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Recently universal dynamic scaling is observed in several systems, which exhibit a spatiotemporal
self-similar scaling behavior, analogous to the spatial scaling near phase transition. The latter one
arises from the emergent continuous scaling symmetry. Motivated by this, we investigate the possible
relation between the scaling dynamics and continuous scaling symmetry in this paper. We derive
a theorem that the scaling invariance of the quenched Hamiltonian and the initial density matrix
can lead to the universal dynamic scaling. It is further demonstrated both in a two-body system
analytically and in a many-body system numerically. For the latter one, we calculate the dynamics
of quantum gases quenched from the zero interaction to a finite interaction via the non-equilibrium
high-temperature virial expansion. A dynamic scaling of the momentum distribution appears in
certain momentum-time windows at unitarity as well as in the weak interacting limit. Remarkably,
this universal scaling dynamics persists approximately with smaller scaling exponents even if the
scaling symmetry is fairly broken. Our findings may offer a new perspective to interpret the related
experiments. We also study the Contact dynamics in the BEC-BCS crossover. Surprisingly, the
half-way time displays a maximum near unitarity while some damping oscillations occur on the
BEC side due to the dimer state, which can be used to detect possible two-body bound states in
experiments.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quench dynamics refers to the evolution of a closed
system after a sudden change of either the initial state
or the Hamiltonian. Given its simple operation in ex-
periments, it becomes one of the most studied non-
equilibrium dynamics, especially in ultracold atomic
gases [1–9]. The advance in experiments further prompts
extensive theoretical studies [10–33]. For instance, the
Cambridge group observed several universal phenomena
in a three-dimensional (3D) Bose gas quenched from non-
interacting to unitarity, such as the exponential form of
the momentum distribution at the final steady state [3].
Later, the low temperature condensed part and the ther-
mal gas part of the data are respectively explained by
using the time-dependent Bogoliubov theory [23, 24]
and the non-equilibrium high-temperature virial expan-
sion [27]. On the other hand, some characteristics of the
quenched Hamiltonian can lead to novel dynamical phe-
nomena [34–38]. For instance, the Chern number of a
topological insulator can be revealed by the linking num-
ber in quench dynamics [35–37]. The discrete scaling
symmetry of the quenched Hamiltonian may give rise to
a dynamical fractal [38].

Recently, universal scaling dynamics is observed in
quenched Bose gases [4–7, 9]. The scaling property of
spin correlations is investigated both in a quasi-1D [4]
and 2D [9] spinor Bose gas, while other works demon-
strate the dynamic scaling behavior of the momentum
distribution in 1D [5], 2D [7] and 3D [6] Bose gases re-
spectively. Specifically, the evolution of the momentum
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distribution exhibits a spatiotemporal self-similar scal-
ing feature in certain momentum-time windows, which is
analogous to the spatial scaling around the critical point
of phase transition [39, 40]. The latter arises from the
continuous scaling invariance of the system emerged at
the critical point, where the correlation length is diver-
gent. The scaling dynamics has been studied in various
systems by a number of theoretical works [41–53], mainly
in the framework of non-thermal fixed points. However,
there are some disagreements between the theory and the
experiment, for example, the scaling exponent [5, 6]. On
the other hand, the possible relation between the scal-
ing symmetry and the dynamic scaling has not been dis-
cussed yet. If the Hamiltonian Ĥ(P) has a continuous

scaling symmetry, i.e, Ĥ(ζP) = ζβĤ(P) with a scal-
ing exponent β (ζ is a positive constant), it can play
an important role in quench dynamics through the time-

evolution operator e−itĤ .

In this letter we investigate this problem by deriving
a theorem that connects the continuous scaling symme-
try of the quenched Hamiltonian and the initial density
matrix to the dynamic scaling of the momentum distri-
bution. We further demonstrate its validity both in a
two-body system and in a many-body system. Surpris-
ingly, even if the scaling symmetry required by the the-
orem is fairly broken, an approximate scaling dynamics
can still occur with modified scaling exponents in certain
momentum-time windows, which offers a new perspective
to interpret the experimental observations. At last, we
calculate the Contact dynamics to investigate how the
short-range correlations are built up in quenched quan-
tum gases [11, 14, 18, 25], since the Contact is a universal
quantity to characterize the property of short-range in-
teractions [54, 55]. Recently, the Contact dynamics also
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receives the experimental interest [1, 56–58].

II. UNIVERSAL DYNAMIC SCALING

Theorem. If the initial density matrix
ρ0 =

∫
dκwκ|ψκ⟩⟨ψκ| and the quenched Hamilto-

nian Ĥ(p1,p2, ...) both have a continuous scaling
symmetry, i.e.,{

wζκ = ζδwκ

Ĥ(ζp1, ζp2, ...) = ζγĤ(p1,p2, ...).

where, δ and γ denote the scaling exponents. The mo-
mentum distribution n(k, t) will exhibit a dynamic scal-
ing behavior in the momentum-time domain, which can
be expressed as

n(k, t) = t̃αn(t̃βk, t0) (1)

with β = 1/γ and α = 2d/γ. Here, κ represents the set of
the quantum numbers for the eigenstate |ψκ⟩. For exam-
ple, for non-interacting quantum gases, κ = {p1,p2, ...},
and for an interacting two-body system with no bound
states, κ = {P,q} with P and q being the total and
relative momentum respectively. ζ is a positive number
(i.e., the scaling factor). t̃ = t/t0 and d denotes the di-
mensionality of the system. The proof is displayed in the
following.

For a given initial density matrix ρ0 =
∫
dκwκ|ψκ⟩⟨ψκ|

at time t = 0, the dynamics of the momentum distribu-
tion n(k, t) governed by the quenched Hamiltonian Ĥ at
time t > 0 can be expressed as

n(k, t) =

∫
dκwκ⟨ψκ|eitĤ n̂ke−itĤ |ψκ⟩ (2)

For simplicity, we define a scaling operator Ŝζ

as ⟨p1,p2, ...|Ŝζ |ϕκ⟩ = ⟨p1/ζ,p2/ζ, ...|ϕκ⟩ ≡
ζNd⟨p1,p2, ...|ϕζκ⟩, with N being the total particle
number (see the appendix). By inserting the basis

of the eigenstates of the quenched Hamiltonian Ĥ,
one can connect the momentum distribution n(k, t)
with n(ζk, tζ−γ), which is displayed as follows (see the
appendix).

n(k, t) = ζ2dn(ζk, tζ−γ) ≡ t̃αn(t̃βk, t0) (3)

Note that δ = −Nd from the constraint
∫
dκwκ = 1.

Here, we have used the property that |ϕζκ⟩ is also the
eigenfunction of the Hamiltonian with the eigenvalue
ζγEκ [59]. In the following, we demonstrate this theo-
rem by directly calculating the quench dynamics of the
momentum distribution in a two-body system as well as
in a many-body system via the framework of the high-
temperature virial expansion.

Two-body system. We first consider a two-body sys-
tem with equal mass (m) and an s-wave interaction be-
tween them. Essentially, it can be transformed into a
one-body problem and the Hamiltonian can be written
as Ĥ = −∇2/m + V̂ (r) in the relative coordinate. We
take the reduced Planck constant and Boltzmann con-
stant equal to unity for simplicity in this paper. If the
system is quenched to a finite scattering length as at t = 0
with an initial state |k = 0⟩, the momentum distribution
n(k, t) for finite momenta (k > 0) after the quench can
be expressed as

n(k, t) = | 1

2πi

∫ +∞

−∞
dω
t2(s)e

−iωt

s(s− εk)
|2 (4)

with the two-body scattering matrix

t2(s) =
4π

m

1

a−1
s −

√
−ms

(5)

Here, s = ω+ i0+ and εk = k2/m. For any finite scatter-
ing length, the dynamics of the momentum distribution
does not follow Eq. (1), due to the breakdown of the scale
invariance. However, in the unitary limit (as → ∞), the
scale invariance recovers and Eq. (4) can be simplified to

n(k, t) =
64πt

mk4
|F ( 1− i√

2m
k
√
t)|2 (6)

where, the function F (z) = 1 −
√
π
2

erf(z)
z ez

2

with erf(z)
being the error function. One can see that it indeed sat-
isfies Eq. (1) and exhibits the dynamic scaling with the
scaling exponents β = 1/2 and α = 3 as the theorem
says.
If one considers the weak interacting limit, as → 0,

to the lowest order, the momentum distribution can be
written as

n(k, t) =
32π2a2s
k4

[1− cos(
k2t

m
)] (7)

Remarkably, it also displays the dynamic scaling behav-
ior but with the scaling exponents β = 1/2 and α = 2.
Because the scattering length is much smaller than other
relevant length scales, the system remains scale-invariant
approximately and our theorem is still valid in such cases.
But the scaling exponents can depend on the specific ap-
proximation, which is also indicated in Eq. (3).
Many-body system. For a many-body system, the par-

ticle density (or the distance between nearest particles)
introduces a new length scale, which generally prevents
the system from owning the continuous scaling symmetry,
such as the non-interacting or unitary Fermi gas. How-
ever, in the low-density limit or the high-energy regime,
the influence of this length scale can be negligible and the
many-body system may also exhibit scale invariant, sim-
ilar to the two-body system. In the following, we employ
the high-temperature virial expansion to demonstrate the
dynamic scaling, where our theorem is applicable.
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FIG. 1. The momentum distribution δnk at the large momentum region for various times t/tλ = 0.02(black), 0.04(red),

0.06(blue), 0.08(pink), 0.10(green), 0.12(navy) in the quench dynamics of quantum gases. Here, λ =
√

2π/(mT ) is the thermal
wavelength, while tλ = 1/T . t̃ = t/t0 with t0/tλ = 0.02. The results in the BEC-BCS crossover are displayed with the scattering
length labelled in the first row. In the second row, the corresponding scalings of both the horizontal and vertical axes are taken
via Eq. (1), to demonstrate whether there exists a dynamic scaling behavior. The scaling exponents α and β are shown in the
corresponding graphs.

If one considers that a quantum gas is quenched from
a non-interacting Hamiltonian Ĥ0 with an equilibrium
state to an interacting Hamiltonian Ĥ at time t = 0, the
evolution of the momentum distribution n(k, t) for t > 0
can be expressed as

n(k, t) =
Tr[e−β(Ĥ0−µN̂)eitĤ n̂ke

−itĤ ]

Tr[e−β(Ĥ0−µN̂)]
(8)

Here β = 1/(kBT ) with T being the temperature. µ and
N are the chemical potential and the total number of
particles, respectively. At high temperature, it can be
expanded in powers of the fugacity z = eβµ ≪ 1 in the
framework of virial expansion [27]. In the following, we
will consider the change of the momentum distribution
δn(k, t) = n(k, t) − n(k, 0) for simplicity, since it repre-

sents the property of the quenched Hamiltonian Ĥ. To
the second order of z, it can be expressed as

δn(k, t) =2z2
∑
k1,k2

f(k1)f(k2)

{2Re[g(k1,k2, t)]δk1,k + |g(k1,k2, t)|2} (9)

with

g(k1,k2, t) =
1

2πi

∫ +∞

−∞
dω

t2(s)e
−it(ω−εq1 )

(s− εq1)(s− εq2)
(10)

Here, s = ω+i0+, q1 = (k1−k2)/2, q2 = k−(k1+k2)/2,
εq = q2/m and f(k1) = e−2βεk1 . One can calculate
Eq. (9) numerically to obtain the dynamics of the mo-
mentum distribution.

The initial distribution function f(k1) = e−2βεk1 does
not have a scaling symmetry. However, if one considers

the large momentum region kλ ≫ 1 and t/tλ ≪ 1(tλ =
1/T ), this Gaussian function can be regarded as a Dirac
delta function approximately and the scaling symmetry
recovers. Therefore, according to our theorem, a scaling
dynamics can occur at unitarity [60] and indeed this is
ture as shown in Fig. 1. Moreover, we calculated the
results in the whole BEC-BCS crossover. The finite scat-
tering length breaks the scaling symmetry of the Hamil-
tonian and the dynamic scaling disappears. Nevertheless,
in the weak interacting limit, i.e, as → 0, the scatter-
ing length is much smaller than all other relevant length
scales in the system and the scaling symmetry recovers
approximately, which further leads to the recurring scal-
ing dynamics. Note that to the lowest order (i.e., the
order of a2s), β = 1/2 and α = 2 due to the prefactor a2s
in this approximation, which does not follow the theorem
quantitatively. All the numerical results agree well with
the above analysis based on the theorem. Our results
imply that the scaling dynamics can occur in a specific
momentum-time window, as long as the initial state and
the Hamiltonian are scale-invariant approximately in this
domain.

Actually, if one takes the initial distribution function as
f(k1) = δ(k1) mathematically, Eq. (9) can be simplified
to

δn(k, t) = 2z2|g(0,0, t)|2 (11)

which is the same with the result of the two-body sys-
tem (see Eq. (4)), except the prefactor 2z2. Thus, it is
straightforward to show that δn(k, t) = t̃3δn(t̃1/2k, t0)
for all finite momenta at unitarity and δn(k, t) =
t̃2δn(t̃1/2k, t0) as as → 0 (to the order of a2s), which are
in excellent agreement with our numerical results (see
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FIG. 2. The quench dynamics of the momentum distribution
|δnk| at finite momentum region for various times t/tλ= =
0.1(black), 0.2(red), 0.3(blue), 0.4(pink), 0.5(green). The re-
sults for the unitarity are plotted with unscaled axes (a) and
scaled axes (b), while they are only demonstrated in scaled
axes for λ/as = −100 (c) and λ/as = 100 (d). According
to the theorem, they are not expected to display any strict
dynamic scaling behavior, due to the breakdown of the scale
invariance of the initial density matrix. However, an approx-
imate scaling dynamics can still be seen in all three cases
with smaller scaling exponents α and β displayed in the cor-
responding graphs.

Fig. 1).

Approximate dynamic scaling. Surprisingly, even if
the scale-invariant condition is not strictly satisfied, an
approximate scaling dynamics can still occur in certain
momentum-time windows as shown in Fig. 2. If one
considers the momentum region kλ ∈ [4, 10], the strict
dynamic scaling is not expected given the missing scal-
ing invariance of the initial density matrix. However,
there exists an approximate dynamic scaling with modi-
fied scaling exponents, which may arise from the approx-
imate scaling behaviors of the initial density matrix (or
the main contributing part) with different scaling expo-
nents in certain momentum regions.

On the one hand, it demonstrates that the dynamic
scaling can be robust against the proper breakdown of
the continuous scaling symmetry for either the initial
density matrix or the Hamiltonian. On the other hand,
it could be closely related to the recent experimental ob-
servations [5, 6], since the experimental condition does
not strictly satisfy the scaling symmetry either and the
scaling exponents vary significantly in different systems.
Here, we would like to emphasize that there are two key
features, on which both the experiment and our theory
agree well with each other qualitatively. One is that both
the scaling exponents β and α are smaller than that of the
strict dynamic scaling in the theorem. The other is the
scaling exponents depend on the chosen momentum-time
windows. Therefore, our results provide a new perspec-

FIG. 3. The Contact dynamics after the quench for λ/as =-
3(black),-1(red),0(blue),1(pink),3(green). They all start from
zero and approach to a steady value at long times. On the
BEC side, it exhibits damping oscillations.

tive to interpret the experimental observations.

III. CONTACT DYNAMICS

In the following, we further study universal features
of the Contact dynamics in quenched quantum gases,
which correspond to the large-momentum limit. In the
framework of high-temperature virial expansion, it can
be directly obtained from the momentum distribution,
through the relation C(t) = limk→∞ k4δn(k, t). To the
second order of z, the Contact dynamics in the BEC-
BCS crossover are displayed in Fig. 3. Owing to the ini-
tial non-interacting equilibrium state, they all start from
zero and gradually approach to a steady state at long
evolution times. At unitarity, one can derive an analytic
form, expressed as

C(as → ∞) =
64z2

λ4
arctan(

t

tλ
) (12)

In the whole BEC-BCS crossover, as t → 0, the Con-
tact can be expanded in powers of t. To the lowest order,
it can be written as

C(t→ 0) =
64z2

λ4tλ
t (13)

which is independent of the scattering length and con-
sistent with Ref. [61]’s result. Actually in this limit,
one can obtain the momentum distribution δn(k, t) ≈
(64z2/λ4tλ)t/k

4 for large momenta. As expected, it sat-
isfies the dynamic scaling relation (see Eq. (1)), because
the scattering length is much larger than other relevant
length scales in this regime and the system can be re-
garded as being scale-invariant. On the BEC side, there
exist some damping oscillations, which are associated
with the dimer state. Roughly speaking, they result from
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FIG. 4. The Contact dynamics in the BEC-BCS crossover.
(a) The Contact at infinite time (t → ∞) in the whole
BEC-BCS crossover, obtained from Eq. (14). (b)The half-
way time τ as a function of the interaction. (c)The rel-
ative value at the peak ∆Cp = Cp − C(t → ∞) for
λ/as =3(black),4(red),5(blue), which obeys a power-law de-
cay with the same power approximately. (d) The frequencies
of oscillations at various interactions on the BEC side, with a
linear fitting (red line).

the coupling between the dimer state and the scattering
states after the quench. The decoherence of the scatter-
ing states further leads to the damping, due to different
scattering energies.

For t → ∞, one can obtain the Contact of the final
steady state, which can be written analytically as

C(∞) =
z2

λ4
[(32π − 64λ2

a2s
Θ(as))

+
16
√
2λ

as
(π +

2λ2

a2s
Θ(as))e

λ2

2πa2
s erfc(

λ√
2π|as|

)]

(14)

Here, Θ(x) and erfc(x) are respectively the unit step
function and the complementary error function. It ex-
hibits a maximum around the unitarity, as displayed
in Fig. 4(a). We further define a half-way time τ as
C(t = τ) = C(∞)/2 to quantify how fast the Contact
evolves [3, 27]. The results for the BEC-BCS crossover
are displayed in Fig. 4(b). Surprisingly, a maximum oc-
curs around the unitarity, indicating the evolving time
is determined mainly by the difference between the final
state and the initial state (see Fig. 4(a)), instead of the
interaction strength.

We quantitatively investigate the damping oscillations
on the BEC side to reveal the relation between oscilla-
tions and the dimer state. The relative values at the peak
∆Cp = Cp − C(∞) obey a universal power-law decay
with the same power approximately for various interac-

tions (see Fig. 4(c)), implying the intial state plays an
important role on the damping rate instead of the inter-
action. However, the frequencies are proportional to a−2

s

approximately (see Fig. 4(d)), which is associated to the
energy difference between the dimer state and the scat-
tering state. It will be determined by the dimer’s binding
energy when the energy of the scattering state can be
negligible. Therefore, these oscillations of the Contact
dynamics can be used as a tool to detect possible dimer
states in experiments.

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, we find a theorem showing that the con-
tinuous scale invariance of the Hamiltonian and the ini-
tial density matrix can give rise to the universal scal-
ing dynamics. We first demonstrate it in the two-body
system analytically. Then, for quantum gases quenched
from the non-interacting equilibrium state, the dynamic
scaling appears at large momentum region for both the
unitary limit and the weak interacting limit. Remark-
ably, an approximate dynamic scaling with smaller scal-
ing exponents is also found at finite momentum region,
which may offer a new interpretation to the experimental
observations. Our results can also guide the future explo-
ration of the scaling dynamics in various systems. The
calculated Contact dynamics exhibits several novel fea-
tures such as a maximum of the half-way time around the
unitary limit and the damping oscillations on the BEC
side, which can be explored by the experiment in near
future [3, 6, 56, 57].
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APPENDIX: PROOF OF THE THEOREM

In the following, we perform the derivation of the theo-
rem (i.e., Eq. (3) in the main text) step by step. We first
display the scaling behavior of each term separately and
then put them together to give the final result. Given
the quenched Hamiltonian is scale-invariant, if the wave-
function |ϕη⟩ is an eigenfunction of the Hamiltonian with
the eigenvalue Eη( η denotes Nd quantum numbers with
N and d being the total particle number and the dimen-
sionality respectively), a scaled wavefunction |ϕζη⟩ (ζ is
a positive number) will also be an eigenfunction with
the eigenvalue Eζη = ζγEη [59]. Therefore, if assum-
ing ϕζη(ζk1, · · · , ζkN) = Aϕη(k1, · · · ,kN) (A is a real
number), one can have
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⟨ϕζη1 |ϕζη2⟩ =
∫
dk1 · · · dkNϕ

∗
ζη1

(k1, · · · ,kN)ϕζη2(k1, · · · ,kN)

= ζNd

∫
dk1 · · · dkNϕ

∗
ζη1

(ζk1, · · · , ζkN)ϕζη2
(ζk1, · · · , ζkN)

= ζNd

∫
dk1 · · · dkNAϕ

∗
η1
(k1, · · · ,kN)Aϕη2(k1, · · · ,kN)

= A2ζNd⟨ϕη1
|ϕη2

⟩
(15)

According to the condition ⟨ϕζη1 |ϕζη2⟩ = δ(ζη1 −
ζη2) = ζ−Ndδ(η1 − η2), one can obtain A = ζ−Nd

and ⟨ϕζη1 |ϕζη2⟩ = ζ−Nd⟨ϕη1 |ϕη2⟩. Based on this, it is
straightforward to derive that

⟨ψκ|eitĤ |ϕη⟩ = ζNd⟨ψζκ|eitζ
−γĤ |ϕζη⟩. (16)

For the term involved with the momentum distribution,
it can be transformed as follows.

⟨ϕη1
|n̂k|ϕη2

⟩ =
∫
dk1 · · · dkNϕ

∗
η1
(k1, · · · ,kN)

·
∑
m

δ(km − k)ϕη2
(k1, · · · ,kN)

=
∑
m

∫
dkmfη1,η2(km)δ(km − k)

=
∑
m

∫
dkmζ

3dfζη1,ζη2(ζkm)δ(ζkm − ζk)

= ζ2d
∑
m

∫
dkmfζη1,ζη2

(km)δ(km − ζk)

= ζ2d⟨ϕζη1
|n̂ζk|ϕζη2

⟩
(17)

Here, we have first integrated over all other mo-

menta (except km) and then regularized the scaling
divergent term (see Eq. (15)), to obtain fη1,η2(km) =∫
dk1 · · · dkm−1dkm+1 · · · dkNϕ

∗
η1
(k1, · · · ,kN)ϕη2(k1, · · · ,kN)

in one-particle space, which satisfies fη1,η2(km) =
ζ2dfζη1,ζη2(ζkm).

With Eq. (16) and (17), one can derive the dynamic
scaling of the momentum distribution as follows.

n(k, t) =

∫
dκwκ⟨ψκ|eitĤ n̂ke−itĤ |ψκ⟩

=

∫
dκ

∫
dη1

∫
dη2wκ⟨ψκ|eitĤ |ϕη1

⟩⟨ϕη1
|n̂k|ϕη2

⟩

· ⟨ϕη2
|e−itĤ |ψκ⟩

= ζ2d
∫
dκwκ⟨ψκ|eitζ

−γĤ n̂ζke
−itζ−γĤ |ψκ⟩

= ζ2dn(ζk, tζ−γ)

≡ t̃αn(t̃βk, t0)

(18)

Here, wκ = ζ−δwζκ with δ = −Nd, which can be
obtained from the relation

∫
dκwκ = ζNd

∫
dκwζκ =

ζNd+δ
∫
dκwκ. We set t̃ = t/t0, the scaling exponent

β = 1/γ and α = 2d/γ = 2dβ. Thus, the theorem is
proved.

[1] P. Makotyn, C. E. Klauss, D. L. Goldberger, E. A. Cor-
nell, and D. S. Jin, Nat. Phys. 10, 116 (2014).

[2] C. Eigen, et al, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 250404 (2017).
[3] C. Eigen, J. A. Glidden, R. Lopes, E. A. Cornell, R. P.

Smith, and Z. Hadzibabic, Nature 563, 221 (2018).
[4] M. Prufer, P. Kunkel, H. Strobel, S. Lannig, D. Linne-

mann, C. M. Schmied, J. Berges, T. Gasenzer, and M.
K. Oberthaler, Nature 563, 217 (2018).

[5] S. Erne, R. Bucker, T. Gasenzer, J. Berges, and J.
Schmiedmayer, Nature 563, 225 (2018).

[6] Jake A. P. Glidden, Christoph Eigen, Lena H. Dogra,
Timon A. Hilker, Robert P. Smith, Zoran Hadzibabic,
Nat. Phys. 17, 457 (2021).

[7] M. Ga lka, P. Christodoulou, M. Gazo, A. Karailiev, N.
Dogra, J. Schmitt, and Z. Hadzibabic, Phys. Rev. Lett.
129, 190402 (2022).

[8] D. Wei, A. Rubio-Abadal, B. Ye, F. Machado, J. Kemp,
K. Srakaew, S. Hollerith, J. Rui, S. Gopalakrishnan, N.
Y. Yao, I. Bloch, and J. Zeiher, Science 376, 716 (2022).

[9] S. Huh, K. Mukherjee, K. Kwon, J. Seo, S. I. Mistakidis,
H. R. Sadeghpour, and J.-Y. Choi, arXiv:2303.05230
(2023).

[10] X. Yin and L. Radzihovsky, Phys. Rev. A 88, 063611
(2013).

[11] A. G. Sykes, J. P. Corson, J. P. D’Incao, A. P. Koller, C.
H. Greene, A. M. Rey, K. R. Hazzard, and J. L. Bohn,
Phys. Rev. A 89, 021601 (2014).
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[24] A. Muñoz de las Heras, M. M. Parish, F. M. Marchetti,

Phys. Rev. A 99, 023623 (2019).
[25] V. E. Colussi, B. E. van Zwol, J. P. D’Incao, and S. J. J.

M. F. Kokkelmans, Phys. Rev. A 99, 043604 (2019).
[26] G. Bougas, S. I. Mistakidis, and P. Schmelcher, Phys.

Rev. A 100, 053602 (2019).
[27] M. Y. Sun, P. Zhang, and H. Zhai, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125,

110404 (2020).
[28] V. E. Colussi, H. Kurkjian, M. Van Regemortel, S. Mu-

solino, J. van de Kraats, M. Wouters, and S. J. J. M. F.
Kokkelmans, Phys. Rev. A 102, 063314 (2020).

[29] G. Bougas, S. I. Mistakidis, G. M. Alshalan, and P.
Schmelcher, Phys. Rev. A 102, 013314 (2020).

[30] S. Musolino, H. Kurkjian, M. Van Regemortel, M.
Wouters, S. J. J. M. F. Kokkelmans, and V. E. Colussi,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 020401 (2022).

[31] T. Enss, N. C. Braatz, G. Gori, Phys. Rev. A 106, 013308
(2022).

[32] G. W. Fan, X. L. Chen, and P. Zou, Front. Phys. 17,
52502 (2022).

[33] Y. M. Hu, Y. F. Fei, X. L. Chen, and Y. B. Zhang, Front.
Phys. 17, 61505 (2022).

[34] D. A. Abanin, E. Altman, I. Bloch, and M. Serbyn, Rev.
Mod. Phys. 91, 021001 (2019).

[35] C. Wang, P. F. Zhang, X. Chen, J. L. Yu, and H. Zhai,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 185701 (2017).

[36] W. Sun et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 250403 (2018).
[37] M. Tarnowski, F. N. Unal, N. Fläschner, B. S. Rem, A.
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