter range, and as a consequence l̂2
is oddly transforming. These findings are independent of the
system specifications. Note especially, that slowly increasing
the interaction U as κ does not affect the general structure.
Thus, we can treat the on-site interaction term in the same
fashion as the dissipator by perturbation theory. The data has
been generated with J = 1 and using exact diagonalization
(ED).

proceed in the same way as the main theorem, as also
depicted in Fig. S2. For this, notice that the interac-
tion Hamiltonian also preserves the inversion symmetry.
Thus, the main theorem stays valid.

Note that the arguments outlined above can be gen-
eralized to higher dimensions. For instance, in 2D, it
can be shown that the Lindbladian again features an in-
version symmetry of the two spatial coordinates. The
main difference to the 1D case lies in the spectrum of the
Hamiltonian, whose degeneracy strongly increases with

the dimension. This makes the proof of the main theo-
rem more involved and will be the subject of future stud-
ies. Nonetheless, exact diagonalization (ED) results for
small-scale systems indicate that the symmetrically-lo-
calized (SL) state which we considered in the main text,
converges to the Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) expo-
nentially faster than typical random states also in 2D.

S2. UNITARY EQUIVALENCE BETWEEN
LINDBLADIANS WITH DIFFERENT MOMENTA

In Section S1, we only considered Lindbladians with
zero characteristic momentum k0 = 0. Instead of solely
generalizing the arguments given before to the arbi-
trary k0 (which is possible), here we show that an even
stronger connection exists between the different Lind-
bladians. This is done by introducing unitaries, trans-
forming the different Lindbladians into each other. As
a consequence, they share the same spectrum and their
eigenmodes are connected.
Consider the unitary Ûk0

acting on creation operators
as

Ûk0
b̂†jÛ

†
k0

= eik0j b̂†j . (S19)

This unitary has the physical interpretation of shifting
the momentum by k0. To identify the transformation
behavior of the Lindbladian, we study the Hamiltonian
and jump operators separately. The Hamiltonian trans-
forms as

Ûk0
Ĥk=0(J, U)Û†

k0
= Ĥk=k0

(σk0
J, U) , (S20)

and the jump operators obey

Ûk0
L̂k=0
j Û†

k0
= L̂k=k0

j . (S21)

Thus, the Lindbladians at different momenta are uni-
tarily connected through the unitary Ûk0 = Ûk0 ⊗ Û∗

k0
,

which is the vectorized version Ûk0
. As a consequence,

the Lindbladian spectra are independent of the targeted
momentum k0. The eigenmodes are also related as

|rk=k0
j ⟩⟩ = Ûk0

|rk=0
j ⟩⟩, ⟨⟨lk=k0

j | = ⟨⟨lk=0
j |Û†

k0
. (S22)

The one-body density matrix γij = ⟨b̂†j b̂i⟩ is a valu-
able tool for quantitatively assessing the properties of
the steady state. In the case of a finite-momentum BEC,
it gives information about the condensate density and
the momentum through its spectral decomposition. Due
to the unitary relation between the right eigenmodes, γ
is particularly simple. By inserting the unitary relation,
using the cyclicity of the trace and the definition of Ûk0

,
one finds

γk0

lm = Tr
(
r̂k0
1 b̂

†
mb̂l

)
= eik0(m−l)Tr

(
r̂01 b̂

†
mb̂l

)
. (S23)

Fourier-transforming γ to momentum space gives

γk0

k,k′ = γ0
k+k0,k′+k0

, (S24)
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which shows a unitary connection between γk0 and γ0.
This relation is also consistent with the physical inter-
pretation of the unitary transformation, shifting all mo-
menta by k0. Thus, the eigenvalues are the same, and the
eigenmodes are connected by an index shift of k0. Conse-
quently, the condensate density only depends on wether
|k0| < π/2 or |k0| ≥ π/2.

Furthermore, the unitary affects the symmetry proper-

ties of l̂k0
2 . Luckily, they can be deduced easily from the

inversion symmetry of the k0 = 0 case by transforming
with the unitary connection. This gives rise to a symme-
try of the Hamiltonian, which depends on the targeted
momentum k0,

Ûk0

inv = Ûk0
ÛinvÛ

†
k0
. (S25)

Its action on creation operators is given by

Ûk0

invb̂
†
j

(
Ûk0

inv

)†
= eik0(L+1)e−2ik0j b̂†L+1−j . (S26)

The symmetric product states introduced before are
again eigenstates of this symmetry and transform evenly

as before. Also, l̂k0
2 again transforms oddly, which im-

plies that symmetric states will equilibrate exponentially
faster than random states for arbitrary momenta k0.

The Lindbladians for |k0| < π/2 and |k0| ≥ π/2 are
also connected unitarily; however, the hopping ampli-
tude changes sign. To better understand this physically,
we can introduce a further unitary to move the changed
sign into the onsite interaction U . We will restrict our
analysis to the case of k0 = π out of convenience, but the
arguments can be readily generalized to other momenta.
This time, it is beneficial to work directly on the vector-
ized Hilbert space. To avoid confusion, we will denote
creation (annihilation) operators on the physical sublat-

tice by b̂† (b̂), and on the auxiliary sublattice by â† (â).

We define the unitary Ŝ

Ŝâj Ŝ† = b̂j , Ŝ b̂j Ŝ† = âj . (S27)

Denoting by Ĥπ(J, U) (we write the parameter depen-

dence explicitly here, since it plays a major role) and D̂π

the Hamiltonian and dissipative part of the Lindbladian
L̂π, respectively, we find the transformation behavior

ŜĤπ(J, U)Ŝ† = Ĥπ(−J,−U) , (S28)

where we used the relation ĤT
π (J, U) = Ĥπ(J, U). Notice

that both J and U have changed their sign. Next, we use
L̂π
j =

[
Lπ
j

]∗
, where ∗ denotes a complex conjugation, to

show

ŜD̂πŜ† = D̂π . (S29)

This finally yields unitary equivalence between the Lind-
bladians

Ŝ
(
Ĥπ(J, U) + D̂π

)
Ŝ† =

(
Ĥπ(−J,−U) + D̂π

)
. (S30)

Additionally, the pure product states |ρ⟩⟩ ∼∏
j

[
â†j
]Nj

[
b̂†j
]Nj |vac⟩⟩ are eigenstates of this uni-

tary and therefore the convergence to the steady state is
the same for both Lindbladians. If we now also use the
unitary connection before, we find that

ŜÛ
(
Ĥ0(J, U) + D̂0

)
Û†Ŝ† = Ĥπ(J,−U) + D̂π , (S31)

and thus the Lindbladian at positive U > 0 and |k0| ≥
π/2 is unitarily connected to the ones with U < 0 and
|k0| < π/2. Moreover, k0 = π is especially interesting,

since the Hamiltonian satisfies Ĥk0=0 = Ĥk0=π and only
the jump operators are changed. Crucially, they are also
real without phase modulations, and thus the experimen-
tal preparation of a BEC with momentum k0 = 0 does
not require any lattice shaking.

S3. MEAN-FIELD THEORY AND PROPERTIES
OF THE STEADY STATE

In contrast to adiabatic state preparation protocols,
which directly prepare the ground state of some Hamilto-
nian without dissipative cooling, the dissipation strength
κ serves as an additional parameter controlling the prepa-
ration accuracy. In the following, we discuss the im-
pact of κ on the steady state analytically. Let us define
n = N/L and n0 = N0/L, where N0 is the population of
the zero-momentum mode, and we use the Fourier-trans-

formed creation operators b̂†k = 1/
√
L
∑

k e
ikj b̂†j . To sim-

plify the Lindbladian specified by Eqs. (S1) and (S11), we
assume that n−n0/n = N−N0/N ≪ 1. Then, we can make

use of the Bogoliubov approximation b̂0 =
√
Ln0 ≈

√
Ln.

Only keeping terms in the jump operators up to or-
der

√
n, discarding boundary effects and observing that

the summand with momentum k = 0 is zero yields

L̂k = 2
√
n(eik − 1)b̂k + O(1). It is convenient to rotate

the bosonic operators according to

(
ĉk
ĉ−k

)
=

1√
2

(
1 1
−1 1

)(
b̂k
b̂−k

)
, (S32)

to eliminate some couplings. Then, keeping only terms
to order n in the Hamiltonian, we find

Ĥ =
∑

k ̸=0

{
(ϵk +Un)ĉ

†
k ĉk +

Un

2

([
ĉk
]2

+
[
ĉ†k
]2)

}
, (S33)

where we defined the non-interacting one-particle ener-
gies ϵk = 4J sin2

(
k/2

)
. The jump operators read

L̂k =
√
κk ĉk , κk = 16nκ sin2

(
k/2

)
. (S34)

Accordingly, the master equation decouples and it can
be solved for each k separately [2]. The steady state is
given by the mixed state

ρ̂ss = Z−1
∏

k ̸=0

e−βkâ
†
kâk , (S35)
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with rotated bosonic operators âk = e−iϕk cosh θk ĉk +

eiϕk sinh θk ĉ
†
k. The parameters are given by

cosh2
(
2θk

)
= coth2

(
βk/2

)
= 1 +

(
Un

)2

(1 + a2)E2
k

, (S36)

with the rescaled Bogoliubov energy Ek =√
ϵ2k + 2Unϵk/(1 + a2), where we defined the di-

mensionless constant a = 2κn/J and the phase reads

cot(2ϕk) = 2(ϵk + Un)/κk . (S37)

Note that the equation for the phase Eq. (S37) always
has a solution, while Eq. (S36) has a solution U > 0, and
care needs to be taken in case of U < 0, for which the
constraint for existence of θk reads

sin2
(
k/2

)
>

|U |Jn
J2 +

(
2nκ

)2 , ∀ k > 2π/L . (S38)

This is fulfilled in particular in the two limits κ → ∞
and N → ∞ at constant L.

The steady-state Eq. (S35) is reminiscent of a thermal
state. In the limit (Un)2/((1 + a2)E2

k) ≫ 0, the expres-
sion simplifies to

βk =
Ek

Teff
, Teff =

UJn

2

√
J2 +

(
4nκ

)2 . (S39)

Consequently, in this limit, the state is identical to the
thermal state of an effective Bogoliubov Hamiltonian Ĥeff

at effective temperature Teff. Here, Ĥeff is the Bose-Hub-
bard Hamiltonian Eq. (S1) with renormalized interaction
strength Ueff = U/(1 + a2) < U . This approximation
works particularly well for long wavelengths k → 0.

We are now equipped to study the behavior of the con-
densate depletion. In terms of the system parameters, it
can be expressed as

δ =
1

N

∑

k ̸=0

Tr
(
b̂†k b̂kρ̂ss

)
=

1

2N

∑

k

(Un)2

(1 + a2)E2
k

. (S40)

Crucially, it scales as

δ = O
(
(U/κ)2 1/N

)
for κ/J ≫ L

√
U

2π
√
2nJ

, (S41)

which includes the two limits N → ∞ and κ→ ∞. This
explicitly shows that a strong dissipation counters inter-
action effects and can drastically increase the fidelity of
the prepared BEC.

Lastly, we are interested in the behavior of the off-di-
agonal elements of the one-body density matrix γlm =

⟨b̂†mb̂l⟩ for the largest length scale |l −m| = L. Interest-
ingly, this is directly connected to the depletion, and we
have

γlm = n0 +
1

L

∑

k ̸=0

(Un)2

2(1 + a2)E2
k

ei(l−m)k . (S42)
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FIG. S3. Simulating the dissipative preparation of a BEC.
We show the off-diagonal element γ1L of the one-body density
matrix for several κ/U . We recover the scaling Eq. (S43), as
predicted by Bogoliubov theory. This shows that the steady
state features a lattice analogue of long-range order. Inset:
Off-diagonal elements of the one-body density matrix for two
different κ/U . All calculations were performed with the pa-
rameters L = 10, N = 8, U = 1 and J = 1, as well as k0 = 0.
The local dimension was set to d = N + 1.

Through a naive bound on the sum, we get

γlm > n(1− 2δ) = n−O
(
(U/κ)2

)
. (S43)

This can be understood as a long-range order in the lim-
its κ→ ∞ or equivalently N → ∞ at constant L. As we
show in Fig. S3, this behavior is also found when simu-
lating the dynamics with the full Lindbladian.
Notice, that all of this analysis carries over to the finite
k0-case, because of the unitary equivalences discussed in
Section S2 and the validity of the approximation for gen-
eral U ̸= 0 (at least in the parameter regimes mentioned
above).

S4. NUMERICAL IMPLEMENTATION OF THE
DISSIPATIVE DYNAMICS

Here, we provide the details of the numerical imple-
mentation of the dissipative time evolution considered
in the main text. We employ the MPS representa-
tion [3] and vectorize the density matrices by doubling
the system size, alternating physical and auxiliary sites,
as shown schematically in Fig. S4. This arrangement
of the sites avoids introducing long-range terms [4] in
the MPO representation of the vectorized Lindbladian
[5] (see Eq. (S10)). We compute the dissipative dy-
namics employing the time-dependent variational prin-
ciple (TDVP) method for MPS [6, 7]. For highly-ex-
cited bosonic systems, characterized by large local phys-
ical dimension d, the most effective variant is the lo-
cal subspace expansion time-dependent variational prin-
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(a)

L̂ =

Ĥe, L̂e

Ĥo, L̂o

(b)

|ρ⟩⟩ =
n1 n3 n2L−1

n2 n4 n2L

FIG. S4. The MPO representation of a vectorized Lindbla-
dian (panel a) and of the MPS representation of a vectorized
density matrix (panel b). Vectorization is carried out by pu-
rifying the system, i.e. adding an auxiliary site, marked in
orange, for every physical site (colored blue). To ensure that
the Lindbladian has only local terms, physical and auxiliary
sites are alternated. Terms in Eq. (S10) that are on the left
(right) of a tensor product act on odd (even) sites respectively
and are indexed by o (e) accordingly. For the dissipative dy-
namics of a bosonic system that we consider here, the Hamil-
tonian and the jump operators feature next-nearest neighbor
hopping.

ciple (LSE-TDVP) [8, 9]. This is based on single-site
updates combined with a local subspace expansion [10],
and is thus faster than the conventional two-site time-
dependent variational principle (2TDVP) by a factor of
d. We emphasize that care needs to be taken when us-
ing TDVP for Lindbladians, since they are non-Hermi-
tian. In this context, two possible strategies are to ei-
ther decompose the Lindbladian into a Hermitian and an
anti-Hermitian part and to alternate real and imaginary
Trotterized time steps or to perform a brute-force Taylor
expansion of the exponentials of the local site tensors, as
detailed in [11]. We followed the latter strategy.

To compute the dissipative dynamics efficiently, it is
imperative to exploit the system’s symmetries. First,
note that the Lindbladian specified by the unitary part
Eq. (S1) and the dissipative component Eq. (S11) con-
serve the total number of particles, and thus possess a
corresponding global U(1) symmetry. Moreover, since
neither coherent nor dissipative hopping exchange parti-
cles between the physical and auxiliary sites (see panel
a in Fig. S4), L possesses a second U(1) symmetry as-
sociated with the particle conservation on the sublat-
tices. This second symmetry only exists in the vector-
ized system and guarantees, that physical states are not
connected to unphysical ones, which appear due to the
enlargement of the Hilbert space. We exploit both the
symmetries to obtain a block-decomposition of the Lind-
bladian. Furthermore, these symmetries ensure that at
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FIG. S5. Truncation error and right bond dimension for
the Bose-Hubbard model with 10 sites and 10 particles, with
U/J = 0 and κ/J = 2. For both initial states, there is a mas-
sive increase in bond dimension in the first time steps; later,
it saturates at about 2000. To accurately capture the changes
in the first steps, the time step was set to 0.0005, and after
20 steps it was increased to 0.005. The truncation error stays
constant at about 2× 10−6.

most N particles can sit on each site in the vectorized
lattice (though 2N particles are on the lattice in total),
allowing us to choose local dimension d = N + 1.
Due to the strong increase in bond dimension in the

first few time steps, especially when starting from a
pure product state, we initially use a small time step
of 5 × 10−4 and increase after 20 steps to either 0.01 or
0.005 (for some big calculations also 0.002), depending on
system size. We track the norm of the time-evolved state,
which needs to stay smaller than 1 to ensure a proper,
physical evolution. We also track the maximal truncation
error, which is defined as the maximal discarded weight
[7] on a single site. In Fig. S5 we display the bond di-
mension (right axis) and the maximal truncation error
(left axis) for one dissipative evolution considered in the
main text. Notice that due to the symmetries discussed
in Section S2, it is enough to perform calculations at zero
characteristic momentum k0. All calculations were per-
formed using the SyTen toolkit [12, 13].
Many studies of the Mpemba effect based on ED, em-

ploy the quantum relative entropy as a (pseudo) measure
of distance from the steady state, whose exponential de-
cay follows the exponent of the slowest-decaying mode
[14, 15]. However, such a quantity is very difficult to
compute in the MPS-vectorized framework. The only
distance measure that is straightforward to compute in
this picture is the L2-norm

∥ρ̂1− ρ̂2∥22 = Tr
(
(ρ̂1− ρ̂2)2

)
= ⟨⟨ρ̂1− ρ̂2|ρ̂1− ρ̂2⟩⟩ . (S44)

This norm will show the exponential equilibration accu-
rately. To see this, note that at a late time t≫ 1/Re(λ2),
the time evolved state is accurately approximated by

ρ̂(t) = ρ̂ss + a2e
λ2tr̂2 + O

(
etRe(λ3)

)
. Thus, we imme-



8

2 4 6 8 10
N

10 3

10 2

10 1

100
D

|T
r (

l 3
SL

)|
L = 3, U = 0
L = 4, U = 0

L = 4, N = 4
0
1
2
3

D
|T

r (
l 3

)|

L = 4, N = 4|2, 0, 0, 2⟩ |0, 2, 2, 0⟩ |1, 1, 1, 1⟩

FIG. S6. Normalized overlap of the symmetrically-localized
(SL) state with the second-slowest-decaying mode l̂3. The
overlap vanishes exponentially with the number of bosons N ,
and thus, the convergence rate gets better upon increasing
N . Inset: Overlap of the different symmetric states with l̂3
for the system specification L = 4, N = 4. The SL-state
(i.e. |0, 2, 2, 0⟩) has the smallest overlap with l̂3, making it
the ideal initial state among all symmetric states. But also
the constant density state |1, 1, 1, 1⟩ has low overlap. For all
calculations, we used the parameters κ = J and U = 0 and
ED to find the eigenmodes.

diately get that

∥ρ̂(t)− ρ̂ss∥2 = etRe(λ2)|a2| ∥r̂22∥2 +O
(
etRe(λ3)

)
, (S45)

which is exponential with rate Re(λ2). For all our MPS-
calculations, we obtain the steady state by a long-time
evolution. Although this leads to an approximate steady
state ρ̂ss ≈ ρ̂(tmax), we can track if it is sufficiently con-
verged, by seeing if ∥ρ̂(t)−ρ̂ss∥2 stays the same when con-
sidering ρ̂(tmax) and ρ̂(tmax −∆t) as the steady state for
a sufficiently big ∆t. A similar analysis can be prformed
by looking at the leading eigenvalue N0 of the one-body
density matrix γ for tmax and tmax −∆t.

The enforcing of normalization for density matrices
presents another difficulty: In the vectorized picture, the

normalization corresponds to

1 = Tr(ρ̂) = ⟨⟨1̂|ρ̂⟩⟩ . (S46)

Unfortunately, |1⟩⟩ is a strongly entangled state and thus
requires high bond dimensions. However, we can make
use of the U(1)-symmetries and only calculate the state in
one particular particle sector [7]. We define the operator

Ĉtot =
L∑

j=1

b̂†2j b̂
†
2j+1 . (S47)

Then the vectorized identity in the N-particle sector is
given by

|1⟩⟩ = 1

N !
ĈN

tot |vac⟩ . (S48)

This relation is easily proven using the multinomial the-
orem.
Finally, we focus on the equilibration behaviour of

different symmetric initial states. As discussed in Sec-
tion S1, we identified a class of exponentially faster-equi-
librating states, namely those that are invariant under
reflections about the center of the lattice. We are mainly
interested in those, which are also pure-product states,
as they are especially useful in experimental realizations.
Among these states, the fastest-equilibrating one is the
symmetric state that has the lowest overlap with the sec-

ond-slowest decaying mode l̂3. To be able to compare
different system specifications with each other quantita-

tively, we need to normalize l̂3, such that the sum over
absolute values of the diagonal elements is equal to one.
Then, we multiply with the Hilbert space dimension D
to get a comparable quantity that fulfills

D
∣∣Tr(l̂3ρ̂random)

∣∣ = 1 , (S49)

when averaging over many ρ̂random. In Fig. S6, using
ED we show that the overlap of the SL state (having all

bosons located on the central sites) with l̂3 decays expo-
nentially with N . This helps explaining why in Fig. 3b in
the main text the speedups remain approximately con-
stant upon increasing the system size, despite the fact
that the Lindbladian spectrum becomes denser. More-
over, the inset indicates that the SL state has the smallest

overlap with l̂3 among all symmetric states.
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