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Contact interaction is a fundamental concept that appears in various areas of physics. It simplifies
physical models by replacing the detailed short-range interaction with a zero-range contact potential
which reproduces the same low-energy scattering parameter, i.e. the s-wave scattering length. In
this work, we generalize this concept to a system with short-range two-body loss. We show that
the short-range two-body loss can effectively be replaced by a zero-range complex contact potential
with proper regularization characterized by a complex scattering length. We develop appropriate
ways to regularize this potential in the Lindblad master equation and apply them to the dynamic
problem of Bose-Einstein condensate with weak interaction and two-body loss.

Separation of scales appears in many physical systems.
It allows us to construct simple models that are able to
capture the most fundamental picture of the physics ef-
fectively. For example, separation of length scales hap-
pens in systems such as ultracold atomic gases and nu-
clear systems where the ranges of the interparticle inter-
actions are much smaller than other length scales such
as the interparticle distances and the thermal de Broglie
wavelength. These complicated short-range interactions
can then be replaced by a zero-range contact potential,
once the contact potential reproduces the same physical
behavior for a low-energy collision process.

In scattering theory, the low-energy scattering data
is described by a single s-wave scattering length a [1].
Given the s-wave scattering length, there are three ma-
jor approaches that can describe the zero-range con-
tact interaction in the literature, which include Bethe-
Peierls model, pseudopotential, and renormalized delta-
potential. We briefly introduce them in the following.

Behte-Peierls model.- In their study of the scattering
theory of deuterons, Bethe and Peierls suggest that the
effect of a short-range potential V (r) may be replaced
by a boundary condition at r = 0 [2]. It is shown that
the zero-energy solution for the two-body relative wave-
function is ϕ(rrel) = r−1

rel − a−1 outside the interaction
range r0. Thus if we are only interested in the low-energy
physics in such systems, the interaction can be replaced
by a boundary condition on the many-body wavefunc-
tion [3],

ψ(rN ) '
(

1

rij
− 1

a

)
A(r

(ij)
N ,Rij), rij → 0, (1)

where A could be an arbitrary function, Rij =
ri+rj

2 and
rij = ri − rj are the center of mass and relative coordi-
nates of particle i and j, rN represents all the coordinates

in {r1, . . . , rN}, r(ij)
N represents all the coordinates except

ri and rj .
Pseudopotential.- First introduced by Fermi, the pseu-

dopotential models the short-range interaction through a

delta-potential and an extra operator which regularizes
the wavefunction near the origin [4–6],

U(r) =
4π~2a

m
δ(r)∂rr, (2)

with m the particle mass. It can be shown that this pseu-
dopotential is equivalent to posing the boundary condi-
tion (1) at the origin [6, 7].

Renormalized delta-potential.- Another way to regu-
larize the delta-potential is to use the renormalization
method developed in quantum field theory. Given V (r) =
gδ(r), one can calculate the on shell two-body T-matrix
t(E) and compare it with the low-energy scattering am-

plitude f(E) via t(E) = − 4π~2

m f(E). This relates the
coupling constant g to the s-wave scattering length a
through renormalization relation [8],

1

g
=

m

4π~2a
− 1

Ω

∑
k

1

2εk
. (3)

Here εk = ~2k2

2m is the single particle dispersion and Ω is
the system volume. It is worth noting that the momen-
tum summation in the R.H.S. will leads to a ultraviolet
divergence than needs to be properly cancelled in any
practical calculation.

These equivalent descriptions are the foundation of
many successful theories, from the ground state energy
correction of weakly interacting Bose-Einstein conden-
sates (BECs) [9, 10] to the BEC-BCS crossover in two-
component Fermi gases [8, 11, 12]. Furthermore, in ultra-
cold atomic gases, the Feshbach resonance technique [13–
15] provides a tool for controlling the interparticle poten-
tial between atoms by varying the their scattering length,
which allows the the study of various many-body effects
on quantum systems.

In this work, we generalize the concept of contact po-
tential to an open system with short-range two-body loss
where the particle collision process becomes inelastic.
We discuss the structure of the general Lindblad master
equation for systems with finite-range interactions and
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two-body losses. By taking the limit of interaction and
loss range r0 → 0, we show that the only important low-
energy parameter remains is a complex scattering length
ac. We further develop three equivalent methods to regu-
larize or renormalize the contact (zero-range) interactions
and two-body losses in the Lindblad master equation,
which are listed in table I. We then apply our model to
calculate the dynamics of a BEC with weak interaction
and two-body loss. The experimental methods of tuning
the complex scattering length ac is also discussed [16].

The Lindblad master equation.- Consider an open sys-
tem of interacting bosons subject to (finite-range) two-
body losses, the evolution of the density matrix ρ̂ is gov-
erned by the Lindblad master equation ∂tρ̂ = Lρ̂ with
the Lindbladian (~ = 1) [17]

Lρ̂ =
1

i
[Ĥ, ρ̂]− 1

2

∫
r1,r2

Vi(r12){ψ̂†r1 ψ̂
†
r2 ψ̂r2 ψ̂r1 , ρ̂}+ J ρ̂,

where ψ̂r is the annihilation operator at position r, Ĥ is
the usual Hermitian Hamiltonian of interacting bosons,

Ĥ = −
∫
r

ψ̂†r
∇2

2m
ψ̂r +

1

2

∫
r1,r2

Vr(r12)ψ̂†r1 ψ̂
†
r2 ψ̂r2 ψ̂r1 . (4)

We assume the two-body loss rate Vi is a function that
depends on the interparticle distance. The recycling term
J ρ̂ is then given by

J ρ̂ =

∫
r1,r2

Vi(r12)ψ̂r1 ψ̂r2 ρ̂ψ̂
†
r2 ψ̂
†
r1 . (5)

The interaction Vr and the two-body loss rate Vi are as-
sume to be finite ranged and vanish at r > r0. It is
also required that Vi ≥ 0 inside r0, which is necessary to
guarantee the positive definiteness of the density matrix.

The master equation may be regarded as the evolution
under a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian Ĥeff together with
the recycling term, i.e. ∂tρ̂ = 1

i (Ĥeffρ̂ − ρ̂Ĥ†eff) + J ρ̂,

where the Ĥeff is similar to the Hermitian Hamiltonian
Ĥ but with the real potential Vr replaced by a complex
one Vc = Vr − iVi.

The complex scattering length.- The special form of
the jump operator ψ̂r1 ψ̂r2 leads to a hierarchical struc-
ture of the Lindbladian L. To see this, note that the
bosonic Fock space naturally defines orthogonal projec-
tions P̂l, l = 0, 1, 2 . . . which project any state to the
l-boson subspace Hl. For any linear operator Ô, we thus
have decomposition Ô =

∑
j,l Ôjl with Ôjl ≡ P̂jÔP̂l an

operator that maps a state in Hl to Hj . Because the

jump operator ψ̂r1 ψ̂r2 always annihilates two particles,
one can show that the master equation may be decom-
posed to a series of hierarchy equations for ρ̂jl,

∂tρ̂jl =
1

i
(Ĥeffρ̂jl − ρ̂jlĤeff) + J ρ̂j+2,l+2. (6)

The hierarchical structure allows us to consider a “two-
body” problem in the presence of two-body loss. If we

start with an initial density matrix ρ̂(0) that contains
two bosons, i.e. ρ̂(0) = ρ̂22(0). It is clear from eq. (6)
that the only nonvanishing blocks of ρ̂(t) will be ρ̂22 and
ρ̂0, which satisfy,

∂tρ̂22 =
1

i
(Ĥeffρ̂22 − ρ̂22Ĥ

†
eff), (7)

∂tρ̂00 = J ρ̂22 = ∂ttrρ̂22. (8)

We see that the evolution of the two-particle density
matrix ρ̂22 is fully described by the non-Hermitian Hamil-
tonian Ĥeff. This means the “two-body” problem may be
solved in the same manner as the usual two-body problem
except that the potential Vc(r) is complex. Consider the
s-wave zero-energy wavefunction in relative coordinates
ϕ(r). It is then clear that

ϕ(r) =
1

r
− 1

ac
, for r ≥ r0, (9)

because the system is non-interacting in this region.
Eq. (9) gives the definition of the complex scattering

length ac. Furthermore, it can be shown that Im(a−1
c ) =

m
∫ r0

0
r2drVi(r)|ϕ(r)|2 [18]. Together with the constrain

Vi ≥ 0, we conclude that Im(ac) is always negative in
the presence of two-body loss. We thus write ac as ac =
ar + iai with ai < 0.

Complex Bethe-Peierls model.- To generalize the
Bethe-Peierls boundary condition, we first write the
Lindblad equation in the first quantization formalism.
Acting 〈rj | · |r′l〉 on both sides of eq. (6) (|rl〉 ≡

1√
l!
ψ̂†r1 . . . ψ̂

†
rl
|0〉), we obtain

∂tρjl =
1

i

(
Heff(rj)−H

†
eff(r′l)

)
ρjl + J ρj+2,l+2, (10)

where ρjl(rj , r
′
l) ≡ 〈rj |ρ̂jl|r′l〉 is the first quantized den-

sity matrix, Heff(rj) =
∑j
α=1−

∇2
α

m +
∑

1≤α<β≤j Vc(rαβ)
is the first quantized Hamiltonian. The recycling term is
given by

J ρj+2,l+2 =
√

(j + 2)(j + 1)(l + 2)(l + 1)

×
∫
x,y

Vi(|x− y|)ρj+2,l+2(rj ,x,y; r′l,x,y). (11)

From eq. (10), we notice that in the region where all the
particles are apart from each other such that rαβ , r

′
αβ >

r0 for all possible distinct pairs α, β, the evolution of ρjl
is governed by a noninteracting Heff plus the recycling
term J ρj+2,l+2. In the zero-range limit r0 → 0, this
region fills the whole domain of ρjl, one thus expects that
the effect of the complex interaction Vc can be replaced
by a boundary condition at rαβ → 0.

To be more concrete, we consider a system with mean

inter-particle distance d and energy per particle k2

2m , and
focus on the density matrix with a pairs of particles (α
and β) close to each other such that rαβ � d, k−1. In
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contact interaction complex contact interaction recycling term

Bethe-Peierls
model

ψ(rN ) ' ( 1
rαβ
− 1

a
)A(r

(αβ)
N ,Rαβ)

ρjl(rj , r
′
l) ' ( 1

rαβ
− 1

ac
)( 1
rµν
− 1

a∗c
)

×Bjl(r(αβ)j ,Rαβ ; r′l
(µν),R′µν)

Im

(
4π~2

mac

)√
(j + 2)(j + 1)(l + 2)(l + 1)

×
∫
R

Bj+2,l+2(rj ,R; r′l,R)

pseudopotential U(r) =
4π~2a
m

δ(r)∂rr Uc(r) =
4π~2ac
m

δ(r)∂rr

4π~2|ai|
m

√
(j + 2)(j + 1)(l + 2)(l + 1)

×
∫
R,r,r′

δ(r)δ(r′)∂rr∂r′r
′ρj+2,l+2

renormalization
relation

m

4π~2a
=

1

g
+

1

Ω

∑
k

1

2εk

m

4π~2ac
=

1

g − iγ +
1

Ω

∑
k

1

2εk
γ

∫
r

ψ̂2
r ρ̂ψ̂

†2
r

TABLE I. Three approaches regularizing the contact interaction and their complex analogs for zero-range two-body loss.

We denote coordinates {r1, r2 . . . , rN} by rN . r
(αβ)
N stands for all the coordinates in rN except the two with indices α, β.

Rαβ ≡ (ri + rj)/2 and rαβ ≡ rα − rβ stand for the center of mass and relative coordinates of particles α and β respectively.
The density matrix ρj+2,l+2 in the middle right cell stands for ρj+2,l+2(rj ,R + r/2,R− r/2; r′l,R + r′/2,R− r′/2).

this region, the two-body scattering process dominates
and every other terms in eq. (10) besides the two-body
relative kinetic energy and interaction Vc(rαβ) can be
ignored [19]. Then Lindblad equation then reduces to

0 ' −
∇2

rαβ

2m
ρjl + Vc(rαβ)ρjl, (12)

which is nothing but the zero-energy two-body
Schrödinger equation in the relative coordinate rαβ .

Because of the centrifugal barrier of higher partial
waves, ρjl is dominated by the s-wave two-body wave
function ϕ(r). We thus have ρjl ∝ ϕ(rαβ) when rαβ →
0. The same proof may also be applied to the region
r′µν � d, k−1, which leads to following asymptotic form
of ρjl(rj , rl) when rαβ , r

′
µν → 0,

ρjl ' ϕ(rαβ)ϕ(rµν)Bjl(r
(αβ)
j ,Rαβ ; r′l

(µν),R′µν) (13)

with Bjl an arbitrary function.
Taking the limit of r0 → 0, we obtain the boundary

condition,

ρjl '
(

1

rαβ
− 1

ac

)(
1

rµν
− 1

a∗c

)
(14)

×Bjl(r(αβ)
j ,Rαβ ; r′l

(µν),R′µν), rαβ , r
′
µν → 0.

The recycling term can be calculated by substituting
eq. (13) into eq. (11), which leads to

J ρj+2,l+2 = Im

(
4π~2

mac

)√
(j + 2)(j + 1)(l + 2)(l + 1)

×
∫
R

Bj+2,l+2(rj ,R; r′l,R) (15)

where we restored ~.
The boundary condition (14) together with the recy-

cling term (15) determine the evolution of density matrix
ρjl in the zero-range limit. They thus can be viewed as

the complex analog of the Bethe-Peierls boundary condi-
tion (1).

Complex pseudopotential.- Given the boundary condi-
tion (14), it is straightforward to apply the standard reg-
ularization method [6, 7] and show that the short-range

complex interaction Vc (V ∗c ) in Heff (H†eff) can also be
replaced by a complex pseudopotential Uc (U∗c ) with

Uc(r) =
4π~2ac
m

δ(r)∂rr. (16)

Similarly, the recycling term (15) can be written in
terms of the reguarlized operators

J ρj+2,l+2 =
4π~2|ai|

m

√
(j + 2)(j + 1)(l + 2)(l + 1)

×
∫
R,r,r′

δ(r)δ(r′)∂rr∂r′r
′ρj+2,l+2, (17)

where ρ̂j+2,l+2 stands for ρj+2,l+2(rj ,R+ r
2 ,R−

r
2 ; r′l,R+

r′

2 ,R−
r′

2 ).
Renormalized contact potential.- Following the conven-

tional renormalization approach, we first write the short-
range complex potential Vc as a delta-potential,

Vc = (g − iγ)δ(r), (18)

with g (γ) being the real (imaginary) coupling constant.
It is then straightforward to calculate the two-body

scattering amplitude [20],

f(k) = −m
4π

1

(g − iγ)−1 + 1
Ω

∑
k(2εk)−1 − ikm

4π

. (19)

Compare this formula with the standard low-energy ex-
pansion of the scattering amplitude f(k) = −1/(a−1

c +
ik), we find renormalization relation,

1

g − iγ
=

1

g0 − iγ0
− 1

Ω

∑
k

1

2εk
, (20)
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where we have defined g0− iγ0 ≡ 4π~2ac
m being the renor-

malized complex coupling constant. And the second
quantized recycling term is simply

J ρ̂ = γ

∫
r

ψ̂2
r ρ̂ψ̂

†2
r . (21)

We list the results for the three regularization ap-
proaches in table I. It is worth noting that the renormal-
ization relation (20) has already been used for the calcu-
lation of non-Hermitian models in two recent works [21,
22]. However, both works focus on the calculation of
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian Heff, and neither the correct
form (eq. (21)) nor the effect of the recycling term J ρ̂
are addressed.

Application to Bose gases.- To demonstrate the valid-
ity of our regularized model, we study the quench dy-
namics of BECs subjected to weak interaction and loss,
i.e. n|ac|3 � 1 where n is the boson density.

We shall use the renormalized delta potential approach
for this many-body problem. Write the original Lindbla-
dian in momentum space, we obtain

Heff =
∑
k

εkâ
†
kâk +

g − iγ
2Ω

∑
k,k′,p

â†k+pâ
†
k′−pâk′ âk, (22)

and the recycling term

J ρ̂ =
γ

Ω

∑
k,k′,p

âk′ âkρ̂â
†
k′−pâ

†
k+p, (23)

where a†k ≡
1√
Ω

∫
r
eik·rψ†r.

We consider a system of N bosons initially condense
in the zero momentum state, such that a large fraction
of bosons still remains in the condensate when t is small,
i.e. the depletion (N − N0)/N � 1 where N0 ≡ 〈â†0â0〉
is the number of particles in the condensate. Then we
may apply the Bogoliubov approximation [23] and sub-

stitute â0, â
†
0 in the Lindbladian by

√
N −

∑
k 6=0 â

†
kâk.

This leads to a quadratic Bogoliubov Lindbladian that
describes the dynamics of the non-condensed bosons,

LB ρ̂′ =
1

i

[
ĤB , ρ̂

′
]
− 2γ0n

∑
k6=0

{
â†kâk, ρ̂

′
}

+ 4γ0n
∑
k6=0

âkρ̂
′âk. (24)

Here ρ̂′ is the reduced density matrix for the non-
condensed bosons. We see that the Lindbladian LB de-
scribes an open system governed by ĤB and single par-
ticle loss with loss rate 4γ0n. Here HB is a Hermitian
Hamiltonian,

ĤB =
∑
k 6=0

(
(ε+ g0n)â†kâk +

g0n− iγ0n

2
â†kâ
†
−k + h.c.

)
.

(25)

Similar to the conventional Bogoliubov approximation
approach [24], we replaced all the bare coupling constants
g, γ by renormalized values g0, γ0.

Remarks on LB.- We emphasize that the recycling
term J ρ̂ is essential for deriving the correct many-body
Lindbladian LB , as part of the recycling term such as
γ
Ω â0â0ρ̂â

†
kâ
†
−k becomes γnρ̂â†kâ

†
−k and constitutes the

Hermitian Hamiltonian HB after the approximation. It
shows that the recycling term J ρ̂ indeed plays an impor-
tant role in the many-body dynamics and it is crucial to
regularize it accordingly. Moreover, we note that the to-
tal density n is time-dependent due to the breakdown of
particle number conservation. However, for systems with
n|ac|3 � 1, one can simply substitute it by the mean-field
value n(t) = n(0)/(1 + γ0n(0)t), which gives the correct
results to the order we desire (see the derivation below).

Equipped with these remarks, the quadratic Lindbla-
dian LB is easy to solve. For example, we may consider
the dynamics of the SU(1,1) generators for the conven-
tional Bogoliubov Hamiltonian, Ak

0 = 1
2 (Nk +N−k + 1),

Ak
1 = 1

2 (â†kâ
†
−k + h.c.), and Ak

2 = 1
2i (â

†
kâ
†
−k − h.c.) [25].

The dynamics of Ak
i may be calculated by d

dt 〈A
k
i 〉 =

tr(∂tρ̂
′Ak
i ) = tr(LB ρ̂′Ak

i ), which leads to a closed matrix
equation,

Ȧk = −2

 2γ0n γ0n −g0n
γ0n 2γ0n εk + g0n
−g0n −εk − g0n 2γ0n

Ak +

 2γ0n
0
0


(26)

with Ak ≡ (〈Ak
0 〉, 〈Ak

1 〉, 〈Ak
2 〉)T. We note that eq. (26)

reduces to the conventional equation of motion for the
SU(1,1) generators in the ai → 0 limit [26, 27].

The matrix eq. (26) needs to be solved numerically
for the density n is time-dependent. While a lot of in-
formation can be extracted by considering the short-time
dynamics near an arbitrary time t0 where we may approx-
imate the density by a constant n(t) ' n(t0) +O(t− t0).
In this case, the solution to matrix equation can be writ-
ten as

Ak(t) ' Ak
s +

2∑
j=0

Cje
−2i(t−t0)ξj,k . (27)

Here Ak
s is the quasi-steady value for the SU(1,1) gen-

erators whose elements are listed in the supplementary
material, Cj are constant vectors which depend on the
initial value of Ak at t = t0, and 2iξj,k represent the
three eigenvalues of the 3-by-3 matrix in eq. (26). The
eigenvalues can be calculated explicitly,

ξ0,k = 2iγ0n, ξ(1,2),k = 2iγ0n±
√
εk + 2g0nεk − γ2

0n
2.

Clearly, ξ(1,2),k reduce to the excitation energies of Bo-
goliubov modes in the γ0 → 0 limit and the imaginary
ξ0,k indicates that the system only has one true steady
state, i.e. the vacuum [28].
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b
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ar = −|ai|

ar = −3|ai|

0.1

0.2

1.0 2.00
t

θc = 5π
6

Re( 1
ac
)

Im( 1
ac
)

unstable

0

FIG. 1. a. The phase diagram on the complex a−1
c plane for

BECs subjected to weak interaction and two-body loss. The
system is unstable for θ ≡ arg(a−1

c ) > 5π
6

. b. The depletion
1
N

∑
k 6=0Nk as a function of time (in unit of 1

γ0n(0)
). The

initial condition is Ak
0 = ( 1

2
, 0, 0)T; the parameters are g0 =

γ0 (blue, stable), g0 = −γ0 (green, stable), and g0 = −3γ0
(purple, unstable).

Even though the whole system eventually evolves to
the vacuum state, it is still possible to discuss the stabil-
ity of the system in short time period γ0n(0)t . 1 where
many bosons still remain in the system. The excitation
energies ξ(1,2),k provide these stability information.

Note that a negative imaginary part in ξj,k represents
an exponentially grow of that mode. In the conventional
analysis on BECs no loss (γ0 = 0), the atomic cloud is
unstable whenever the argument under the square root
is negative for some k, i.e. when g0 < 0. However, in
the presence of losses (γ0 > 0), there is a competition
between the leading 2iγ0n term and the imaginary part
from the square roots in ξ(1,2),k. This depicts the compe-
tition between the particle decay process which stabilizes
the system and the collapse process which destabilizes it.
For g0 > −

√
3γ0, Im(ξ(1,2),k) > 0 for all momenta, the

number of excitations always decay and the system keeps
evolving towards the quasi-steady state Ak

s . While for
g0 < −

√
3γ0, Im(ξ(1,2),k) < 0 for small momenta. The

system is unstable against the strong attraction in this
region and the Bogoliubov modes as well as the deple-
tion 1

N

∑
kNk ≡

∑
k(〈Ak

0 〉 − 1
2 ) keeps growing until the

atomic cloud collapses.
The different behaviors define a critical angle θc = 5π

6
for arg(a−1

c ) which separates the complex a−1
c plane into

two regions. To demonstrate the difference of dynamics
in these regions, we numerically solve the matrix eq. (26)
for different g0/γ0 and plot the depletion as a function of
time in Fig. 1b. One can see that for g0/γ0 < −

√
3, the

depletion quickly grows and reaches O(1) where the Bo-
goliubov approximation becomes invalid, in contrast to
the cases with g0/γ > −

√
3 where the depletion remains

small.
The total particle number decay rate Ṅ are also gov-

erned by the SU(1,1) generators. It can be shown that
Ṅ = −2γnN − 2γ0n

∑
k6=0(Ak

0 + Ak
1 − 1

2 ) [16]. Note

that the expectation value of Ṅ depends on the specific
initial state of the system except the leading mean-field
decay −γnN . Nevertheless, we may calculate Ṅ for the
quasi-steady state, which helps demonstrate the renor-
malization relation (20).

For the quasi-steady state, we have

〈Ṅ〉s = −2γnN + 2γ0n
∑
k6=0

g0nεk + γ2
0n

2

ε2k + 2g0nεk + 3γ2
0n

2
. (28)

Note that the momentum summation on the R.H.S. has
a ultraviolet divergence because the leading terms in the
summand are of order 1/k2 for large k. It has the same
origin as the divergence appears in the ground state en-
ergy in BECs without losses [24], and similarly, can be
cured using the renormalization relation (20) which sub-
stitutes the bare coupling constant γ by its second order
expansion γ0+ g0γ0

Ω

∑
k

1
εk

. Finally, we obtain the particle

rate to the order of (n|ac|3)1/2

〈Ṅ〉s = −8π~2|ai|nN
m

[
1 + 2

√
2πcθ(n|ac|3)1/2

]
(29)

with cθ = cos(2θ)√
cos(θ−π/3)

+ 2 cos θ
√

cos(θ − π/3) and θ =

arg(a−1
c ) ∈ (0, θc).

We note that the leading term in Ṅ may be viewed
as the mean-field effect due to the two-body loss, which
gives particle decay on the mean-field level n(t) '
n(0)/(1+γ0n(0)t) [29]. While the next term in the order
of (n|ac|3)1/2 is an analog to the celebrated Lee-Huang-
Yang correction for weakly interacting Bose gas [9, 10].

Outlooks and final remarks.- Besides its experimental
relevance to open systems, the complex contact interac-
tion might also profoundly improve our understanding
on close systems. We believe that Im(ac) or Im(a−1

c )
bear much more deep physical meaning than just a real
parameter added to the Hermitian Hamiltonian. This
is because it allows the analytical continuation of many
physical quantities to the entire complex plane of a−1

c ,
which in turn could help understand the physics on the
real axis through their analytic properties. As a sim-
ple example, the stability analysis on the complex a−1

c

plane (see Fig. 1a) provides a natural explanation of why
a regular BEC (without loss) is unstable in the attrac-
tive regime (g0 < 0). Other examples include few-body
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physics such as the three-body Efimov states in complex
plane [30].

Finally, we comment on the experiment control of
ac. Complex scattering lengths have been observed in
cold atom experiments through optical Feshbach reso-
nance [15]. As the optical Feshbach resonance couples
the open scattering channel to a closed channel molecule
with finite lifetime, which results a complex scattering
length that can be tuned via controlling the detuning
and the intensity of the optical fields. Indeed, we de-
velop a resonant two-channel model with finite lifetime
closed channel dimer and show that the complex scat-
tering length ac can be experimentally tuned across the
entire lower half complex plane [16].
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ELEMENTS OF Ak
s

Ak
s in the main text is given by

Ak
s =

(
1

2
+

(g2
0 + γ2

0)n2

2ε2k + 4g0nεk + 6γ2
0n

2
,−g0nεk + g2

0n
2 + 2γ2

0n
2

2ε2k + 4g0nεk + 6γ2
0n

2
,− γ0n(εk − g0n)

2ε2k + 4g0nεk + 6γ2
0n

2

)T

. (30)

DERIVATION OF THE PARTICLE RATE

The particle decay rate Ṅ can be decomposed to the decay rate of condensate particles N0 and the quantum
depletion

∑
k6=0Nk, we thus have

Ṅ =
dN0

dt
+
∑
k6=0

dNk

dt
=
dN0

dt
+
∑
k6=0

dAk
0

dt
. (31)

Here
dAk

0

dt is already known from the matrix equation in the main text.
To derive the decay rate of condensate particles, we note that

d〈N0〉
dt

= ∂ttr
(
ρ̂â†0â0

)
= tr

(
L(ρ̂)â†0â0

)
= tr

(
ρ̂L′(â†0â0)

)
, (32)

with L′ defined by

L′(Ô) ≡ i
[
Ĥ, Ô

]
− γ

2Ω

∑
k,k′,p

{
â†k+pâ

†
k′−pâk′ âk, Ô

}
+

γ

2V

∑
k,k′,p

â†k+pâ
†
k′−pÔâk′ âk. (33)

In fact the above equation may be regarded as the complex analog of the Heisenberg equation for an open system.
Within the Bogoliubov approximation, it can be shown that L′(â†0â0) can also be expressed by the SU(1,1) gener-

ators,

L′(â†0â0) ' −2γnN − 2
∑
k6=0

(
γ0nA

k
1 + g0nA

k
2

)
. (34)

Together with the expression for
dAk

0

dt , we have

Ṅ = −2γnN + 2γ0n
∑
k 6=0

(
Ak

0 +Ak
1 −

1

2

)
. (35)

We note that the R.H.S. is equivalent to two times the imaginary part of the effective Hamiltonian Heff under
Bogoliubov approximation.

TWO-CHANNEL MODEL REALIZATION OF COMPLEX ac

Now if we introduce a bosonic d̂ field to describe the molecule in the closed channel, the two-channel Hamiltonian
can be written as

Ĥtwo-channel =
∑
k

(
εkb̂
†
kb̂k + ξkd̂

†
kd̂k

)
+

g

2Ω

∑
k,k′,p

b̂†k+pb̂
†
k′−pb̂k′ b̂k +

1√
Ω

∑
k,p

(
αd̂†pb̂p

2−kb̂
p
2 +k + α∗d̂pb̂

†
p
2−k

b̂†p
2 +k

)
(36)

with εk = k2

2m and ξk = k2

4m + ν.
To put in a two-body loss term, we consider following Lindblad master equation,

∂tρ̂ = L(ρ̂) =
1

i
[Ĥtwo-channel, ρ̂]− γ

2

∑
k

{d̂†kd̂k, ρ̂}+ γ
∑
k

d̂kρ̂d̂
†
k. (37)
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Using the argument in the main text, we know that the dynamics of the two-body density matrix is equivalent to
the evolution under a non-hermitian Hamiltonian

Ĥeff = Ĥtwo-channel − i
γ

2

∑
k

d̂†kd̂k. (38)

We can obtain the two-body scattering matrix T2 for this Ĥeff

T2(E) =

((
g +

|α|2

E − ν + iγ2

)−1

− 1

Ω

∑
k

1

E − ~2k2/m

)−1

. (39)

Here the complex ac(E) depends on E and is related to T2 as T2(E) = 4π~2

m

(
1

ac(E) + i
√
mE/~2

)−1

.

The renormalize relation is then given by

m

4π~2ac(E)
=

(
g +

|α|2

E − ν + iγ2

)−1

+
1

Ω

∑
k

m

~2k2
, (40)

where ac(E) can be further written as

ac(E) = abg +
m

4π~2

|αre|2

E − νre + iγ2
(41)

with m
4π~2abg

= 1
g + mΛ

2π2~2 , |αre|2 = |α|2
(1+mgΛ/(2π2~2))2 , νre = ν − mΛ|α|2

2π2~2+mgΛ (Λ is the momentum cut-off).

Taking Λ→∞ and defining Γ(I) = m|αre|2
4π~2abg

, we have

ac(E) = abg

(
1 +

Γ(I)

E − ν − Γ(I) + iγ2

)
. (42)

We have thus obtained the same result as in Ref. [15] which is derived from a multi-channel finite-range model.
Γ(I) is linear in the laser density I since it is proportional to square of the renormalized coupling strength αre, and
ν represents the unshifted detuning between the molecule state and the collisional state of the two atoms at E = 0.
Based on eq. (42), it can be shown that a−1

c (E = 0) can be tuned across the entire upper half complex plane via
controlling the intensity I and the detuning ν of the laser field.
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