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The recent observations of a stable molecular condensate emerging from a condensate of bosonic
atoms and related “super-chemical” dynamics have raised an intriguing set of questions. Here we
provide a microscopic understanding of this unexpected stability and dynamics in atom-molecule
superfluids; we show one essential element behind these phenomena is an extremely narrow Feshbach
resonance in 133Cs at 19.849G. Comparing theory and experiment we demonstrate how this narrow
resonance enables the dynamical creation of a large closed-channel molecular fraction superfluid,
appearing in the vicinity of unitarity. Theoretically the observed superchemistry (i.e., Bose enhanced
reactions of atoms and molecules), is found to be assisted by the formation of Cooper-like pairs of
bosonic atoms that have opposite momenta. Importantly, this narrow resonance opens the possibility
to explore the quantum critical point of a molecular Bose superfluid and related phenomena which
would not be possible near a more typically broad Feshbach resonance.

I. INTRODUCTION

Pairing in ultracold quantum gases and the prepara-
tion of quantum degenerate molecules have been long
sought-after goals [1–3] for some time in the cold atom
community. It provides access to new forms of many
body physics and quantum metrology. Historically, ex-
periments in pursuit of such quantum degenerate ultra-
cold molecules often have been hindered by cooling chal-
lenges and collisional loss [1, 2, 4]. That said, there
have been successes, more numerous for fermionic sys-
tems [4–6]. Recently a stable 133Cs2 molecular con-
densate consisting of bosonic 133Cs atoms has been re-
ported [7, 8]. Here pairing interactions were induced in
an atomic condensate based on a g-wave Feshbach reso-
nance at B0 = 19.849(2)G [8].

In this Letter we show that essential for observing this
molecular superfluid phase and a dynamically generated
superchemistry [8] is a narrow Feshbach resonance used
in the experiment to generate molecules [9]. This, in
133Cs, has a width ∆B = 8.3(5) mG [8], which is three
to four orders of magnitude smaller than typically con-
sidered in 7Li [10], 85Rb [11, 12] and 39K [13, 14]. See
Table I. [Here we use the dimensionless resonance width
parameter from the so-called many-body classification
scheme [15].] This narrow resonance provides an expla-
nation for the much wider stability regime and, impor-
tantly, enables access to the atom-molecule quantum crit-
ical point (QCP) [16, 17] near the Feshbach resonance.

Through a comparison between theory and experi-
ment, we demonstrate how a magnetic field quench,
which sweeps an atomic superfluid to near unitarity, leads

to a superfluid having a large closed-channel molecular
fraction. Our theoretical analysis identifies an impor-
tant role for out-of-equilibrium, non-condensed Cooper-
like pairs, which are created by the Feshbach coupling
during a transient stage. These are necessarily distinct
from quantum depletion effects [18] which arise due to
repulsive background scattering. We find the Feshbach-
coupling induced pairs fully participate in the coherent
oscillations of the condensates that follow. That the as-
sociated oscillation frequency scales with the number of
atoms reflects a coherent quantum chemical process stim-
ulated by Bose-ehanchement, i. e. superchemistry [19–
21].

The theoretical framework we employ incorporates a
narrow Feshbach resonance and provides an integrated
description of both the equilibrated system and the
non-equilibrium dynamics. This narrow resonance en-
sures that the molecules near unitarity are predominantly
closed-channel like, in contrast to the open-channel dom-
inated bound states studied previously [11, 13, 23–25].
The narrowness of the resonance, (combined with a re-
pulsive inter-molecular interaction [7]), leads to the un-
expected stability at equilibrium [26–29] .

To address this stability we turn first to the theoret-
ically calculated phase diagram depicted in Fig. 1. The
figure shows that there are two superfluid phases: the
atomic superfluid (ASF) in which both atomic and molec-
ular condensates co-exist and the molecular superfluid
(MSF) where the atomic condensate is missing [16, 17].
We will return to this figure in more detail later, but
note a central conclusion: that there is only a narrow
range of magnetic fields, mostly associated with the re-
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TABLE I. Experimental parameters for Feshbach resonances in different Bose gases. In this table, m1 is the atomic mass, B0

is the experimental resonance point, ∆µm is the magnetic moment difference between a pair of atoms in the open channel and
a molecule in the closed channel, ∆B is the resonance-width in magnetic field, abg is the atom-atom background scattering
length, and n is the experimental number density of atoms. In the last column, x ≡ (knr∗)

−1 = |knabg|−1|∆µm∆B|/Ebg is the

dimensionless resonance-width parameter introduced in Ref. [15]. Here, kn = (6π2n)1/3 and Ebg ≡ ℏ2/(m1a
2
bg). The data for

133Cs, 85Rb, and 39K are collected from Refs. [7, 8], Refs. [11, 22], and Refs. [13, 14], respectively. aB is the Bohr radius, and
µB is the Bohr magneton.

Atom m1 (a. m. u.) B0 ∆µm ∆B abg n (cm−3) x = (knr∗)
−1

133Cs 132.91 19.849 G 0.57 µB 8.3 mG 163 aB 2.9× 1013 10−1

85Rb 84.91 155 G −2.23 µB 11.06 G −450 aB 3.9× 1012 103
39K 38.96 402.7 G 1.5 µB 52 G −29 aB 5.1× 1012 102
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FIG. 1. Ground state stability phases for the g-wave res-
onance of 133Cs at B0 = 19.849 G with width ∆B = 8.3
mG. Plotted is a map of the compressibility κ = ∂n/∂µ as
a function of atomic density n and magnetic field B, mea-
sured relative to B0. κ is normalized by κbg = m1/(4πℏ2abg)
with m1 the atomic mass and and abg the background scat-
tering length. The atomic superfluid and molecular super-
fluid phases are stable in the red region, unstable in the blue.
Indicated are the energy levels of atoms (blue circles) and
molecules (green pairs) which characterize the phases with the
molecular energy νr that is approximately ∝ (B − B0) [30].
The dashed line (cyan) is the expected QCP, obtained with-
out taking into account the stability issue.

gion between the so-called QCP and the zero crossing of
the atomic scattering length, where instability is present.

Experimental background

Our experiments start with a Cs BEC of 23,000 atoms
at 22 nK in a pancake-like harmonic trap. The trap fre-
quencies are (ωx, ωy, ωz) = 2π×(24, 13, 74) Hz. To
initiate the non-equilibrium dynamics in the atomic and
molecular channels, we quench the magnetic field to near
the g−wave Feshbach resonance. After a variable evolu-
tion time, we decouple the atomic and molecular chan-
nels by quickly switching the magnetic field far below
the resonance so that we can independently detect the
population and temperature in each channel by focused
time-of-flight (TOF) imaging. In this imaging molecules

are first released into an isotropic harmonic trap for a
quarter trap period before being dissociated above the
Feshbach resonance. We also study molecule dissociation
dynamics. For these latter experiments we first prepare
a molecular condensate with a 23% BEC fraction [7, 31].
Then the magnetic field is quenched close to the reso-
nance and we monitor the atom number resulting from
dissociation. For more details about the TOF imaging
and experimental timeline, see Appendix A.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK AND
RESULTS

The narrowness of the resonance requires us to consider
a theoretical framework associated with “two-channel”
physics, in contrast to effective one-channel descriptions
[32–40]. The Hamiltonian Ĥ = Ĥ1 + Ĥ2 + Ĥ3, contains

a kinetic energy (Ĥ1) for the two species (open channel
atoms and closed channel molecules), the intra-species
repulsive interactions gσ [7], and the Feshbach coupling
α. Here,

Ĥ1 =
∑
k

2∑
σ=1

hσk a
†
σkaσk, (1a)

Ĥ2 =
1

V

∑
ki

2∑
σ=1

gσ
2
a†σk1

a†σk2
aσ,k3

aσ,k1+k2−k3
, (1b)

Ĥ3 = − α√
V

∑
ki

(
a†1k1

a†1k2
a2,k1+k2 + h.c.

)
. (1c)

The subscripts σ = 1 and 2 represent open channel atoms
and closed channel molecules, respectively. V is the vol-

ume, and V −1
∑

k =
∫ Λ

dk/(2π)3 where Λ is a cutoff,
needed to regularize an ultraviolet divergence. We as-
sume three-dimensional isotropy and ignore trap effects
in our theory, as they do not affect qualitative conclu-
sions.
In Ĥ1, h1k = (ℏk)2/2m1 − µ and h2k = (ℏk)2/2m2 −

(2µ − ν) with m2 = 2m1, µ the chemical potential, and
ν the bare-molecule state detuning. We distinguish ν
from the detuning ν̄ ≡ ∆µm(B − B0) through a B-
independent constant; here, ∆µm > 0 is the difference
in magnetic moments of the two channels, and B0 is
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TABLE II. Parameters used in the numerical simulation for
133Cs. In this table, kn = (6π2n)1/3 and En = ℏ2k2

n/2m1

with n = 2.9× 1013cm−3.

Λ α g1 g2

π kn 1.6 En/k
3/2
n 3.15 En/k

3
n 2.30 En/k

3
n

where the atomic two-body scattering length diverges,
as in experiment. The eigenenergy of dressed molecules,
denoted as νr in Fig. 1, is nearly equal to ν̄ for the g-
wave resonance of 133Cs at B0 = 19.849G, except when
|B − B0| ≪ 1mG [9, 30]. The α in Ĥ3, given by

α =
√

(2πℏ2abg/m1)∆µm∆B/
[
1 − (2/π)abgΛ

]
(see de-

tails in Appendix D), is chosen such that it reproduces
the experimental resonance width ∆B in the two-body
scattering limit.

To address both the statics and dynamics in a unified
manner, we adopt a variational wavefunction, |Ψvar(t)⟩ =

1

N (t)
e
∑2

σ=1 Ψσ0(t)
√
V a†

σ0+
∑′

k

∑2
σ=1 χσk(t) a†

σka
†
σ−k |0⟩.

In the exponent the k−sum is over half of k−space. Ψσ0

and χk are complex variational parameters, which are
time-dependent (-independent) for our study of dynam-
ics (statics). |0⟩ is the vacuum that is annihilated by all
aσk. N (t) is the normalization factor. Here, in the spirit
of generalized Bogoliubov theory, only pair-wise corre-
lations are included in the exponent of the variational
wavefunction, which can be generallly justified by the
experimental observation [8] of undamped coherent os-
cillations of the populations which persist to long times.

The many-body dynamics associated with Ĥ
can be approximated through the variables Ψσ0(t)
and χσk(t), which in turn are derived from the
action [41–43] S[Ψ∗

σ0(t),Ψσ0(t), χ
∗
σk(t), χσk(t)] =∫

dt⟨Ψvar(t)|(iℏ)∂tΨvar(t)⟩ − ⟨Ψvar(t)|Ĥ|Ψvar(t)⟩. Mini-
mizing S with respect to {Ψ∗

σ0,Ψσ0, χ
∗
σk, χσk} leads to

the following dynamical equations [31],

iℏ
d

dt
Ψσ0 = (hσk=0 + gσ|Ψσ0|2 + 2gσnσ)Ψσ0 + gσΨ

∗
σ0xσ

− δσ,2 α(x1 +Ψ2
10)− δσ,1 2αΨ

∗
10Ψ20, (2a)

iℏ
d

dt
xσk = 2

[
hσk + 2gσ(|Ψσ0|2 + nσ)

]
xσk+[

gσ(xσ +Ψ2
σ0)− δσ,1 2αΨ20

]
(2nσk + 1), (2b)

where δσ,σ′ , with {σ, σ′} = {1, 2}, is the Kronecker
delta. We relegate detailed derivations of these equa-
tions to Appendix C. In the above Ψσ0 ≡ ⟨aσ0⟩/

√
V , the

“Cooper pair”- like correlation [22] xσk ≡ ⟨aσkaσ−k⟩ =

χσk/(1− |χσk|2), nσk ≡ ⟨a†σkaσk⟩ = |χσk|2/(1− |χσk|2),
xσ = V −1

∑
k̸=0 xσk, and nσ = V −1

∑
k̸=0 nσk. Here,

⟨· · · ⟩ ≡ ⟨Ψvar| · · · |Ψvar⟩. xσk is the expectation value
of the (Cooper-like) pairing field for atoms or molecules.
Note that both xσk and nσk are not independent. To

obtain the dynamics we solve Eq. (2) together with the
constraint: n = (|Ψ10|2 + n1) + 2(|Ψ20|2 + n2).
An advantage of working with the variational scheme

is that the statics at equilibrium can be addressed si-
multaneously with the dynamics. At equilibrium, one
minimizes the trial ground state energy ⟨Ĥ⟩ instead of S
with respect to the same set of variational variables, lead-
ing to a set of self-consistent conditions that are nearly
identical to Eq. (2) except that the time derivatives in
the latter are set to zero.
For all figures presented here we use parameters for

133Cs based on Refs. [7, 8], (provided in Tables I and
II), which have been chosen to reproduce the experi-
mental resonance width ∆B and the atom-atom back-
ground scattering length abg. Knowing the density n,

kn ≡ (6π2n)1/3, and En = ℏ2k2n/(2m1) we can calibrate
the units of time in our dynamical calculations in terms
of milli-seconds (ms) and thus compare theory directly
with experiment.
Solving the static version of Eq. (2) together with the

number density constraint, we obtain the equilibrium val-
ues of Ψσ0, xσ, nσ, µ, etc. as a function of both the de-
tuning ν̄ and the total density n. To establish stability
in the two channel system we numerically compute the
compressibility κ = ∂n/∂µ.
Depending on whether κ is positive (stable) or negative

(unstable) the phase diagram in Fig. 1 can be divided into
three regimes: stable MSF phase, stable ASF phase, and
an unstable regime near ν̄ = 0. Stability in the MSF
phase depends on an inter-molecule repulsion, g2 > 0.
The stable MSF phase can persist to a regime well within
the resonance width ∆B around unitarity, and just to the
left of the presumed QCP. This is a unique and important
characteristic of a narrow resonance as compared with a
wide resonance. In the latter case the MSF-Unstable
phase boundary in Fig. 1 is pushed to the far left and
well separated from the QCP [44].
We turn next to our theoretical results for quenched

dynamics, obtained from Eq. (2). We start with a pure
atomic condensate, abruptly change the detuning to final
values on either the positive or negative side of resonance,
and then monitor the subsequent dynamical evolution of
each component. The results presented in Fig. 2 show, af-
ter the quench, how the initially large atomic condensate
contribution is quickly converted into a closed-channel
molecular condensate (orange) as well as non-condensed
pairs (blue). The most notable features are persistent
oscillations in all components, seen for B − B0 ≲ 1 mG,
which are most pronounced near unitarity. While the
pairs and atomic condensate oscillate out of phase, the
molecular condensate and pairs are nearly in phase. The
pairs lead to very little dephasing on the molecular side,
but above resonance for B −B0 ≳ 1 mG the oscillations
are completely damped.
The calculation shows a substantial generation of atom

pairs and molecules only within a narrow range of the
Feshbach resonance. This can be understood as deriv-
ing from many-body entanglement generated in the dy-
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FIG. 2. Calculated coherent atom-molecule dynamics near resonance, obtained after a quench of a pure atomic condensate (at
t = 0) to the four indicated magnetic fields B −B0. Shown are atomic condensate fraction f0 = |Ψ10|2/n (green), atomic pair
fraction f1 = n1/n (blue), and molecular condensate fraction fm = 2|Ψ20|2/n (orange) versus time t. Non-condensed molecules
are negligible. Here the total particle density is set to the experimental value of n = 2.9× 1013cm−3 [31].

namics as near the resonance the system is most strongly
correlated. A quench can, thus, spread this entanglement
over a larger portion of Hilbert space, thereby generating
more correlated pairs and molecules near unitarity.

Also notable is an asymmetry (see also Appendix E)
in the pair production between negative and positive de-
tunings which can be understood using the energy level
diagram of Fig. 1. For sweeps to the molecular side of
resonance, energy conservation requires that the energy
loss in a conversion from an atomic to molecular conden-
sate be compensated by making more atom-pairs appear
at higher energies.

Our results show rather good agreement with the
following features of the experimental observations in
Ref. [7, 8]. We see a rapid relaxation toward a quasi-
equilibrated phase where oscillations persist. These os-
cillations have a strong density dependence (associated
with quantum “superchemistry”) which will be addressed
in more detail below. As will also be evident, the bulk of
the closed channel molecule production takes place over
a relatively narrow range of fields roughly within the res-
onance width of ∆B ∼ 8 mG.

III. COMPARISON BETWEEN THEORY AND
EXPERIMENT

Specific plots illustrating the atomic and closed-
channel molecule populations are presented in Figs. 3(a)
and (b) respectively with top panels for theory and bot-
tom for experiment. These are to be associated with
the dynamics after a quench of an atomic condensate
to different final detunings ν̄. We note that comparing
curves with the “same” values of magnetic field in Fig. 3,
a field recalibration might be considered as we will see in
Fig. 4(a) that there is a small off-set in B−B0 of the or-
der of 2mG between where the molecular fraction reaches
a maximum in the theory as compared with experiment.
One can also see from Fig. 3 that a more significant dif-
ference between theory and experiment is associated with
the initial large overshoot, particularly of the molecular
contribution, which is absent in the experiment. This

difference is likely due to inelastic particle-loss processes,
which are most prevalent in the molecular channel. An-
other contributing factor to the difference is the fact that
there is a non-negligible delay in transitioning the mag-
netic fields in the experiment, which can partially obscure
or interfere with the early time measurements where the
overshoot is observed in theory. At late times t ≳ 1
ms, the experimentally observed oscillations of atoms and
molecules in Figs. 3(a) and 3(b) are not completely out
of phase (see also Fig. 3a of Ref. [8]). This hints that
there exists some small loss process that is coherent and
persistent. Such a coherent loss process, which is absent
in our theoretical simulations, will be investigated in fu-
ture work.

The current narrow resonance of 133Cs provides a
unique opportunity to probe new issues which are not
present in the moderately wide resonances typically
used [11, 13, 23–25]. In particular we can consider the
post-quench dynamics for systems near unitarity, which
are initially prepared as a molecular superfluid state.
Theory predicts that the steady-state molecule dissocia-
tion fraction, reached after a transient stage, will increase
with the final detuning ν̄ as |ν̄| → 0. It is also interesting
to note that a residual steady-state oscillation is observed
in experiments which appears robustly in theory provided
a very small atomic condensate “seed” is introduced to
the initial molecular superfluid state. Indeed, both these
observations can be verified through a direct comparison
between theory and experiment in Fig. 3(c) where the
agreement is quite reasonable.

We turn to another comparison in Fig. 4(a) which
addresses [45] the question at what range of magnetic
fields, after a quench, is there an appreciable production
of closed-channel molecules. Fig. 4 (a) plots the cor-
responding fraction, which is for the quasi-steady state
associated with a time where the molecular fraction sat-
urates, as in Fig. 3(a,b). From the figure one sees that
in both theory and experiment, not only is the fraction
largest in the near-vicinity of resonance but the maxi-
mum in both is between 20% and 30%. It is interesting
to observe that this maximum closed-channel molecular
fraction, (which has been a topic of interest both for dy-
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FIG. 3. Coherent atom-molecule dynamics, in theory (top panels) and experiment (bottom). Curves with the same color should
be compared. Panels (a) and (b) respectively denote atomic and molecular channels, when an atomic condensate is quenched
to different values of B−B0 (in mG) near the resonance. n0 = |Ψ10|2, m0 = 2|Ψ20|2, m1 = 2n2. (For definitions of Ψ10,Ψ20, n1

and n2 see text). Plotted on the vertical axis in (c) is the fraction of molecules dissociated when a molecular condensate is
quenched to different B − B0 values. Solid lines (bottom panels) are fits to the data following the procedure in Ref. [8]; error
bars represent one standard deviation from the mean. The particle density n = 2.9× 1013cm−3 [31].

namically generated [46] and equilibrated superfluids), is
significantly lower than found for Fermi-superfluids [47].

The phenomenon of “quantum superchemistry” [8, 19–
21] is of particular interest to explore as it is reflected in a
dependence of the oscillation frequency ω on the density
n. Such a density dependence, indicative of a many-body
Bose enhancement of chemical reactions, can be quanti-
fied as a power law ω ∝ nγ when B = B0. Experiments
find that γ ≈ 1.7 while in the present theory γ ≈ 0.9.
Results from both theory and experiment are shown in
Fig. 4(b) (see also Appendix F), although a more sys-
tematic comparison would require the inclusion of trap
effects in the theory. Despite the fact that the exponents
show some differences what is important here is the ob-
servation of a Bose-enhanced chemistry even in the pres-
ence of Cooper-like pair excitations at finite momenta.
While one might have expected these pairs to undermine
or dissipate the oscillations, they appear to participate
fully and maintain their coherence.

To interpret the superchemical oscillations, two phe-
nomenological Hamiltonians, associated with two-body
and three-body models, were used in Ref. [8], which con-
templated only two modes, the atomic (Ψ10) and molec-
ular condensates (Ψ20). We emphasize that even though
the present two-channel Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) only con-
tains Feshbach coupling and pair-wise density-density in-
teractions, it can induce the three-body processes dis-
cussed in Ref. [8]. These arise through scattering events
that are of higher order than linear in the Feshbach cou-
pling constant. This should not be surprising since the
Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) has been used in the literature [48]
to discuss three-body recombination and related Efimov
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lation frequency ω near unitarity. The blue circles, (with the
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physics.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, in this paper, we have shown that
for the particular narrow g-wave Feshbach resonance at
B0 = 19.849(2)G in 133Cs the ground-state phase dia-
gram around the predicted quantum critical point is in-
terrupted only by a narrow region of instability. In the
future one can study this QCP from the molecular side,
which is in contrast to the situation for a typical “wide”
resonance where this critical point is inaccessible [44].

We have also addressed the post-quench dynamics
around this resonance, primarily focusing on the coherent
oscillations introduced by the quench. We have shown
that for such an extremely narrow Feshbach resonance
an appreciable fraction of closed-channel molecules can
be produced from quenching an atomic BEC. Here, we
provide comparisons between theory and experiment for
the post-quench dynamics, which involves 3 constituents
that participate in the quasi-steady-state oscillations: 2
condensates along with correlated pairs of atoms. We
caution that this paper is not focused on arriving at a
precise quantitative agreement between theory and ex-
periment, as various inelastic scattering processes such as
three-body loss, atom-molecule, and molecule-molecule
collisional losses are not included in the theoretical mod-
eling. It is well known that these loss processes are ex-
tremely challenging to address for Bose gases near uni-
tarity, in both theory and experiment.

Our work here emphasizes that the experimentally ob-
served, quench induced coherent oscillations [8] are con-
sistent with the existence of non-condensed pairs, which
importantly do not undermine the highly collective na-
ture of the observed superchemistry. This follows be-
cause the pairs participate fully along with both atom
and molecule condensates in the coherent dynamics. In
the future, it will be interesting to look for more direct
evidence of these pairs, using either pair-pair correlations
as in Ref. [49] or matter-wave jet emissions as in Ref. [50].

We end by noting that our current studies of the g-wave
resonance in 133Cs, which provide the first observation of
a molecular BEC consisting of bosonic atoms, suggest
an important role for our paper, as it serves to guide
and encourage future efforts in other atomic gases with
narrow resonances such as 23Na [51], 87Rb [52], 168Er [53],
where many of these same conclusions should apply.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Paul S Julienne, Qijin Chen, Zoe Yan, and
Leo Radzihovsky for helpful discussions and communi-
cations at different stages of this project. This work
is supported by the National Science Foundation under
Grant No. PHY1511696 and PHY-2103542, and by the

Air Force Office of Scientific Research under award num-
ber FA9550-21-1-0447. Z.Z. acknowledges the Grainger
Graduate Fellowship and the Bloch Postdoctoral Fel-
lowship. S.N. acknowledges support from the Takenaka
Scholarship Foundation. Z. W. is supported by the In-
novation Program for Quantum Science and Technology
(Grant No. 2021ZD0301904). We also acknowledge the
University of Chicago’s Research Computing Center for
their support of this work.

Appendix A: Preparation and Detection of Atomic
and Molecular BECs
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FIG. 5. Molecule number and molecular BEC fraction pre-
pared at different temperatures. a, Number of molecules cre-
ated by associating atoms in ultracold atomic gases at differ-
ent temperatures. The black (purple) data points are from
16.7 ms focused time-of-flight (ToF) (in-situ) measurement.
Lower detection efficiency in the ToF measurement is due to
inelastic molecular collision-induced loss during the additional
time of flight compared to the in-situ imaging. b, Molecular
BEC fraction measured from the focused ToF imaging of the
molecular density nm, which shows bimodal distribution at
sufficiently low temperature. The inset shows example im-
ages of molecules at 44 nK and 302 nK, respectively. The two
panels next to the images show line cuts through the image
centers, and the blue (red) solid lines represent BEC (ther-
mal) components from a bimodal fit.

The procedure to prepare a Cs BEC in the lowest hy-
perfine ground state at 19.5 G for the quench experiments
shown in Fig. 3(a-b) is the same as that in Ref. [8], where
atoms are in a pure optical trap without magnetic field
gradient for levitation. The atomic BECs have 23,000
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atoms with a BEC fraction of 80%. We detect the re-
maining atoms after the quench dynamics by absorption
imaging the atoms back at the off-resonant field value
19.5 G. We detect the created Cs2 molecules, in the g-
wave state |f = 4,mf = 4; ℓ = 4,mℓ = 2⟩, by first blow-
ing away the remaining atoms using the atom imaging
light pulse, releasing molecules into a weak horizontal
harmonic trap with ωx = ωy = 2π × 15 Hz and wait for
a quarter trap period tq = 17 ms. Finally, we image the
molecules by jumping the field up to 20.4 G to dissociate
them into atoms within 0.1 ms in the optical trap and
then image the atoms from the dissociation [7, 8]. We
normalize both the atomic and molecular population by
the initial total atom number during the quench dynam-
ics as shown in Fig. 3(a-b). The missing fraction is due to
various loss processes. We extract the asymptotic molec-
ular fraction in the quasi-steady state, as presented in
Fig. 4(a), by averaging data in the time window between
1 ms and 3 ms in the dynamics.

To create pure molecular samples used for the exper-
iments shown in Fig. 3(c), we first make evaporatively
cooled ultracold atomic gases at 20.22 G, where the mag-
netic field is calibrated in-situ by atomic microwave spec-
troscopy. Then we switch to 19.89 G and ramp through
the narrow g-wave Feshbach resonance to 19.83 G in 1.5
ms to associate atoms into molecules. After that, we
quench the magnetic field to 19.5 G and apply a reso-
nant light pulse to blow away the residual atoms. The
resulting molecular temperature and population are char-
acterized and shown in Fig. 5a, where fewer and colder
molecules are created from initial atomic gases at lower
temperature and population. When the temperature is
low enough, the molecular density after the focused time-
of-flight starts to develop a bimodal distribution, from
which we do fitting to extract the molecular BEC frac-
tion (see Fig. 5b). We choose to use molecular BECs
at 27 nK with a BEC fraction of 23(1)% as the initial
condition for the experiments shown in Fig. 3(c). After
the magnetic field quench and a variable hold time, the
atoms from molecule dissociation are imaged in-situ for
higher detection efficiency.

Appendix B: Quantifying the Resonance Width

Early experiments on a bosonic Feshbach resonance by
Donley et. al. [11, 23] have focused on coherent oscilla-
tions between different Bose condensates below but near
resonance. However, the Feshbach resonance employed,
that of 85Rb atoms at magnetic field B0 = 154.9G, is
very wide.

Using the many-body classification of resonance width
in Ref. [15] (see Scheme (B) in their Eq. (4)), we es-
timate the dimensionless resonance-width parameter to
be x = (knr∗)

−1 ∼ 103 ≫ 1 for 85Rb. For details, see
Table I. Here, kn = (6π2n)1/3 with n the total atomic

number density, and r∗ is a length scale defined from
the experimental resonance width. As a consequence
of the extremely large x, the closed channel molecu-
lar fraction near unitarity in these wide resonances is
negligible [54]. And the observed coherent oscillations
in Refs. [11, 23] are best interpreted as that between
atomic and “molecular”-bound states, the latter of which
are made up of open-channel atoms [36, 40, 54, 55]
and should be contrasted with the actual closed-channel
molecules.
In contrast, the 133Cs g-wave resonance used in

Refs. [7, 8] is extremely narrow. A simple estimate shows
that x ∼ 0.1 ≪ 1, in agreement with the significant
fraction of closed-channel molecules observed near uni-
tarity in the experiments. The successful observation of
molecules in this resonance not only enables us to ex-
plicitly study dissociation of molecular superfluids, but
also provides us an opportunity to explore the role of the
molecular superfluid component in post-quench dynam-
ics starting with an initial state of open channel (atomic)
superfluid condensate. Theoretically, the inherent nar-
rowness of the resonance requires us to consider a fully
two-channel formulation, in order to treat the dynamics
adequately.
In Table I we present the relevant experimental param-

eters that we have used to estimate the resonance width
for 133Cs, 85Rb, and 39K.

Appendix C: Derivation of Eq. (2) in the Main Text

In this section, we give detailed derivations of Eq. (2)
in the main text. We start with the time-dependent trial
wavefunction [36],

|Ψvar(t)⟩ =
1

N (t)
exp

{ 2∑
σ=1

Ψσ0(t)
√
V a†σk=0

+

′∑
k̸=0

2∑
σ=1

χσk(t) a
†
σka

†
σ−k

}
|0⟩, (C.1)

where the prime sign in
∑′

k ̸=0 indicates the sum is only

over half momentum space such that each {k,−k} pair
is counted only once.

N (t) = exp(
∑
σ

|Ψσ0(t)|2V/2)
∏′

k̸=0

∏
σ

(1− |χσk(t)|2)−1/2

(C.2)

is the normalization factor. In the exponent of Eq. (C.1),
Ψσ0 and χk are (complex) variational parameters, which
are time-dependent for the study of dynamics.

∑′
k̸=0 =

(1/2)V
∫ Λ

dk/(2π)3 with V the volume and Λ a cutoff,
needed to avoid ultraviolet divergence. |0⟩ is the vacuum
that is annihilated by all aσk.
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Assuming that the two-channel system, even when it is out of equilibrium, can be always approximated by |Ψvar(t)⟩,
one maps the underlying quantum dynamics, described by the exact Heisenberg equation with the Hamiltonian Ĥ,
to that of a classical system. The latter is derived from the action [41–43],

S[Ψ∗
σ0(t),Ψσ0(t), χ

∗
σk(t), χσk(t)] =

∫
dt

{
⟨Ψvar(t)|(iℏ)∂tΨvar(t)⟩ − ⟨Ψvar(t)|Ĥ|Ψvar(t)⟩

}
(C.3)

≡
∫

dtL(Ψ∗
σ0(t),Ψσ0(t), χ

∗
σk(t), χσk(t)). (C.4)

Using Ψvar(t) and the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) of the main text, we evaluate the two terms on the right hand side of
Eq. (C.3) as follows. (For brevity we will suppress all the time dependences in the following.)

⟨Ψvar|(iℏ)∂tΨvar⟩ =
√
V
∑
σ

[
(iℏ)

d

dt
Ψσ0

]
⟨a†σk=0⟩+

∑′

k̸=0

∑
σ

[
(iℏ)

d

dt
χσk

]
⟨a†σka

†
σ−k⟩+ (iℏ)

d

dt
lnN−1 (C.5)

= V
∑
σ

iℏ
2

(
Ψ∗

σ0

d

dt
Ψσ0 −Ψσ0

d

dt
Ψ∗

σ0

)
+

∑′

k̸=0

∑
σ

1

1− |χσk|2
iℏ
2

(
χ∗
σk

d

dt
χσk − χσk

d

dt
χ∗
σk

)
, (C.6)

where we have introduced the short hand notation, ⟨· · · ⟩ ≡ ⟨Ψvar| · · · |Ψvar⟩. The other term on the right hand side
of Eq. (C.3) is given by

⟨Ψvar|Ĥ|Ψvar⟩ = hσk=0V |Ψσ0|2 +
gσ
2
V |Ψσ0|4 − αV ((Ψ∗

10)
2Ψ20 + c.c.)

+
∑
k̸=0

∑
σ

(hσk + 2gσ|Ψσ0|2 + gσnσ)nσk +
∑
k ̸=0

∑
σ

gσ
2

(
(Ψ∗

σ0)
2xσk + c.c.

)
+
∑
σ

gσ
2
V |x|2 − α

∑
k ̸=0

(
Ψ20x

∗
1k + c.c.

)
.

(C.7)

In arriving at Eqs. (C.6) and (C.7) we have used

Ψσ0 ≡ ⟨aσ0⟩/
√
V , (C.8a)

xσk ≡ ⟨aσkaσ−k⟩ = χσk/(1− |χσk|2), (C.8b)

nσk ≡ ⟨a†σkaσk⟩ = |χσk|2/(1− |χσk|2), (C.8c)

xσ = V −1
∑
k̸=0

xσk, nσ = V −1
∑
k ̸=0

nσk. (C.8d)

xσk is the expectation value of the (Cooper-like) pairing
field for atoms (σ = 1) or molecules (σ = 2).
Minimizing S with respect to {Ψ∗

σ0, χ
∗
σk} leads to the

following Euler-Lagrange equations:

∂L

∂Ψ∗
σ0

− d

dt

∂L

∂(∂tΨ∗
σ0)

= 0 (C.9)

⇒ V (iℏ)
d

dt
Ψσ0 =

∂

∂Ψ∗
σ0

⟨Ĥ⟩, (C.10)

∂L

∂χ∗
σk

− d

dt

∂L

∂(∂tχ∗
σk)

= 0 (C.11)

⇒ 1

(1− |χσk|2)2
(iℏ)

d

dt
χσk =

∂

∂χ∗
σk

⟨Ĥ⟩. (C.12)

From Eq. (C.12) and its complex conjugate we then de-
rive

iℏ
d

dt
xσk =

iℏ
(1− |χσk|2)2

(dχσk

dt
+ χ2

σk

dχ∗
σk

dt

)
(C.13)

=
∂

∂χ∗
σk

⟨Ĥ⟩ − χ2
σk

∂

∂χσk
⟨Ĥ⟩, (C.14)

where we have used Eq. (C.8b). Substituting the expres-

sion of ⟨Ĥ⟩ from Eq. (C.7) into Eqs. (C.10) and (C.14)
leads to
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iℏ
d

dt
Ψ10 = (h1k=0 + g1|Ψ10|2 + 2g1n1)Ψ10 + g1Ψ

∗
10x1 − 2αΨ∗

10Ψ20, (C.15a)

iℏ
d

dt
Ψ20 = (h2k=0 + g2|Ψ20|2 + 2g2n2)Ψ20 + g2Ψ

∗
20x2 − α(x1 +Ψ2

10), (C.15b)

iℏ
d

dt
x1k = 2

[
h1k + 2g1(|Ψ10|2 + n1)

]
x1k +

[
g1(x1 +Ψ2

10)− 2αΨ20

]
(2n1k + 1), (C.15c)

iℏ
d

dt
x2k = 2

[
h2k + 2g2(|Ψ20|2 + n2)

]
x2k + g2(x2 +Ψ2

20)(2n2k + 1). (C.15d)

We emphasize that in evaluating the partial derivative,
∂⟨Ĥ⟩/∂χ∗

σk, to obtain the last two equations, we have to

include contributions from terms in ⟨Ĥ⟩ (Eq. (C.7)) both
at k and −k, as each {k,−k} pair shares the same vari-
ational parameter χσk in the exponent of our variational
wavefunction (see Eq. (C.1)). Otherwise, the dxσk/dt ob-
tained will differ from the above expressions by a factor
of 2.

1. An alternative derivation

In this subsection we sketch an alternative derivation
for Eq. (C.15), which shows more explicitly in what sense
the quantum dynamics can be mapped to the classical-
dynamics described by the action S in Eq. (C.3). It may
also help us to better understand when the classical equa-
tions derived from S will become inadequate in future
applications, although such a potential breakdown is not
of the major concern to our current paper.

In this alternative approach, we start with the ex-
act Heisenberg equation for a generic operator Ô(t) ≡
eiĤt/ℏÔe−iĤt/ℏ,

dÔ(t)

dt
=

i

ℏ
[Ĥ, Ô(t)]. (C.16)

Within our current variational wavefunction scheme, Ô
can be either aσk=0 or aσkaσ−k. Next, we make the
following central approximation,

d

dt
⟨Ô(t)⟩ ≈ ⟨dÔ(t)

dt
⟩ = i

ℏ
⟨[Ĥ, Ô(t)]⟩. (C.17)

From this equation, we then derive Eq. (C.15) as an ap-
proximation to the exact Heisenberg quantum dynamics.

First, consider Ô = aσk=0. From Eq. (C.17) one can
show that

V (iℏ)
d

dt
Ψσ0 = iℏ

√
V

d

dt
⟨aσk=0⟩ ≈

√
V ⟨[Ô, Ĥ]⟩

=
∂

∂Ψ∗
σ0

⟨Ĥ⟩. (C.18)

Apart from the approximate sign, this equation is iden-
tical to Eq. (C.10). Similarly, it follows that for the

Cooper-like pairing field Ô = aσkaσ−k,

iℏ
d

dt
xk = iℏ

d

dt
⟨aσkaσ−k⟩ ≈ ⟨[Ô, Ĥ]⟩

=
∂

∂χ∗
σk

⟨Ĥ⟩ − χ2
σk

∂

∂χσk
⟨Ĥ⟩, (C.19)

which is essentially identical to Eq. (C.12). The remain-
ing derivations leading to Eqs. (C.15) are the same as in
the previous section.

Appendix D: Regularization and Renormalization

Because we have used contact interactions in the
Hamiltonian Eq. (1) in the main text, solving Eq. (C.15)
requires a proper regularization to avoid ultraviolet di-
vergences in integrals over k. The regularizations can
be determined by matching the equilibrium version of
Eq. (C.15) with the corresponding Lippman-Schwinger
equation in the two-body scattering limit as done in
Ref. [56].
For the open channel atoms, a correct renormalization

condition, that is compatible with the definition of Ĥ in
Eq. (1) of the main text, is given as follows [54],

g1 = ḡ1Γ, (D.1a)

α = ᾱΓ/
√
2, (D.1b)

ν = ν̄ +
√
2βαᾱ, (D.1c)

with

ḡ1 =
4πℏ2abg

m1
, (D.2a)

β =
m1Λ

2π2ℏ2
. (D.2b)

Γ =
1

1− βḡ1
, (D.2c)

ᾱ2 = ḡ1∆µm∆B, (D.2d)

ν̄ = ∆µm(B −B0). (D.2e)

In these equations, quantities denoted with a bar atop
represent the renormalized (or physical) ones that are
directly related to experimental observables, while those
without the bar are bare ones whose value depends on
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the cutoff Λ. abg is the atom-atom background scatter-
ing length. B is the applied external magnetic field in
experiments, and B0 corresponds to the resonance point
where the atom-atom scattering length diverges. ∆B is
the resonance width measured in magnetic fields, and
∆µm is the magnetic moment difference between a pair
of atoms in the open channel and a molecule in the closed
channel.

One can also derive the regularization and renormal-
ization relations in Eq. (D.1) directly from Eq. (C.15)
by considering the zero-density limit of the latter. In
this limit, we ignore the dynamics of Ψ20 and x1k in
Eq. (C.15), integrate them out, subsum their effects into
the equation for iℏdΨ10/dt, and cast the obtained results
into a form of Gross-Pitaevskii equation for Ψ10, with the
following effective atom-atom interaction parameter

g1,eff =
g1

1 + g1β
− 2α2/(1 + g1β)

2

ν − 2β α2

1+g1β

. (D.3)

This g1,eff is identified with 4πℏ2as/m1, where as is the
ν-dependent atom-atom scattering length. Comparing
this result with the definition of as in terms of physical
observables,

as ≡ abg −
m1

4πℏ2
ᾱ2

ν̄
= abg

(
1− ∆B

B −B0

)
, (D.4)

we immediately see that Eq. (D.1) is a correct renormal-
ization condition. In Eq. (D.4), ᾱ measures the Feshbach
resonance width in units of energy, and ν̄ = ∆µm(B−B0)
is the detuning measured in energy.

For the closed channel molecules, the proper regular-
ization that connects the bare interaction parameter g2
to the molecule-molecule background scattering length
amm,bg is given by the following Lippman-Schwinger
equation,

m2

4πℏ2amm,bg
=

1

g2
+

∫ Λ dk

(2π)3
1

ℏ2k2/m2
, (D.5)

where m2 = 2m1 is the molecule mass and amm,bg is
the molecule-molecule background scattering length. In
principle, the cutoff Λ here can be different from the one
used in Eqs. (D.1). Here, we take them to be the same.

From the experimental values of {abg,∆µm,∆B} from
Table I and amm,bg = 220aB , taken from Refs. [7, 8], we
determine the bare interaction parameters {α, g1, g2} in
our Hamiltonian for a chosen cutoff Λ, using the renor-
malization conditions in Eqs. (D.1) and (D.5). In our
numerics we leave the cutoff Λ as a relatively free param-
eter, which is adjusted such that the resulting results are
in reasonable agreements with the experiments at com-
parable detuning. In Table. II we list the parameters
{g1, g2, α,Λ} that we have used in our simulations.

Appendix E: Understanding the Pairing
Contributions

In this section we give a more extensive discussion of
the pairing contributions which appear after a quench of
an atomic condensate as the quenched detuning is varied
towards resonance and even beyond. It is shown here
that this introduction of the pairs which occurs during
the transient stage, essentially instigates the subsequent
dynamics.

There seem to be two schools of thought on the atom-
molecule dynamics. In the first of these all dynamical
processes and oscillations are associated with the con-
densates only [20] (although fluctuation effects can also
be contemplated), whereas in the second [22, 54] pair-
ing contributions are important, although they have not
been treated before in the presence of a substantial frac-
tion of closed-channel superfluid molecules. It should be
clear here that our approach is to be distinguished from
the condensates-only scheme. Notably in Ref. [8] such
an approach was taken but in the context of an extended
3-body interaction term. One can, in fact, make a case
that the 3-body Hamiltonian introduced in Ref. [8] will
be in some sense an effective interaction between con-
densed atom and molecules, mediated by pairs through
higher order (in Feshbach coupling) contributions of the
latter.
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FIG. 6. Contrast between the quench dynamics at large neg-
ative (panel (a)) and positive ((b)) detuning. Shaded green,
blue, and orange regimes represent the atomic condensate,
non-condensed pair, and molecular condensate fraction, re-
spectively. Indicated in white are the quenched detuning
ν̄/∆µm = B −B0 (in mG).

We begin with Fig. 6(a) which addresses a sweep from
an atomic condensate to rather further to the molecular
side of resonance than in Fig. 2(a) in the main text. It
is worth concentrating on the detailed time dependence
as this shows that in the early stages of the evolution
the greatest change is associated with the creation of a
molecular condensate. But shortly thereafter the pairing
contribution begins to grow. In this case an overall enve-
lope shows that the pairing is growing at the expense of
the atomic condensate and this is expected because this
sweep is deeper on the molecular side so that the initial
atomic condensate is less stable. After a transient, the
molecular condensate is frozen and rather time indepen-
dent except for small oscillations. In addition, there is
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a three-way coupled oscillation between the atomic and
the molecular condensates and the pairs.

If we compare Fig. 6(a) with 6(b) where the final state
of the system is on the atomic side of resonance, it is
clear that the molecular condensate and the pairing terms
are in this new figure much reduced in magnitude. In
Fig. 6(b), one sees that the atomic condensate is not
as driven to decay, since it is not as unstable as in the
previous case. Hence we see fewer pairs. Here, too, one
sees after a transient that there is a three-way coupled
oscillation.
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(a)  Fraction
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/2
π

  (
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(b)  Frequency

FIG. 7. Panel (a) shows the time averaged weight of
each of the three components (atomic condensate fraction
f0 = |Ψ10|2/n, non-condensed atom-pair fraction f1 = n1/n,
and molecule fraction fm = 2|Ψ20|2/n) as a function of the
quenched detuning ν̄/∆µm = B − B0. The results are ob-
tained for the steady state reached after a quench as in Fig.
3(a,b) in the main text. It relates to Fig. 4(a) in the main
text by showing the quantities that were not plotted in Fig.
4(a), namely f0 and f1; the results here could serve as a good
basis for predictions to be addressed experimentally in future.
(b) This figure plots the steady-state oscillation frequency ω
as a function of the quenched detuning B −B0 for fixed par-
ticle number density n = 2.9× 1013cm−3.

We next turn to the component contributions for more
general situations where the final state detuning is var-
ied continuously. This is plotted in Fig. 7(a). This figure
can be compared to Fig. 4(a) in the main text. What is
most striking here is that while the molecular boson con-
tributions are reasonably symmetric around resonance,
the pair contribution is more significant on the molecu-
lar side, as already seen in Fig. 6. Indeed, we have argued
in the text for such an asymmetry based on energy con-
servation issues. When the molecular level is far below
the atomic level the creation of molecules must be com-
pensated by introducing higher energy states, in this case
pairs.

In addition to this asymmetry what is rather interest-
ing here is that there is a re-stabilization of the atomic
condensate deep into the molecular side of resonance.
This is rather similar to what one would observe in a
simple two-level Rabi oscillation.

For completeness, we also show in Fig. 7(b) the steady-
state oscillation frequency vs detuning B −B0. There is
a clear V-shape with a minimum of frequency at B −B0

very close to zero, corresponding to the 2-body resonance,

but more precisely at B − B0 ≈ 0.25mG. Here the plot
terminates at B − B0 = 2mG, because the oscillations
above 2mG are completely damped.
In summary, given that there is a dichotomy between

pairing contributions and condensate-only contributions
(but which go beyond the simple two-body Feshbach cou-
pling), it will be important in the future to obtain more
direct experimental evidence for or against these non-
condensed pair effects. Similarly, for future theory it may
be important to include direct pair-wise inter-condensate
correlations.

Appendix F: More details on theory-experiment
comparison: dependence of the oscillation frequency

on the particle density
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FIG. 8. Density (n) denpendence of the oscillation frequency
(ω) near unitarity. The experimental data are the same as in
Fig. 4(b) of the main text. The theoretical curve, in magenta,
is taken at B−B0 = −1 mG, which should be contrasted with
the theoretical curve in Fig. 4(b) of the main text, which is
for B − B0 = 0 mG. The theoretical curve at B − B0 = −1
mG here roughly follows ω ∝ n0.6 within the density range
plotted. The comparison here is to show that if one takes
into account the fact that the experimental data is collected
for B − B0 = −1 mG, a much better agreement between
the magnitude of the theoretical and experimental oscillation
frequencies can be obtained.

It is important to point out that the experimental
data in Fig. 4(b) are collected for B − B0 = −1 mG,
which is not strictly at unitarity where the theory was
addressed. There is some experimental uncertainty (∼2
mG) in the measured B field, which mainly comes from
environmentally-caused stray fields (of about 14 mG).
We suppress the stray fields by a servo loop to the level
of 2 mG.
Given this uncertainty, if we use our theoretical result

at B − B0 = −1 mG to compare with the experiment,
as shown in Fig. 8, we see that the oscillation frequency
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magnitude is actually in rather good agreement with the
experimental data.

Importantly, in the context of Fig. 8, while there is
a discrepancy in the power-law exponent between the-
ory and experiment, we argue that this does not mean
there is a contradiction between the theoretical model
description used in the current paper and the three-
body recombination mechanism advocated in Ref. [8].
Even though the microscopic two-channel Hamiltonian
we started with only contains Feshbach coupling (α)
and pair-wise density-density interactions (g1 and g2),
it can induce three-body recombination through scatter-
ing processes that are higher order than linear in α. This
should not be surprising since the two-channel Hamilto-
nian (with point contact interactions) has been used in
the literature to discuss three-body recombination and
related Efimov physics. See Ref. [48] for example. The
two- and three-body model Hamiltonians used in Ref. [8]
should be understood as the full two- and three-body scat-
tering amplitudes between atom and molecules derived
from an infinite sum of microscopic scattering process
resulting from the two-channel microscopic Hamiltonian.

Appendix G: Possible causes of the discrepancy
between the theory and experiment in the minimal

oscillation frequency

The comparison between our theory and experiment is
not perfect. In particular, there is a discrepancy in the
minimal oscillation frequency as a function of detuning
between the experimental results and theory (see Fig. 7
and Fig. 3(d) of Ref. [8]). One may speculate that some
of the following points, which are largely ignored in the
theoretical literature as well as in the current theoretical

treatment, have contributed to this discrepancy:

1. In our theoretical modeling we have ignored a possi-
ble inter-channel density-density interaction term,

g12
∑

k1,k2,k3
a†1,k1

a1,k2
a†2,k3

a2,k1+k3−k2
, which will

make additional contributions to the dynamic equa-
tions of both atom and molecule condensates,
dΨ10/dt and dΨ20/dt, if we assume that the g12 ef-
fect is elastic. This additional term depends on the
amplitudes of both atom and molecule condensates,
|Ψ10| and |Ψ20|. Given that this term is off-diagonal
in the subspace spanned by the atom and molecule
condensate energy levels, it behaves very much like
the inter-level coupling term in a two-level Rabi
oscillation problem; therefore, one expects that in-
cluding this term will lead to a larger minimal os-
cillation frequency. The existence of this contribu-
tion, which is proportional to |Ψ10| and |Ψ20|, is
also consistent with the observation that the min-
imal oscillation frequency in Fig. 3(d) of Ref. [8]
increases with the initial atom BEC fraction.

2. Another simplification which we make and which is
widespread in the literature is to drop correlations,
such as ⟨a1,ka2,−k⟩, in our many-body trial wave-
function. Including these additional inter-channel
correlations, which increases the complexity signif-
icantly, can also affect the minimal oscillation fre-
quency.

3. Lastly, in our theoretical modeling we have ignored
various possible loss processes due to atom-atom
and atom-molecule inelastic collision.
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