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Modern quantum platforms such as superconducting circuits provide exciting opportunities for
the experimental exploration of driven-dissipative many-body systems in unconventional regimes.
One of such regimes occurs in bosonic systems, where nowadays one can induce driving and dissipa-
tion through pairs of excitations, rather than the conventional single-excitation or linear processes.
Moreover, modern platforms can be driven in a way in which the modes of the bosonic array decay
collectively rather than locally, such that the pairs of excitations recorded by the environment do not
come from a specific lattice site, but by a coherent superposition of all sites. In this work we analyze
the superfluid phases accessible to bosonic arrays subject to these novel mechanisms more charac-
teristic of quantum optics, which we prove to lead to remarkable spatiotemporal properties beyond
the traditional scope of pattern formation in condensed-matter systems or nonlinear optics alone.
In particular, we show that, even in the presence of residual local loss, the system is stabilized into
an exotic state with bosons condensed along the modes of a closed manifold in Fourier space, with
a distribution of the population among these Fourier modes that can be controlled via a weak bias
(linear) drive. This gives access to a plethora of different patterns, ranging from periodic and quasi-
periodic ones with tunable spatial wavelength, to homogeneously-populated closed-Fourier-manifold
condensates that are thought to play an important role in some open problems of condensed-matter
physics. Moreover, we show that when any residual local linear dissipation is balanced with pump-
ing, new constants of motion emerge that can force the superfluid to oscillate in time, similarly to
the mechanism behind the recently discovered superfluid time crystals. We propose specific exper-
imental implementations with which this rich and unusual spatiotemporal superfluid behavior can

be explored.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the last couple of decades we have been able to
explore quantum many-body phenomena with a level
of control never thought accessible before. This has
been possible thanks to the development of many clean
and controllable experimental platforms that act as so-
called quantum simulators [1-6], such as trapped ultra-
cold atoms [7-9]. These are well isolated devices that
essentially behave as closed quantum systems where a
variety of many-body bosonic [10, 11], fermionic [12-18],
or spin Hamiltonians [19-23] can be engineered. In com-
bination with very flexible measurement techniques giv-
ing access to a wide range of observables, these systems
have allowed the observation of many physical phenom-
ena ranging from the already classic insulator-superfluid
phase transition of the Bose-Hubbard model [24], to su-
persolidity [25-27], topological effects [14, 16, 28-30], or
many-body localization [31-35] and other routes to the
breaking of thermalization [36]. By coupling these sys-
tems to the optical modes of a laser-driven lossy cavity
[37-44], we have even been able to access the domain of
driven-dissipative many-body physics [45]. These scenar-
ios are intrinsically out of thermodynamic equilibrium,
and the competition between driving, dissipation, and in-
teractions can stabilize the system into asymptotic states
that can be inaccessible to closed systems, for example

time crystals [46, 47]. This so-called dissipative-state
preparation [48] has provided further motivation for the
development of controlled driven-dissipative experimen-
tal platforms. In the bosonic realm which occupies our
current work, perhaps the best explored platforms are
exciton polaritons in semicondutor microcavities [49-51],
among other photonic platforms [52, 53], where sponta-
neous spatial coherence in the form of a wide variety
of patterns, as well topological phenomena has been re-
ported by now.

In recent years, another experimental platform is tak-
ing over as a leading candidate for the implementa-
tion of driven-dissipative bosonic many-body scenarios
[5, 54, 55], the so-called superconducting circuits [56-58].
These solid-state systems are extremely flexible not only
in terms of geometric design, but also in terms of the type
of processes that one can engineer on them. Currently,
2D arrays with up to 66 bosonic modes have been de-
veloped and used to explore quantum advantage [59-61],
discrete time crystals [62, 63], localization and thermal-
ization [64-67], as well as quantum walks and topological
phenomena [68-71]. Here, the intrinsic energies of the
bosonic modes are on the microwave domain, where we
are able to synthesize coherent drives with arbitrary spec-
tral profiles. In addition, the tunneling rates between the
modes can be controlled in real time and can be made
complex (artificial gauge fields). Moreover, interactions



between the bosonic modes can be engineered via the
four-wave mixing occurring at the Josephson junctions
that are naturally integrated in these platforms, which
also allow for the implementation of pair driving and
dissipation [72-75]. There are well-known processes in
quantum optics, but very unconventional in the many-
body models derived from condensed-matter physics.

This toolbox makes superconducting-circuit arrays a
theoretician’s dream for the implementation of inter-
esting and unconventional models beyond traditional
condensed-matter systems. With this motivation, in this
work we study the superfluid phases that emerge in a
bosonic array in the presence of pair driving and the
corresponding pair loss, showing that these lead to in-
credibly rich spatiotemporal phenomena. In particular,
we consider (and propose a generic implementation for)
the case in which pair loss occurs through a collective
channel, i.e., the information about which array site the
pair came from is washed off before decaying into the
environment. In such case, even in the presence of ad-
ditional linear local loss, we show that it is possible to
stabilize the superfluid into an exotic one with bosons
condensed on the modes of a closed manifold in Fourier
space (which we also recently predicted to appear with
local pair loss [76], but only when the chemical poten-
tial and the linear decay are fine-tuned to zero exactly,
which is too demanding under realistic experimental con-
ditions). Moreover, at difference with [76], the distribu-
tion of population along the ring can be controlled by
biasing the system via the initial conditions or a weak
external drive. This opens the possibility of stabilizing
a plethora of patterns, from periodic and quasi-periodic
ones with tunable spatial wavelength, to homogeneously-
populated closed Fourier manifolds. The latter have been
conjectured to play a fundamental role in several open
problems in condensed-matter physics such as high-T¢. su-
perconductivity [77], frustrated magnetism [78], and in-
teracting problems with spin-orbit coupling [79, 80]. Our
proposal then opens the way to the systematic study of
such broad type of patterns under controlled experimen-
tal conditions.

In addition, when the local linear loss is balanced by
incoherent pumping [81-84], we show that new constants
of motion emerge in the system, which lead to asymp-
totic self-oscillatory states. This behavior is reminiscent
of superfluid time crystals [85-87], where the conserva-
tion of the particle number, together with a non-zero
chemical potential induce robust temporal oscillations in
the macroscopic wave function of the condensed fraction.

Our results indicate that the combination of quantum-
optical processes and condensed-matter models allows
one to go beyond the paradigm accessible to these disci-
plines separately.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next two sec-
tions we introduce the model, equations, and main con-
cepts that we use to unravel the behavior of the system.

In Section IV we present the results found in the absence
of local linear loss, whose effect we analyze in Section
V. Finally, in Section VI we explain how to implement
our model with state-of-the-art superconducting-circuit
devices.

II. MODEL

We consider N bosonic modes with annihilation oper-
ators G; arranged in the nodes of a d-dimensional square
array, so that the mode indices are parametrized as
j = (1, Ja), with j, € {1,2,..,L} and N = L.
The operators satisfy canonical commutation relations,
[G;,a1] = 0 and [dj,d;] = J;1. Apart from the standard
chemical potential and nearest-neighbor hopping terms
of the Bose-Hubbard model, we consider pair-driving in
the Hamiltonian that breaks particle-number conserva-
tion, but still keeping a Z; symmetry a; — —a; Vj, see
Eq. (2a). Such driving must be necessarily accompanied
by pair dissipation. Here we study the case in which the
environment used for driving is common to all modes,
such that a single collective jump operator j &? effects
the decay process. In contrast to local decay, we will
show that such type of decay allows for a much richer,
flexible, and controllable spatiotemporal phenomena. In
addition, we consider the possibility of having local de-
cay, typically unavoidable in real setups, as well as inco-
herent pumping to compensate it. We will discuss later
plausible implementations of this model in the context
of superconducting-circuit arrays. The master equation
describing the evolution of the state of the system p reads

o [H 1 9 A
Op = l{h’p] + ﬁpzj a2 /] (1)

+ 3 (Da, 0]+ T 7).

where
+ = > [—,ua;aj +3 (a? + a;z)} — JZajalT, (2a)
J 1)
Dalp] = 24pAT — ATAp — pATA. (2b)

Here p plays the role of a chemical potential (correspond-
ing in the implementation to the detuning of a driving
field, which is fully tunable, as we will see later), ¢ is
the pair-injection rate, and J is the hopping rate, the
(41) symbol denoting that the sum runs only over nearest
neighbors. As for the parameters in the incoherent terms,
all assumed of the Lindblad form (2b) under the stan-
dard Born-Markov conditions satisfied by most quantum-
optical systems, v is the local linear decay rate, I' is the
pumping rate, and /2N is the collective nonlinear decay
rate, which is normalized by N in order to make all terms
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Figure 1. Dispersion relation wg in 1D (a) and 2D (b), that is, d = 1 and 2, respectively. We have chosen p = 0 with L = 16

for the 1D case (a) and L = 10 for 2D (b).

We denote by k and k = (ki1, k2) the wave vectors in 1D and 2D, respectively.

We also show the legend for the color scale denoting the values of wg, which range between p — 2d (darkest blue) and p + 2d
(lighter yellow). Markers of the same type and color correspond to wave vectors k lying at the same ‘Bose level’ BLg, that is,
wk = B. The Bose level BL plays a central role in our work, since it contains the most divergent modes, which eventually form
the bulk of the asymptotic state; we dub it the ‘Bose surface’ or BS [76], and highlight it thick black. Note that the Bose levels
BL,+24 contain a single wave vector in all dimensions, for which we have used a star marker. The rest of Bose levels contain
multiple wave vectors, only two in 1D, but many in 2D, eventually forming a closed curve with an infinite number points in
the thermodynamic limit L — oo, represented by the contours in (b) for the specific values of § appearing for L = 10.

in the master equation extensive. All the parameters are
taken positive except for p, which we allow to take on
negative values, as this is naturally the case in experi-
ments (the driving can be red-detuned or blue-detuned
with respect to resonance).

We assume to be deep in the superfluid phase, where
the Zs symmetry is spontaneously broken and the system
is well described by a coherent-state ansatz with ampli-
tudes (a;) = ¢; € C [88]. Let us remark that, while
one might argue that driving and dissipation would pre-
vent the system to reach true superfluidity, it is by now
well established that this is not the case. In partic-
ular, both theory/simulations [89-91] and experiments
[49-51] show that it takes an infinite time to tunnel in
between the symmetry-breaking coherent states in the
thermodynamic limit for sufficiently weak interactions or
nonlinearity, and hence such superfluid states are true
robust asymptotic states accessible to the system. As
shown in Appendix A, in this regime the master equa-
tion (1) is then translated into a set of nonlinear differ-
ential equations for the coherent amplitudes (generalized
Gross-Pitaevskii or GP equations). Furthermore, we can
set two parameters to one, say J = 1 and v/N = 1,
which is equivalent to normalizing all rates to J, time to
J~1, and the amplitudes Y; to \/NJ/v, as detailed in
Appendix A. The resulting equations read

i = (i — k) 1y — <i€+z¢12> 1/1;7+iz¢l, (3)
l W,

where (1) ; denotes that the sum extends only over near-
est neighbors of j, and we have defined the linear decay
rate Kk = 9 — I', which combines the local damping and
pumping, and is assumed to be positive or zero in the
following (that is to say, pumping can only compensate
damping, but not go above it).

Owed to the translational invariance of the problem
(we assume periodic boundary conditions for simplicity),
it is more convenient to work in the Fourier basis oy =
\/—lﬁzj e® s with k = (ki,...,kq) the Fourier wave
vector, whose components take on values

%e{_EJ_EJ +1,...,—EJ +L—1}, (4)

working in the first Brillouin zone, meaning that the
Fourier indices become continuous k,, € [—m,n[ in the
thermodynamic limit L. — oo. Transforming the GP
equations (3) to Fourier space, we obtain

g = (lwg — k) ag — <i€ + Zaqaq> ary,  (5)

q



where

d
wkzu—i—QZCOSkn, (6)

n=1

is the (negative of the) dispersion relation, which we rep-
resent Fig. 1 for dimensions d = 1 and 2. Interestingly,
these GP equations are invariant under several transfor-
mations, most notably continuous shifts of the relative
phase between each 4k pair, continuous time transla-
tions, and the exchange of any pairs +k with the same
value of the dispersion relation (which is also a contin-
uous symmetry in the thermodynamic limit for d > 1).
This implies that any symmetry-breaking solution will
be accompanied by the corresponding Goldstone modes
whose fluctuations can make the solutions change with-
out opposition, as we will see later.

This is the set of equations that we focus on in this
work. Let us remark that, while we have performed
extensive numerical simulations of the equations, most
of the results are understood from analytical or semi-
analytical arguments, as we explain below. Before pro-
ceeding, though, let us introduce a few concepts that will
turn out to be very useful for the analysis of the asymp-
totic states.

III. BOSE LEVELS AND
COLLECTIVE EQUATIONS

Consider the dissipativeless limit of the model (k =
0 = 7), where the GP equations simply read &g =
iwgar — iea’,. When ¢ < |wg|, the amplitudes
ay(t) remain bounded and oscillate in time at frequency
Vwi —e2. In contrast, when ¢ > |wg| these frequencies
become imaginary, meaning that the amplitudes diverge
exponentially with time at rate /g2 — wi. One then ex-
pects that the modes with largest divergence rate will
dominate the long-term dynamics of the full problem,
including dissipation. When the chemical potential sat-
isfies |p| < 2d (which we assume in the following), the
most divergent modes are characterized by wg = 0, and
define the bosonic analog of the Fermi surface, which we
dubbed the ‘Bose surface’ in [76] (highlighted thick black
in Fig. 1). In general, since Fourier modes with the same
value of wg have the same divergence rate or oscillation
frequency, it is convenient to group them into what we
will call ‘Bose levels’ (see Fig. 1). Let us denote by {8}
the collection of distinct values that wg can take, which
take continuously over the whole interval [u — 2d, 1 + 2d]
in the thermodynamic limit, but otherwise form a dis-
crete set within that interval. We define Bose level g,
and abbreviate it by BLg, as the set of Fourier modes
k for which wg = . The particular Bose level with
B = 0, BLy, is then the Bose surface (abbreviated BS),

containing the most divergent modes. Note that the Bose
levels with 8 = p + 2d lying at the center and the edge
of the Brillouin zone contain a single mode, respectively,
k =(0,...,0) or (m,...,m); none of these two Bose levels
are the Bose surface, because of our previous |u| < 2d
assumption. All other Bose levels form a closed curve
(d = 2) or surface (d = 3) in Fourier space, and are con-
stituted by multiple +k pairs with opposite wave vec-
tor, see Fig. 1(b). This does not hold in one dimension
(d = 1), for which Bose levels are formed by a single pair
of opposite wave-vector modes, see Fig. 1(a).

It is interesting to define the collective Bose-level vari-
ables

Z ApO_ = 53, (78,)

keBLg

Y lawl” =g, (7b)

keBLg

which wash off the details about each specific mode of
BLg, but describe the excitation of the level as a whole.
In particular, note that ng provides the total population
at BLg. It is simple using the GP equation (5) to show
that the collection of these Bose-level variables evolve
according to a closed set of equations that reads

i5 = 2(i8 — K)s5 — 2ns (ie +y sﬁ/), (8a)
T

ng = —2kng — [sg (is + Z 55/) + c.c.], (8b)
5

where the sums extend over all Bose levels. We dub these
the Bose-level equations of motion. They will be very
useful when studying the types of asymptotic states that
the system can reach, which we pass now to discuss first
for K = 0 in the next section, and then considering the
effect of linear dissipation k # 0 one section later.

IV. PURELY NONLINEAR DISSIPATION:
CONSTANTS OF MOTION
AND OSCILLATORY STATES

In this section we analyze the stationary solutions
(&g = 0) of the GP equations in the absence of linear dis-
sipation (x = 0). First, note that the trivial state oy, = 0
exists but it’s unstable by assumption: since we assume
that the wgr = 0 Bose surface exists, even an infinites-
imal driving rate € will make fluctuations increase ex-
ponentially towards a nontrivial solution (see Appendix
E1). On the other hand, we prove in Appendix B that
stationary solutions can populate only modes with the
same |wg|. Hence, stationary solutions only populate at
most two Bose levels, those with opposite value of the
dispersion, say, wg = ££).

When the populated level is the Bose surface, that
is, when all aggps = 0, we can set wx = 0 in the GP
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Figure 2. Numerical simulation of the time evolution of ay(¢) from the Gross-Pitaevskii equations (5) in 1D (d = 1) for size
L = 12. Here we consider no local damping (k = 0), taking ¢ = 3 and p = 0, but the same behavior is found for other
parameters, sizes, and dimensions. We highlight the modes k = /2 at the Bose surface w2 = 0 (blue), the modes k = 0
and 7 at the edge of the dispersion relation wo r = gt £ 2 (red), and the modes k = +57/6 at the lowest nontrivial Bose level
(yellow). The thinner grey lines correspond to the rest of the modes. (a) and (b) show the real and imaginary parts of age™ !
starting from random initial conditions. Note that the lines converge to steady values, showing that the k modes oscillate as
el“*rt in the asymptotic state. Most population flows into the modes at the Bose surface, but one mode of each £k pair at other
Bose levels remains populated, as required by the existence of the constants of motion that we discuss in the main text. The
population of modes k = 0 and 7 vanishes asymptotically, but note that their equilibration rate can be much slower than that
of the other Bose levels. (c¢) shows the populations |ay| starting from a fully random perturbation (<5%) around the stationary
solution (9) with only the Bose-surface modes excited, specifically the imbalanced configuration c /o = \/Eei”/4 = 2a_5/2. The
simulations agree with these stationary solutions being (marginally) stable. In contrast, (d) starts from a random perturbation
(<1%) around a stationary solution (10) with only the k¥ = +57/6 modes excited, and shows that such stationary solutions are
very unstable. All these numerical simulations (and the many more we have conducted, including 2D and 3D situations) agree
with the analytical results that we work out in the main text.

equation (5) and obtain a set of stationary solutions con- ary solution, as well as to the existence of extra constants
strained only by the condition of motion that we introduce below.
sz:s Q- = —IE. ©) Let us consider now stationary configurations populat-
€

ing an arbitrary pair of Bose levels with wy, = €2, which
Any configuration of amplitudes ageps satisfying this we denote here by BLy # BS, so that ag¢pr, = 0. In
condition is a valid stationary solution. We comment contrast to the Bose-surface solutions, we will prove later
on the stability of these configurations shortly, but let us and show in Fig. 2(d) that these ones are unstable. Nev-
anticipate that they are marginally stable, meaning that ertheless, it is still instructive to consider and understand
fluctuations around them do not grow, but might not be them, as they will allow us to introduce some useful con-
damped either, see Fig. 2(c¢). This is owed to Goldstone’s cepts, as well as provide insight into the privileged role of
theorem applied to the continuous symmetries of the GP the Bose surface. In Appendix B we discuss this type of
equations that are spontaneously broken by the station- stationary configurations in detail. They are constrained



by two conditions

[ny —n_| =+ve2 -2, (10a)
d_keBLy — _ieigaialtv (10b)

where o1 = arg{£(ny —n_ +i)} is a phase common
to all k modes within the same Bose level. The first thing
to note is that only Bose levels for which € > || can be
excited as stationary solutions. Remarkably, only the
difference in populations |n; —n_| is fixed, but the total
population ny +n_ is arbitrary, except for the algebraic
constraint ny+n_ > |ny—n_|. Moreover, expressing the
amplitudes in magnitude and phase as ag = prel®*, the
second condition (10b) means that modes with opposite
wave vector must be equally populated, pr = p_g, with
their phase sum fixed to a value common to all +k pairs
of the same level, ¢ + ¢_ = pp — 7/2 in this case; we
will denote this by ‘balanced’ solutions.

Before discussing the stability of these solutions, we
need to talk about constants of motion. Setting x = 0 in
(8), it is easy to see that the combination

Cp = y/nj — |ssl% (11)

of Bose-level variables are constants of motion, C'g =0
we dub them ‘level constants’. In order to understand the
physical meaning of these constants, let us first consider
the d = 1 case (one-dimensional system), for which there
are only two modes +k at a generic BLg, so that it is
straightforward to see that Cg = ||ag|? — |a—g|?|. Hence,
these level constants are a measure of the imbalance be-
tween opposite-momenta modes present in the solution.
As we show in Appendix D, the same conclusion holds in
higher dimensions d > 1: Cg = 0 if and only if the con-
figuration of the amplitudes oy at that Bose level BLg
is balanced in the sense explained in the previous para-
graph. The existence of these level constants is crucial
in order to understand the stability analysis of the afore-
mentioned stationary solutions, as well as the existence
of oscillatory asymptotic states.

In order to see how the constants of motion imply
the existence of non-stationary solutions, we simply re-
mind that stationary solutions cannot have Bose levels
with different || excited simultaneously, and moreover,
stationary solutions at Bose levels other than the Bose
surface are balanced, meaning that Cgxo = 0 for such
stationary configurations. On the other hand, we have
just seen that the level constants C'z are conserved and
are a measure for how imbalanced the configuration of
amplitudes oy, is. Hence, starting with Cgzo # 0, it
is not possible that all the ay of BLg are zero simulta-
neously, which implies that the asymptotic amplitudes
limy_, o . (t) cannot be stationary for all k € BLg, and
in particular oscillate in time at frequency wg as shown in
Fig. 2(a,b) and discussed below. This is similar to what
happens in superfluid time crystals [85-87], for which

particle-number conservation forces the superfluid wave
function to oscillate with a frequency equal to the chemi-
cal potential [88, 92]. Interestingly, even if the individual
amplitudes ag(t) can oscillate, our extensive simulations
show that the Bose-level variables, ruled by Egs. (8),
reach the fixed point

ng = Cg, sg =0, if BLg # BS
ng = ,/Cg-i-{-??, sg = —ie, if BLg =BS ’ (12)
from any initial condition, as shown in Fig. 3(a). Inci-

dentally, this shows that the population induced by the
driving € concentrates at the Bose surface, while the rest
of Bose levels only keep the minimum amount of pop-
ulation required to satisfy the conservation of the level
constant Cg. It is interesting to analyze the configura-
tion of the amplitudes g in this oscillatory regime. As
proven analytically in Appendix C, at a given BLg # BS
all modes oscillate at frequency 3, but, remarkably, at
least one amplitude of each £k pair must vanish, see
also Fig. 2. The Bose-surface modes have 5 = 0, so they
can remain stationary, and are only constrained by (12).

Once we understand that there is a part of the popula-
tion of the Bose levels (associated with Cz # 0 ) that the
dynamics cannot get rid of, we can discuss the stability of
the stationary solutions. Let’s start with the stationary
solution (9), corresponding to a stationary configuration
of the amplitudes at the Bose surface. From the pre-
vious discussion, it is clear that any perturbation that
increases Cg at other Bose levels will leave a remanent of
population in those levels that will make the state start
oscillating. We show this analytically in Appendix E 2 by
studying the stability from the GP equations (8). How-
ever, it is crucial to understand that if the perturbation
is small, it will remain small (will not grow exponen-
tially), and hence the oscillations will just be a small
perturbation on top of the stationary solution, as shown
in Fig. 2(c). In addition, note that (9) only fixes the sum
ZkeBS arQ_g, which means that the part of the fluctu-
ations that changes the phase difference between each
+k pair, the ratio between their magnitudes, or even the
distribution of population among the modes of the Bose
surface, will not damp back to the original configura-
tion, but will also not move away exponentially. This is
an effect derived from the Goldstone theorem applied to
the continuous symmetries present in the GP equations
(5), as we anticipated when we introduced the equations.
This implies that the linear stability matrix associated
to this solution is plagued with eigenvalues with zero real
part, but none with positive real part. In this sense, this
stationary solution is only marginally stable, but still, it
is not unstable.

The story is completely different for the stationary so-
lutions at other Bose levels. As we prove in Appendix
E3 and show in Fig. 2(d), for the stationary solution
(10) at a given Bose-level even an infinitesimal fluctu-
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Figure 3. Numerical time-evolution of the Bose-level variables ng = ZkEBLB |ak|? and sg = ZkEBLB ara_g, which form a
closed system ruled by Eqgs. (8). As in Fig. 2, we consider a 1D situation with L = 12, 4 = 0, and ¢ = 3, but the plots
are qualitatively the same for any other choice of dimension, size, or parameters. We consider in (a) and (b) the k = 0 case,
and in (c) and (d) the k = 1 case, starting from a random initial state. Again as in Fig. 2, we highlight the evolution of the
Bose-surface (blue), the lowest nontrivial Bose level BL_ 5 containing modes k = £57/2 (yellow), and the Bose levels BL2
with the largest and smallest values of the dispersion relation, which contain the single modes k = 0 (solid red) and 7 (dashed
red), respectively. The simulations are consistent with the analytics discussed in the main text, showing that all population
moves towards the Bose surface, except when xk = 0, for which a population lim;—, ngx0(t) = Cp persists, associated with the

oscillatory configurations discussed in Fig. 2 induced by the existence of the Cz = n% — |sg|? constants of motion.

ation at Bose levels with smaller |3] will precipitate a  frequency . The specific way in which the population
cascade of the population towards the lowest-|3| level, is distributed over the k modes of a given Bose level is
that is, towards the Bose surface. The cascade pro- only constrained by sy = —ie at the Bose surface and
ceeds until just the small population ng = dCj3 related aga_pk = 0 at other Bose levels.

to the level constant induced by the initial fluctuations,

6CF = n3(0) —|s5(0)[?, remains in Bose levels other than

the Bose surface. Hence, these stationary solutions are V. EFFECT OF LOCAL LINEAR DISSIPATION
very unstable, and moreover reinforce the idea that the

Bose-surface solution is (marginally) stable. With the previous results in mind, it is easy to under-

stand what happens when introducing linear local dissi-
pation k # 0. As we argue next, the main effect of k
is making the stationary configurations at the Bose sur-

face even more robust, that is, to remove any trace of

at the Bose surface in the form of a stationary solution .
with ng = \/CZ 1 2, except for some leftover poptla- population in other Bose levels. But, remarkably, even
0 0 ! under these conditions the way in which the population

tion ngo = Cp = \/ ”% (0) — |s5(0)|* at other Bose lev- is distributed along the Bose surface remains arbitrary,
els, for which the amplitudes agepr, oscillate in time at and it can be biased with a judicious initial condition

In summary, in the absence of linear local dissipation
(k = 0), the asymptotic configuration of the system cor-
responds to one in which the population is concentrated
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Figure 4. Numerical simulation of the time evolution of a/(t)
from the Gross-Pitaevskii equations (5) in 2D (d = 2) for a
lattice of size L x L = 20 x 20. We have included a weak
driving term Y, _po iF (bl — bi) with F = 0.01, where b, =
> e®J34; /L are the annihilation operators for the Fourier
modes. The rest of parameters are k = 1, p =0, and € = 3,
leading to a Bose surface with 38 modes (blue). We also
show the single-mode Bose levels at the edge and center of
the Brillouin zone (red), the 8 modes of the Bose level with
B = 2cos(1/10) + 2cos(1/2) (yellow), and the modes of 10
other random Bose surfaces (grey). Starting from random
initial conditions, we find that a weak driving is enough to
bias a final state with all modes of the Bose surface equally
populated, while all other Bose levels remain unpopulated.
Moreover, we have found that driving differently each +k
pair, one can distribute the total density in any desired way
within the Bose surface modes. Hence, this simulations show
that a weak driving can be used to “write” any unconventional
superfluid state with all population distributed at will along
a closed manifold in Fourier space.

or with a weak drive, as we show below. In particular,
this allows for configurations in which all the k modes
of the closed manifold are populated. This is an exotic
state of outmost importance in condensed-matter physics
for its connection with high-T, superconductivity [77],
frustrated magnetism [78], and interacting problems with
spin-orbit coupling [79, 80].

Let us start by noting that, using Eqgs. (8), the level
constants are easily shown to satisfy

Cp = —2kC5 = Jlim Cj(t) = 0V5. (13)

The level constants are not conserved anymore; instead,
they are forced to vanish asymptotically by the local dis-
sipation. This is accompanied by two effects. First, now
that the level constants are zero, there is no reason for
any population to remain at Bose levels other than the
Bose surface. Indeed, our exhaustive simulations show
that all population flows towards the Bose surface asymp-
totically, irrespective of the initial state, as shown in Fig.
3(b). In particular, the system reaches a fixed point of

the Bose-level equations (8) with

{ ng=s3 =0, if BLg # BS (14)
ng =€ — Kk =1isg, if BLg =BS °
Note that now it is necessary that € > k for this solution
to exist, also required in order to destabilize the trivial
solution ap = 0Vk, whose fluctuations will only grow
once driving provides enough energy to balance dissipa-
tion, as explicitly shown in Appendix E1. The flow of
the population towards the Bose surface is further sup-
ported by the stability analysis of the stationary solutions
at Bose levels different than the Bose surface, which we
detail in Appendices B and E 3, and proves that these so-
lutions become more unstable the larger « is. In contrast,
the stationary solution at the Bose surface becomes more
stable by increasing x, as we show next.

The second effect connected to Eq. (13) that we want
to discuss relates to the solution at the Bose surface. As
we discussed in the previous section, a zero level constant
implies that the configuration of the amplitudes ap =
prei?* needs to be of the balanced type. Indeed, solving
for the steady state of the GP equation (5) with apg¢ps =
0, one easily finds for k € BS that

¢kz + ¢7k = _7T/27

Zpi:s—n.

keBS

(15a)

Pk = P—k; (15b)

Any configuration satisfying these conditions is a robust
one that can be biased by, e.g., tuning the initial con-
dition or adding a weak linear driving with the desired
spatial profile (see Fig. 4). We say that these configura-
tions are robust because we show in Appendix E 2 that
they are stable against any type of perturbation, except
of course perturbations compatible with (15), which are
not damped but also not amplified (making this solution
marginally stable as expected). Hence, in this system
we can write many interesting patterns, including peri-
odic and quasi-periodic ones with an arbitrary number of
opposite-Fourier modes +k, as well as the exotic one pre-
sented in Fig. 4 where all the modes of the Bose surface
are populated.

VI. IMPLEMENTATION WITH
SUPERCONDUCTING CIRCUIT ARRAYS

Superconducting circuits [56-58] provide a very flexi-
ble platform where our ideas can be potentially explored.
Arrays with up to N = 66 quantum oscillators with
tunable frequency, anharmonicity, and tunnelings have
been already built [59-63, 68, 69], and the number keeps
growing strong in seek of the promised practical quantum
computer. In addition, the pair driving and dissipation
considered in our model has been implemented in single



Figure 5. Sketch of our implementation proposal with superconducting circuits. The main system consists of an array of LC
oscillators (yellow) with distinct frequencies w;, which exchange excitations at rates that can be tuned through local magnetic
fluxes, represented by B;(t) in the figure. The array couples through a Josephson junction (white) to a coherent microwave
generator (red) and an additional lossy LC circuit (blue) driven by a resonant generator, which induces a coherent state of

amplitude aype” e

in the circuit. When the decay rate s, of the pump circuit is the dominant rate, and the microwave tones

Um, circuit frequencies, and magnetic fluxes are chosen appropriately (see the main text), the array evolves according to our

model’s master equation.

circuits by exploiting four-wave mixing at driven Joseph-
son junctions [72-74], also motivated by the quantum-
computing goal of encoding noise-resilient qubits in the
infinite-dimensional Hilbert space of a harmonic oscilla-
tor. Here we show that these experimental quantum com-
puting breakthroughs can be combined and adapted to
implement our pair-driven-dissipative many-body model,
as schematically shown in Fig. 5.

We consider an array of LC circuits with different
frequencies {w;};=12.. ~ (take for notational simplic-
ity a one-dimensional system). These LC circuits are
linearly coupled through an intermediary circuit that
is sensitive to an external magnetic field. This allows
for real-time control of the hopping rates [59], which
we set to Jexp[—i(w; — w;_1)t] between circuits j — 1
and j. Through a Josephson junction driven by a mi-
crowave generator that feeds coherent tones at frequen-
cies {Vm tm=1,2,.. N, all circuits of the array are connected
to an additional driven and lossy LC circuit, dubbed
‘pump’ resonator, with frequency €,. The four-wave-
mixing frequency-conversion process 2, + v, = w; + w;
occurs at the junction [72-74], so that the evolution of
the system’s state pg is described by the master equation

. |l Ho(t) .
8tp0:_1[ (;i()va

+ Dy [Po] , (16)

with (periodic boundaries are assumed, so j = 0 is un-

derstood to be equivalent to j = N)

N
E |:UJ]CL CLJ

J

(Je Hwj—wj—1)tg 1CLT+HC>]

=1

N
4 Z g[ —ivmt p+ape—lnpt)&;d} +H.c.] , (17)
mjl=1

where o, (assumed real and positive without loss of gen-
eralization) is the amplitude of the coherent state induced
by the driving on the pump resonator, so that the opera-
tor p annihilates excitations around such coherent state.
g is the four-wave-mixing rate, controllable through the
amplitude of the microwave tones, which we assume the
same for all tones. In order to obtain the type of col-
lective dissipation that we seek, the key idea consists in
taking far-off resonant circuits with |w; — w;| > ¢ and
tones v; = 2w; — £}, + 2, where p is a small frequency
mismatch (detuning) that will play the role of the chem-
ical potential in the model.

That these choices lead to the desired model is best
seen by moving to a picture rotating at frequency (2, for
the pump and w; + p for circuit j, effected by discounting
the unitary evolution

N
U(t) = exp [—mptp*p —1) (wj+ u)ta}aj} . (18)
j=1

The master equation of the transformed state p; =
Ut poU keeps the same form as (5), but with a modified



Hamiltonian

i, al
oS s (o) oo

with Qmjl = me — W —wi. It is clear that ijj = Ov_],
and we assume that the frequencies are chosen in such a
way that [Qp,;i| > gay, for any other value of the indices
(m, j,1). Then, the rotating-wave approximation allows
us to neglect all time-dependent terms in the Hamilto-
nian, which then takes the form

};1 +g( ZATQ—I—H.C.), (20)

where H is the Hamiltonian (2a) of our model (with
€ = 2gap). We see that the pump mode couples to the

collective jump operator of our model, E =1 j . Hence,
adiabatically eliminating the pump under the assumption
that its damping rate s, is much larger than any other
rate (u, J, €, g, and k), it is straightforward to show [93]
that the reduced state p = tr,{p1} of the array evolves
according to the master equation (1) of our model with
V/N = 2¢/kp.

As for k, we note that local decay is always present to
a certain extent in the circuits, while incoherent pumping
can be implemented in several known ways [81-84].

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have shown that including quantum-
optical processes such as pair driving and dissipation
on many-body models characteristic of condensed-matter
physics, one gets access to physics beyond the paradigm
accessible to these disciplines on their own. As a means of
example, we have considered a bosonic array in which all
bosonic nodes are pair-driven through the same source,
leading to collective pair-dissipation rather than local
one. The resulting model, including experimentally un-
avoidable local linear dissipation, has been shown to lead
to incredibly rich and controllable spatiotemporal phe-
nomena within the superfluid phase. In particular, we
have proven that the condensates are stabilized into an
exotic configuration where only the modes of a closed
manifold in Fourier space are populated, with a distribu-
tion of the population along the manifold that we can bias
through the initial conditions or through a weak external
drive. This allows to stabilize, for example, a conden-
sate populating a finite number of +k pairs of Fourier
wave vectors that can be controlled by judiciously choos-
ing a target Bose surface (experimentally tunable via the
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detuning p), leading to periodic and quasi-periodic pat-
terns with a tunable spatial (quasi-)period and orienta-
tion. We have also shown explicitly how to stabilize a
pattern where all the modes of the closed manifold are
equally populated, which is a state conjectured to play
an important role in some open condensed-matter prob-
lems such as high-T, superconductivity. In addition, by
balancing any residual local linear decay through an in-
coherent pumping mechanism, we have shown that new
constants of motion emerge, that force the condensate to
get nontrivial temporal order in the form of robust os-
cillations at different frequency for each Bose level. This
behavior generalizes the one found in superfluid time-
crystals, where particle-number conservation leads to ro-
bust oscillations of the macroscopic wave function at a
frequency set by the chemical potential. Finally, we have
put forward a generic way in which our model can be im-
plemented by exploiting four-wave mixing in supercon-
ducting circuits. This opens the way to the experimen-
tal exploration of the condensates with nontrivial spa-
tiotemporal order present in our unconventional driven-
dissipative model.
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Appendix A: From the master equation
to the GP equations

In order to derive the GP equations (3) from the master
equation, we start by noting that the equation of motion
of the expectation value of any operator A can be found
as

0.(A) =tr{40,p} = ~ (A, ) (A1)
+ ooz (71 A1) + (TA, )

+3 (<[aj,21]aj> + <&}[A,&j]>)
J
+ Zr (<[a,-,21]a}> + <&j[/i,&§]>) ;



where we have used the master equation (1) and defined
J=Y;a
Onlag) =tr{ADyp} = (in — 70 +I){a > ie(a})

FTY ar) — - (ah > " a”
OF;

l

2. Applied to the a a; operators, we obtain

(A2)

Assume now that the state of the system is coherent

at all times, that is, @), [¢;(t)) with a;[v;) = ;i)

and ¢; € C. Applying then (&L...dj aj,...G5,) =

Yy ) Vg, -4, on (A2), we obtain

by = (ip— ) 5 — (e + - Zwl)w +i7 3 5. (A3)
o,

Flnally, by defining normalized variables and parame-
ters t = Jt, ¥; = \/v/JIN, i = p/J, & = ¢/J, and
Kk = k/J, we obtain the GP equation as presented in
(3). Note however that we removed there the tildes to
ease the notation, and also because the normalization is
equivalent to setting J and /N to one in (A3).

Appendix B: Stationary solutions

Here we discuss in detail the stationary solutions
present in the GP equations (5). We start by consid-
ering the stationary equations (¢ = 0) for an arbitrary
pair t+k,

(iwg — k) g, = (ie + Z aqa,q)aik, (Bla)
q
(iw + k) a’p, = (ig -3 agat q)ak (B1b)
q
Taking their product, we obtain
2
ie + Z aqoz_q‘ =wi + Kk? — €2 (B2)

q

Now, the left-hand-side of this expression is independent
of k, while the right-hand-side depends on it through
wi. Therefore, the excitation of two modes with different
absolute value of the dispersion |wg| is incompatible, and
thus, stationary solutions can only populate the modes
of Bose levels with opposite dispersion. Note that the
Bose surface, being defined by wg = 0, admits stationary
solutions where it is populated by itself. This stationary
solutions are easily found directly from the GP equation
as explained in the main text.

We consider then a stationary solution that populates
only two Bose levels defined by wg = £, with Q >
0, which we denote by BLy (the analysis will naturally
accommodate also situations in which one of the BL4
do not exist, equivalent to leaving it unpopulated in the
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Figure 6. The stationary configurations outside of the Bose
surface can populate simultaneously two Bose levels wr = £Q2
with opposite dispersion. n is the total population and A the
difference of population between the levels. These stationary
configurations lie on a segment (thick yellow curve) of the
circle shown in the figure in the (kn, Q2A) space.

upcoming analysis). In terms of the Bose-level variables
(7), we then have 3  agqa_q = si + s—. On the other
hand, multiplying Eq. (Bla) by a_g and summing over
all the modes of BL4, we obtain the equations

(B3a)
(B3b)

(iQ—kK)sy = (ie+ s+ +s_)ny,

(4 K)s_ = (e + sy +s_)n_

Similarly, multiplying Eq. (Bla) by «j and summing
over all modes at BL, we get

(iQ — K)ny = (ie + 54 +5-)s7,

(4 Kk)n_ = (le + s+ +s-)s*

(B4a)
(Bdb)

The first thing to note is that |s1| = ny as follows from
(B3a)/(B4a) and (B3b)/(B4b). As shown in Appendix
D and mentioned in the text, this implies that the config-
urations «g at both Bose levels are of the balanced type,
which we will also show here explicitly shortly. Let us
now define the total population n = ny + n_ and the
difference of populations A = n; —n_. Operating on

the previous equations as (i©2 — x)(B3b) — (i2 + k) (B3a),
it is easy to get
QQ 2
ie+sy+s- = (¥ + ) (B5)

QA —i(Q2 + k2 + kn)’

But, at the same time, from the balance condition |s1| =
n4 and the absolute value of either (B3) or (B4), we know



that |ic + s, + s_|?> = Q2 + 2, so equating this to the
absolute value of (B5) we obtain

D2A? + (92 + K% 4 kn)? = 2(Q2 + K2). (B6)
We then see that, on the (kn,QA) space, the accessi-
ble configurations lie on a circle of radius evQ? + k2,
centered at point —(Q2 + x2,0), see Fig. 6. Hence, if
we want at least part of the circle to lie on the physi-
cal space n > 0, the condition ¢ > v/Q2? + k2 must be
satisfied, meaning that the radius is larger than the dis-
tance between the center and the origin of the reference
axes. In addition, the |A] < n constraint restricts fur-
ther the physical region of the circle (B6), so that only
its segment between points (vVe? — Q2 — k) x (k, £8) is
available. Note that these points correspond to config-
urations where only one Bose level is populated, BL4,
respectively. We summarize all these features in Fig. 6.
Note also that when x = 0, the ellipse degenerates into
the lines |A| = ve? — Q2 with n bounded only n > |A|,
which is the case we discussed explicitly in the main text,
see Eq. (10).

Now that we know that ic + sy + s_ = v/Q2 + x2e',
with 6 = arg{QA +i(Q?+ k2 +kn)}, we can insert it into
Eq. (Bla), which then tells us that the configuration of
the amplitudes at the Bose levels must satisfy

(B7)

_ i *
O_geBL, = —ie"P*ay,

with ¢y = arg {(£Q+ir)[QAn +i(Q? + &% + kn)]}.
Setting k = 0 we recover the phases ¢ presented in the
main text, Eq. (10), but now we see that even when for
Kk # 0, the configurations must be of the balanced type.
Any configuration that satisfies Egs. (B6) and (B7) is al-
lowed as a stationary solution of the system, but we show
in Appendix E 3 that they are unstable configurations.

Appendix C: Oscillatory solutions

Our numerics suggest that the oscillatory solutions
found for k = 0 are of the harmonic form ay(t) = age'*!,
with @ independent of time. Inserting this ansatz into
the GP equation (5), we obtain

(o)t _ N A oA gt g)t) A
(wie—vk,) g Vet v—k) —(E*lg Aga_gelvaty-a) >a_k.
Vq

(C1)
In addition, from our exhaustive numerical simulations,
we know that the Bose-level equations always reach
asymptotically the fixed point (12), which means that

Zaka_k = Z sg = —ie.
vk B

This is only compatible with the oscillatory solution if
V_p = —Vk. The right-hand-side of Eq. (C1) then van-
ishes, while particularizing the left-hand-side to a given

(C2)
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+k pair we obtain

(ﬁ — Vk)dk =0= (ﬂ + I/k)O_z,k,. (03)
For a generic Bose level different than the Bose sur-
face, these conditions can be satisfied only if one of the
amplitudes a4 vanishes, and the other oscillates with
vy = (. For the Bose surface § = 0, so that these
conditions imply v, = 0, meaning that the asymptotic
amplitudes ag are stationary and only constrained by
(12).

Appendix D: Interpretation of the level constants

The level constants (11) can be written as

C/% = Z (|Oék:‘2|04k;/|2 — aka_ka;’;,aik,) .
kk’'€BLg

(D1)

In the following we show that this constants are posi-
tive or zero, vanishing only when the configuration oy =
prei®* of the system is of the balanced type, that is,
P = p_k With ¢p + ¢_g fixed to a value that depends
only on the Bose level where k lies in. In order to see
this, we consider two types of terms in the sum (D1),
and bound them separately. First we consider the terms
with &’ = £k, and write explicitly the &k contributions
to the sum,

A =lagl* + ok * + 2o la_k|* — daga_ragat .
(D2)

Next, we consider the terms with k # k’, and again write
down explicitly the &k and £k’ contributions,

B =(law|” + |a—i*) (Joaw |* + |a—r|?)

— 20 O Oy O s — 20 g Q07

(D3)

In terms of these objects, the level constants can be writ-
ten as

1
2 _
Ci=7 2 (QAkJr S Bkk/). (D4)
kEBLﬁ klEBLﬁ
KAtk

Now we proceed to bound the first type of terms, which
is quite trivial since

Ay = pi + pLy = 208024 = (pk — p25)° >0, (D5)

with the equality achieved only if pgx = p_g. The second
type of terms requires a bit more work
Bik' =pipi + P02 i + P2kl + P2 1P ks (D6)
— 2pkp—kPr P—k COS(Pk + Pk — Pk — P—k')
>(prprr — P—kP—k)> + (Prp—k — P—rprr)’ = 0,



where in the last line we have upper-bounded the cosine
by 1, and combined the resulting terms into a sum of
squares. Note that the final equality is achieved in this
case only when the amplitudes satisfy the balanced con-
ditions ¢pp+¢_k = Pr + Pk, P = pP—k; and prr = p_pr.
This concludes the proof and shows that Cg = 0 if and
only if the configuration of amplitudes QkeBL, 18 bal-
anced, otherwise Cg > 0.

As a small detail, note that we have considered a non-
trivial Bose level with more than 4 distinct wave vectors.
In the one-dimensional case d = 1 (where there are at
most two wave vectors at a given Bose level) it’s trivial
to see that the the level constants vanish when the ampli-
tudes a4 have have equal magnitude, as we saw in the
text, while for single-wave-vector levels with k = (0, ..., 0)
or —(m, ..., m) the level constants are zero by construction.

Appendix E: Stability analysis
1. Trivial solution

The trivial stationary solution reads ap = 0Vk. Con-
sidering fluctuations dg around it, and expanding the GP
equations (5) to first order in these, we obtain the linear

set
(ik):(lwk.—li .—le’:‘ )({k) (E1)
*k ie —lwg — K * i

The eigenvalues of the linear stability matrix read in this
case as —rt+/e? — w,%. We then see that the fluctuations
associated to modes +k will grow only if the driving sat-
isfies € > /K% + wj. Since the Bose-surface modes have
wkeps = 0, these are the modes whose fluctuations get
the largest divergence rate, as long as e > k. In the k =0
case, this happens for any infinitesimal value of €.

2. BS solution

Consider now the stationary solution (9) with only the
Bose-surface modes excited, that is, lim_, o ag(t) = ag,
with ag¢ps = 0 and ageps constrained by the condition
> keps OkG_g = i(k — €). Considering now fluctuations
around this solution, that is, ag(t) = ax + di(t), the GP
equations (5) are written to first order in the fluctuations
as

dr, = (iwy, — K)dp — ikd" =207, Y A _qdg.
q€eBS

(E2)

Let us remark that this equation is valid both for x equal
or different than zero.

Consider first fluctuations off the Bose surface, that
is, k ¢ BS. The equations can be recasted as the linear
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system

(&)= wm) (&)

leading to a linear stability matrix with eigenvalues
—k £ /K% —wi. For k # 0, the real part of these eigen-
values is always negative, and hence, fluctuations damp
back to the stationary solution. In contrast, when x = 0
the eigenvalues become +iwg, showing that the fluctua-
tions dip remain oscillating at frequency wy around the
stationary solution, without damping or amplification.

The situation is more subtle when the fluctuations lie
on the Bose surface, that is, k € BS so that wg = 0.
In this case it is best to consider the evolution equation
of the total fluctuation population, which from (E2) is
easily found to be

2

d
pn (Z |dk|2> =—14 Z a_pdg (E4)
keBS keBS
— 2K Z (|dk,|2 + Im{dkd,k}) .
keBS

The first term is obviously negative or zero. It’s easy to
show that the second term is also negative or zero, since
expressing the fluctuations in magnitude and phase as
di, = rRe¥*, we have

Z Im{dgd_} = Z rer—k sin(er + o-k)  (E5)
keBS keBS
L e

kEBS keBS keBS

Note that the equality is obtained when 7y = r_j and
vk + ¢_k = —7/2Vk, which means that the fluctuations
perturb the solution in a way compatible with keeping it
balanced, which is a condition that stationary configura-
tions must satisfy when x # 0, see Eq. (15). Note also
that when x = 0 this contribution is directly zero.

This shows that the fate of the fluctuations is either to
damp back to the stationary solution, or remain where
they are when all terms in the right-hand-side of Eq. (E4)
are equal to zero. We have seen that, at least for the
second term, this happens when the fluctuations connect
with a new valid stationary solution. In order to prove
that this is the same for the first term, just note that to
first order in the fluctuations

Z Arpo_ ~ Z Opt_g +2 Z a_pdg,

keBS keBS keBS

(E6)

so that fluctuations satisfying ), g @—rdr = 0 lead to
configurations that keep the constraint (9) invariant.

3. BLg # BS solutions

The easiest way to show that the stationary solutions
at Bose levels other than the Bose surface are unstable



is by performing the linear stability analysis from the
Bose-level equations (8). We studied the form of these
stationary solutions in Appendix B, in particular show-
ing that they satisfy ic + 3 555 = VQ? + k2e? where
wr = £ defines the two Bose levels that are populated.
Remarkably, this is all we need to know in order to under-
stand the stability of these stationary configurations (and
we don’t even need the specific dependence of € on the
system parameters). For this, we consider the Bose-level
equations (8) for an unpopulated Bose level § # +Q,
and linearize them with respect to fluctuations dsg(t)
and 0ng(t) around the stationary solution sg = 0 = ng.
Defining the vector 6rg = (5,057, n5)", we obtain a
linear system érg = Lgdrg, with a linear stability matrix
(we further define o = VQ2 4 k2)

k—1if 0 oel?
Lg=—2 0 k+iB e |, (E7)
oe 9/2 0él?/2 K

which has eigenvalues —2x and —2 (/{:l: K24+ Q2 — 52).

The fluctuations drg of Bose levels with 5| < Q| will
then grow away from the stationary solution, since one of
the eigenvalues is positive for them. This shows that the
stationary solutions at any Bose level other than the Bose
surface (which has the minimum /5 = 0) are unstable.
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