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Advances in ultracold chemistry have led to the possibility of a coherent transformation between
ultracold atoms and molecules including between completely bosonic condensates. Such transfor-
mations are enabled by the magneto-association of atoms at a Feshbach resonance which results in
a passage through a quantum critical point. In this study, we show that the presence of generic
interaction between the formed molecules can fundamentally alter the nature of the critical point,
change the yield of the reaction and the order of the consequent phase transition. We find that the
correlations introduced by this rather general interaction induce nontrivial many-body physics such
as coherent oscillations between atoms and molecules, and a selective formation of squeezed molec-
ular quantum states and quantum cat states. We provide analytical and numerical descriptions of
these many-body effects, along with scaling laws for the reaction yield in both the adiabatic and
non-adiabatic regimes, and highlight the potential experimental relevance in quantum sensing.

INTRODUCTION

Ultracold chemistry holds a prominent place in quan-
tum engineering [1], information processing [2], and fur-
ther understanding of fundamental quantum phenomena
such as superconductivity, magnetism and mechanisms
of elementary chemical reactions. One of the landmark
experiments in the field of ultracold chemistry is the cre-
ation of Bose-Einstein condensates (BECs) using dilute
gases of alkali metal atoms [3–5] in the 1990s. A series
of experimental developments followed in the next two
decades which led to major strides of progress in ultracold
chemistry, quantum control and finally in the creation of
a degenerate Fermi gas [6] and degenerate Bose gas of
molecules [7], and observation of Bosonic stimulation of
this reactive transformation [8].

Central to almost all the experimental developments
concerning the creation of ultracold molecules is the con-
cept of Feshbach resonance that allows for the association
of bosonic/fermionic atoms by using a tunable magnetic
field. Tuning a magnetic field across the Feshbach reso-
nance drives an ultracold atomic system through a quan-
tum critical point and hence a dynamical phase transi-
tion [9, 10] which results in the conversion of atoms to
molecules. This ‘reaction’ is quantum coherent and re-
versible at macroscopic scale. The time-dependent Tavis-
Cummings (TC) model [11] is a minimal model that cap-
tures many nontrivial many-body effects that are encoun-
tered during the stimulated reaction. Its Hamiltonian is

ĤTC(t) = −βtψ̂†ψ̂ +
g√
N

(ψ̂†Ŝ− + ψ̂Ŝ+), N ≡ 2S.

(1)

Here, S (≫ 1) is the quantum mechanical pseudo-spin,
and β is the sweep rate of the transition through the Fes-
hbach resonance. The sweep rate is controllable experi-
mentally in a broad range – from almost instantaneous

to quasi-adiabatic. The bosonic operator, ψ̂†, creates a
molecule. The terms with the pseudo-spin raising and
lowering operators, Ŝ+ and Ŝ−, correspond, respectively,
to the dissociation of a molecule and association of two
fermionic atoms to form a bosonic molecule with a char-
acteristic coupling g (see [12, 13] for derivation of this
model from true atomic-molecular Hamiltonians). The
driven TC model can also be reformulated in terms of a
fully bosonic reaction between bosonic atomic and molec-
ular condensates [12, 13]. We will focus here on the re-
action in which there are no molecules initially. This
corresponds in (1) to the initial state, as t→ −∞, with-
out molecules and the spin fully up-polarized along the
z-axis.

The time-dependent sweep is needed in practice to
make all atoms encounter the resonance. In addition,
the quantum adiabatic theorem guarantees that a suffi-
ciently slow sweep converts the initial atomic state into
the bosonic ground state, which is the molecular conden-
sate. Hence, potentially, a 100% efficiency of the reaction
is experimentally possible. However, the true adiabatic
limit cannot be reached, so it is important to understand
the quasiadiabatic regime with small but finite β. This
regime is characterized by the number of nonadiabatic ex-
citations, nex, which is the number of the molecules that
would appear in the adiabatic limit but did not form after
the transition through the resonance, i.e., as t→ +∞.

An unusual theoretical finding about the time-
dependent TC model was the discovery of its integrability
[14, 15], which proved the existence of a dynamical phase
transition and confirmed semiclassical predictions for the
power-law scaling of the nonadiabatic excitation density
after the quasi-adiabatic sweep through the resonance
[12]. However, recent experiments [8] with a bosonic
reaction show a behavior that is not known within the
slowly driven TC model, such as coherent oscillations be-
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FIG. 1: An ultracold atomic reaction undergoing, respectively, (a),(b) the first-order and (d),(e) the second-order
dynamical phase transition. (a) For the first-order transition, both molecules and atoms can be in the local en-
ergy minima simultaneously, whereas (d), for the second-order transition, a high efficiency of the chemical reac-
tion can be achieved by an adiabatic transition between the molecular and atomic energy minima. (b) and (e)
The mean-field ground energy as a function of the order parameter in the first-order and second-order dynamical
phase transition, respectively (arrows indicate the direction of time) (c) The numerically obtained phase diagram
describing the dependence of the number of nonadiabatic excitations, nex, as a function of the inverse sweep rate,
1/βeff ≡ g2/(β logeN) (x-axis), and the molecular interaction strength, κ = r/g in Eqs. (1) and (3), (y-axis). For
the model (2), κ = −1 separates the regimes with first (κ < −1) and second (κ > −1) order phase transitions. This
explains the fast increase of the excitation numbers below the κ = −1 line.

tween atoms and molecules after crossing the Feshbach
resonance. Moreover, even with the slowest sweep rates,
a system usually ends up in a pre-thermalized atomic-
molecular mixture state, in disagreement with the nearly
perfect reaction efficiency predicted by the TC model
[16].

One possibility to extend the TC model to account
for the richer reaction dynamics is to add a dispersion
of the atomic states. This results in a generalized TC
model [13, 15] that, surprisingly, is also solvable but leads
to essentially the same predictions for the behavior of
the nonadiabatic excitations on the sweep rate as the
minimal model (1). Hence, other interaction types may
be responsible for the experimentally observed behavior
beyond the standard TC model.

In this article, we consider a different generalization
of the model (1), in which we add another molecular
coupling term:

Ĥ = ĤTC + Ĥint, where (2)

Ĥint =
r

N
(ψ̂†ψ̂)2 =

r

N
n̂2, (3)

and where n̂ is the molecular number operator; r is
the coupling strength. The coupling in (3) is effectively
broadening the molecular dispersion energy, which be-
comes now dependent on the number of molecules that
changes during the reaction. Such a coupling must be

present in ultracold molecules due to dipole interactions
and elastic scatterings.

We find that this addition to the model leads to a sub-
stantially richer behavior, especially for quasi-adiabatic
transitions. This could be anticipated from the applica-
tions of the TC model in optics, where such a nonlinear
term describes the optical mode in a ‘Kerr-like’ medium
[17–19].

With this addition, the phase diagram for the reac-
tion efficiency depends on both the sweep rate β and the
nonlinearity r. In Fig. 1c we show the result of our nu-
merical simulations for the number of the nonadiabatic
excitations, which is the number of unformed molecules,
following the sweep of the chemical potential. By setting
r = κg, the line κ = −1 marks a critical nonlinearity,
such that for κ < −1 the number of the nonadiabatic ex-
citations is much larger than for κ > −1, especially in the
quasi-adiabatic limit (large 1/βeff ≡ g2/(β logeN)). We
will show that this behavior follows from the possibility
of either a second- or first-order phase transition during
the sweep through the Feshbach resonance. Our model
is no longer exactly solvable but in the quasi-adiabatic
limit it can be studied analytically in detail.
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SEMICLASSICAL DESCRIPTION AND PHASE
TRANSITIONS

The experimentally relevant regime corresponds to a
large number of molecules, N = 2S ≫ 1, that can be
potentially created during the sweep through the reso-
nance. This justifies the semiclassical approximation. To
develop it, first, we note that our model conserves

N̂ ≡ ψ̂†ψ̂ + (S + Ŝz), (4)

whose eigenvalue N = 2S corresponds to our initial con-
ditions, where the starting state |ψ0⟩ is the one without
molecules. Hence, it is convenient to mark all states by
the number of molecules:

|n⟩ ≡ |n⟩m ⊗ |S − n⟩Sz
,

where |n⟩m is the state with n molecules and |S − n⟩Sz

is the spin state with Sz = S − n. The initial state as
t → −∞ corresponds to |n⟩ = |0⟩. The matrix elements
⟨n|ĤTC + Ĥint|m⟩ in this basis are given by

Hnm = (−βtn+
r

N
n2) δn,m + gn

√
N − n+ 1

N
δn,m−1

+ g(n+ 1)

√
N − n

N
δn,m+1.

(5)

Let us look for the solution to the Schrödinger equation
of the form |ψ⟩ =

∑N

n=0
an(t)|n⟩, and introduce the am-

plitude generating function

u(ϕ, t) =

N∑
n=0

an(t)e
inϕ. (6)

Note that nane
inϕ = −ian∂e

inϕ/∂ϕ, so the time-
dependent Schrödinger equation for the amplitudes can
be written in terms of a single equation for u(ϕ, t) as

i
∂

∂t
u(ϕ, t) = Ĥ

(
−i ∂
∂ϕ

, ϕ

)
u(ϕ, t), (7)

where we associate n̂ ≡ −i∂/∂ϕ. In the semiclassical ap-
proximation we can then associate ϕ with a coordinate
that is conjugate to the classical momentum n. In addi-
tion, we disregard the terms of order 1/N . Then, the clas-
sical Hamiltonian that corresponds to the Schrödinger
equation (7) has the form

Hcl(n, ϕ; γ) = γn+
r

N
n2 + 2gn

√
N − n

N
cos(ϕ), (8)

with a time-dependent parameter

γ = γ(t) = −βt,

and the classical equations of motion

dϕ

dt
=
∂Hcl

∂n
,

dn

dt
= −∂Hcl

∂ϕ
. (9)

QUASI-ADIABATIC SECOND-ORDER PHASE
TRANSITION

Up to the new r-dependent nonlinear term, the Hamil-
tonian (8) coincides with the analogous semiclassical
Hamiltonian in [12]. The relation between the classi-
cal variables and the number of the nonadiabatic exci-
tations is established by noting that as t → ±∞ the
time-dependent term completely dominates: Hcl ∼ γn.
Following [12], we note that the equations of motion ini-
tially conserve n and the adiabatic invariant is given by
the initial number of molecules, n−∞:

I− =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

ndϕ = n−∞.

If during the evolution the adiabatic invariant acquires
a small contribution ∆I, this is interpreted in the semi-
classical theory as the density of the produced elementary
nonadiabatic excitations, i.e, nex = ∆I/N . In the strict
adiabatic limit, the ground state with no molecules even-
tually is transferred into the new ground state with N
molecules. Taking into account the nonadiabatic excita-
tions, the number of the created molecules in our process
is given by

n+∞ = N −∆I − I−.

We should assume that initially n−∞ = I−∞ ∼ 1, which
is negligible in comparison to the large N . Next, we as-
sume a nearly adiabatic sweep of the chemical potential
[12]. The point ϕ∗ = π is a steady point of the classical
equations (9), in the vicinity of which the system evolves.
Assuming that near this point n≪ N , and retaining the
terms of the lowest order we find an effective Hamilto-
nian that governs the evolution at the early stage of the
reaction, that is

Hcl(n, ϕ; γ) ≈ (γ − 2g)n+

(
r + g

N

)
n2 + gnϕ2. (10)

For a quasi-adiabatic evolution, the nonadiabatic exci-
tations are generally suppressed exponentially, as ∆I ∼
exp(−a/β), with some finite positive a. Such excitations
are not essential and we can safely disregard them. How-
ever, according to the Kibble-Zurek phenomenology, the
excitations are enhanced near a critical point, at which
the symmetry of the original ground state breaks down
spontaneously. It turns out that the Hamiltonian (10)
contains this event, so it is sufficient to describe the phase
transition quantitatively.
We shift the zero of time by setting:

s = t+ 2g/β, (11)

and make a canonical transformation in (10):

n = Q2, ϕ = −P/(2Q), (12)
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FIG. 2: Dependence of the final density of excitations,
nex = (N−n+∞)/N , on the sweep rates for different val-
ues of κ in the case of a second-order transition. Insets:
Distribution of molecule number in the limit t → ∞ at
the value of βeff marked in green.

leading to an effective classical time-dependent Hamilto-
nian for a single degree of freedom:

H II

eff(Q,P, s) := −βs Q2 +

(
r + g

N

)
Q4 +

(g
2

) P 2

2
, (13)

where now P is treated as the momentum and Q as the
coordinate.

Suppose that r + g > 0. This corresponds to either
repulsive (r > 0) or weakly attractive (−g < r < 0)
interactions between the formed molecules. If s were a
constant, then the Hamiltonian (13) would describe a
nonlinear oscillator with the potential energy

V (Q) = −βs Q2 +

(
r + g

N

)
Q4. (14)

The initial conditions correspond to Q ∼ 1. In fact, a
quantum mechanical treatment of the initial conditions
needs averaging of the behavior over a distribution of
small initial values with 0 < Q2 ≪ N [12]. However, we
will show later that this information is irrelevant within
the leading order semiclassical description. The system
with the potential (14) experiences the 2nd order phase
transition at s = 0. Indeed, for s < 0, the potential V (Q)
has a single minimum at Q = 0 but for s > 0, there are
two local minima at Qmin ∼ ±

√
βNs/[2(r + g)].

In Fig. 1b, we illustrate that for s < 0 the system is
initially near a single minimum but it follows one of the
new minima for s > 0. In phase space, this corresponds

to crossing a separatrix, in which vicinity the classical
adiabatic invariant is no longer conserved. Thus, so far
our approximations were justified because they capture
the main source of the nonadiabatic excitations near the
phase transition.
The evolution equations for Q and P with the Hamil-

tonian (10), acquire a universal form after re-scaling of
the variables:

s→ λs, Q→ uQ, P → vY,

and

Heff →
λ

uv
Heff(λs, uQ, vP ),

where λ, u, and v are constants. We choose them so that
Heff in terms of the rescaled variables has the form with
only numerical coefficients

H = −sQ
2

2
+
Q4

2
+
P 2

2
. (15)

In the new variables, the equations of motion have the
canonical form of the Painlevé-II equation

d2Q

ds2
= sQ− 2Q3. (16)

The dynamics does not depend anymore on the relative
values of the parameters r and g. However, we reiterate
that at r = 0, the model is exactly solvable, so all known
facts about the solution of the driven TC model can now
be applied to the dynamics according to Eq. (16).
The rescaling of variables, however, was not canonical,

so it did not conserve the action:

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

ndϕ =
uv

2π

∮
P dQ.

Hence, if I is the adiabatic invariant in the original vari-
ables, n and ϕ, then in the rescaled Q and P the invariant
is given by I = I/(uv). For our case, we found

uv =
2Nβ

g2 + gr
. (17)

Equation (17) can be used to establish the relation
between the exactly solvable case at r = 0 and our more
general model for r > −g. Namely, for r = 0, the scaling
for the number of the excitations was found to be a power
law with a logarithmic prefactor [15] (for earlier but only
semiclassical derivations of this formula at r = 0, see also
discussion around Eq. (11) in [20] and Eq. (15) in [21]):

∆Ir=0 =
uv

4π
loge

(
uv

4I−π

)
=

Nβ

2πg2
loge

(
Nβ

2πg2I−

)
,

(18)
where either the exact solution or further semiclassical
analysis can be used to fix I− ≈ 1 for our initial con-
ditions in the model (1). According to [15], this re-
sult is valid only in the quasi-adiabatic case, namely for
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1/ logeN ≫ β/(2πg2) ≫ 1/N . For example, at I− = 1,
in this range Eq. (18) coincides with the exactly found
expression for the position of the maximum of the prob-
ability distribution of the excitation number.

Using (17), and the fact that all r > −g values lead
to the universal Eq. (16), we can now extend the result
in (18) to the case with arbitrary r > −g by properly
rescaling the action variables:

∆I(r) =
Nβ

2πg(g + r)
loge

(
Nβ

2πg(g + r)I−

)
, (19)

where I− is the parameter of order 1 that characterizes
the initial conditions. As this unknown factor appears
inside the logarithm in (19), its precise value is not im-
portant because its relative contribution to (19) vanishes
in the limit N → ∞ for the quasi-adiabatic evolution
with 1/ logeN ≫ β/(2π(g2 + rg)) ≫ 1/N . For compari-
son with numerical results, we set I− = 1.

Thus, Eq. (19) extends the expression known in the
exactly solvable case, for r = 0, by merely re-scaling the
coupling as

g2 → g2 + gr (20)

for a general value of r > −g. In terms of the parameter
κ = r/g, this corresponds to the re-scaling g2 → g2(1+κ).
The smaller sweep rates, β/(g2 + rg) < 1/N , are not
captured by the formula (19) because this regime cor-
responds to the onset of the truly adiabatic evolution,
with exponentially suppressed excitations. For experi-
mentally relevant values, N > 104, this truly adiabatic
regime cannot be reached, so we leave it without further
discussions.

The change of the adiabatic invariant is interpreted
in terms of the density of the nonadiabatic excitations:
nex = (N − ⟨n⟩)/N = ∆I/N , which in turn is related
to the deviation of the average number of the formed
molecules from its maximal value. Our analysis so far has
been restricted to the quasi-adiabatic regime. A compar-
ison with numerical results is shown in Fig. 2. The agree-
ment for the interval 1/ log(N) ≫ (g2 + rg)/β ≫ 1/N is
indeed found. However, beyond this interval the devia-
tions from our formulas are strong. Note also that these
deviations persist to smaller β when κ approaches the
value κ = −1, indicating the breakdown of our analysis
for κ ≤ −1.

In summary, our theory predicts the robustness of the
2nd order dynamical phase transition for repulsive and
moderate attractive interactions (κ > −1). Its signature
in experiments can be the scaling of the density of the
excitations (unformed molecules) for different sweep rates
in the quasi-adiabatic regime:

nex ∼ β log β,

which is the same as in the exactly solvable case at κ = 0.

FIRST-ORDER PHASE TRANSITION

The energy (10) has no finite global minimum for r <
−g, so we must include the next order term, ∝ n3 in
the effective Hamiltonian (10). After the transformations
(11) and (12), we find

H I

eff(Q,P, s) := −βs Q2 +

(
r + g

N

)
Q4 +

( g

4N 2

)
Q6 +

g

2

P 2

2
.

(21)

Disregarding the higher order terms in P and Q is
justified when the main nonadiabatic effects occur for
1 ≪ Q2 ≪ N . This requires that

|δr| ≪ |g|, where δr := r + g < 0.

In addition, we should assume the same initial conditions
as in the previous case, Q(−∞) = O(1). Consider now
only the potential energy

V (Q) = −βs Q2 −
(
|δr|
N

)
Q4 +

( g

4N 2

)
Q6.

As s → −∞, it has a single energy minimum at Q = 0.
With time, two additional energy minima initially appear
at higher energy but eventually become the global min-
ima of V (Q). However, the transition into them, for some
time, is classically forbidden due to the energy barriers.
By approaching the time moment s = 0 the minimum

at Q = 0 becomes initially a false vacuum, and for s >
0 it becomes an unstable local maximum. The steady
point at Q = 0 can then be perturbed by any quantum
fluctuation, so at s = 0 the system has to fall towards
one of the remaining minima, which at this moment are
given by

Q± = ±
√
8|δr|N/(3g);

with corresponding energy V (Q±) = −64|δr|3N/(27g2).
The system can choose to be in one of the two minima
with equal probability. At this point, let us consider that
the system escapes towards Q+.
At s = 0, the energy of the false vacuum state is E =

0. Hence, along the escape trajectory the momentum is
given by

P (Q) =
Q2

N

√
4|δr|N/g −Q2. (22)

The turning points of this trajectory are at Q0 = 0 and
Q1 = 2

√
|δr|N/g and its adiabatic invariant is

Ifin =
2

2π

∫ Q1

Q0

P (Q) dQ =
N |δr|2

g2
. (23)

Since the initial value of the adiabatic invariant is O(1),
to leading order in N , the density of excitations is asso-
ciated with the invariant (23):

nsat

ex = nsat

ex (δr/g) =
Ifin
N

=
|δr|2

g2
, (24)
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which is independent of the sweep rate β, as long as
we consider the quasi-adiabatic dynamics and disregard
the exponentially suppressed quantum tunneling events.
Thus, the first-order phase transition is associated with
a finite density of the excitations even in the quasi-
adiabatic regime. We note also that an almost perfect
efficiency of ultracold chemical reactions has so far not
been achieved experimentally even for the slowest sweeps
through the Feshbach resonance. This may be an indica-
tion of the presence and importance of molecular inter-
actions of the type that we have considered here.

Equation (24) explains the sharp transition in nex ob-
served around κ = −1 in Fig. 1c, in the quasi-adiabatic
regime. Qualitatively similar saturation of the num-
ber of excitations was found previously in the nonlinear
Landau-Zener model [22], in which this behavior was not
related to a spontaneous symmetry breaking. The depen-
dence of nex on β for different values of r with r < −g (or
κ < −1) are plotted in Fig. 3a, confirming the saturation
of nex at a finite value in the adiabatic limit.

The β-dependent correction to Eq. (24) deserves a dis-
cussion. For small δr, this correction can be considerable
because the saturation value of nex in (24) scales on δr as
nex ∝ (δr)2, whereas for the β-dependent component we
provide the scaling arguments (Methods) showing that at
δr = 0 the excitations are suppressed with decreasing β
too slowly to be completely eliminated in our numerical
simulations. At fixed β, this β-dependent contribution
changes linearly with a small δr:

nnad

ex (δr/g)− nnad

ex (0) ∝ −δr
g
. (25)

We plot the dependence of nnad
ex on δr/g in the nona-

diabatic regime in Fig. 3c. Our numerical Fig. 3b was
obtained by looking at the changes of nex(δr) at smallest
possible but finite β. Hence, only the slope of the line
but not the constant offset from the axes origin could be
compared to Eq. (24).

In general, for a finite sweeping rate β, we also have a
Kibble-Zurek scaling of the number of excitations:

nex(β) ∼ βµ (26)

where the exponent µ depends on κ. In the Methods sec-
tion, we estimated this exponent analytically for r = −g
(κ = −1) to be 2/3, which is different from the expo-
nent 1 of the second-order phase transition (see Fig. 3a
for numerical proof). For κ < −1, we have numerically,
together with (24):

nex(β) ∼ C(δr)βµ + nsat

ex , (27)

where C(δr) is independent of β.
Previously, a similar scaling was observed for the for-

mation of topological defects in the dynamics of a clas-
sical field undergoing a weakly first-order phase transi-
tion at finite temperature [23]. Here, we have obtained

a similar result for a fully coherent evolution through a
quantum phase transition at zero temperature.

TRANSIENT DYNAMICS AND
PRETHERMALIZATION

A characteristic dynamical feature accompanying the
phase transition at time t = 0 is the oscillation of atomic
and molecular populations which become rapidly damped
with time. Such transient oscillations of the number
of molecules are usually observed in the nonadiabatic
regime but become suppressed in the adiabatic limit for a
typical second-order phase transition. However, we found
that the transient state in the case of a first-order phase
transition remains persistent and highly nonclassical.
This is manifested as a complex series of collapse and

revival of the number of molecules as a function of time
(see Fig. 4a). This pattern is particularly prominent in
the adiabatic limit. We note that such patterns have
been encountered previously in the time-independent ver-
sions of the Jaynes-Cummings model [24], Bose-Hubbard
model [25], a model of nonlinear directional couplers [26],
and even in a generalized version of the model in (1) but
at other conditions [27].
In our model, in the case of the second-order tran-

sition, these collapse-revival oscillations are absent (see
Fig. 4d). The quasi-adiabatic regime then produces a
sharply-peaked molecular number distribution. In con-
trast, the number distribution for the first-order transi-
tion is very broad, which indicates a phase squeezing. As
discussed for related models in [25, 28], such collapse-
revival patterns are a purely quantum-mechanical phe-
nomenon; the semiclassical Hamiltonian in (8) does not
predict these features.

To further understand the characteristics of this
collapse-revival oscillations, we generated projections of
the time-dependent molecular wavefunction onto the ba-
sis of coherent states, as shown in Fig. 4b. It reveals that
the collapse and revival patterns constitute an oscillation
of the number distribution P (nmol) about the asymptotic
limit (marked in gray in Fig. 4c). We also found that the
number Nrev of revivals per unit time increases linearly
with the strength of nonlinearity (|κ|) for the first-order
transition. The frequency of the collapse-revival patterns
decreases gradually following the sweep, and in general
saturates to a constant value resulting in a punctuated
series of revivals that survive for a very long time. The
time-period Trev of any particular collapse and revival
pair also decreases with |κ| as

Trev ∼
1

|κ|
. (28)

We plot the numerically found dependence of Nrev and
Trev on κ in Fig. 4g. The sustained oscillation pattern and
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FIG. 3: (a) Numerically obtained dependence of the density nex of the excitations on βeff for different values of the
coupling r (at N = 100). The curves correspond to the optimal fit for the exponent µ as predicted by (26). (b)
Asymptotic dependence of the quasi-adiabatic saturation value of nex on the ratio δr2/g2 in the adiabatic limit
(N = 500). The slope of the linear fit is ∼0.97, which corresponds well with the analytical expression in (24). (c)
Asymptotic dependence of the β-dependent part of nex on δr/g for the non-adiabatic case at different values of
sweeping rate βeff, where βeff = (β loge(N))/g2 (decreasing from 1.5 to 0.6, top to bottom), the slopes of which are
all the same (∼0.22) as expected (N = 200).

the dependence of the frequency and time period on the
interaction strength are reminiscent of the prethermal-
ized states [29] that were numerically observed [30, 31]
following a sudden quench in bosonic/fermionic Hubbard
models. A main aspect of such nonequilibrium states is
the existence of long-time memory of the initial condi-
tions as in our model.

One of the main consequences of this long-term mem-
ory and inherently nonequilibrium dynamics of the
prethermalized state is the generation of a quantum cat
state in the t→ ∞ limit of the forward sweep (see Fig. 4b
showing the snapshots for time-evolution in the Glauber
basis). In the limit t → +∞, after the adiabatic first-
order transition, the dynamics eventually freezes in a su-
perposition of two macroscopically distinguishable states
(shown as the bottom-right panel in Fig. 4b). Each of
these states in the Glauber basis is localized, and there-
fore is similar to a macroscopic Bose-Einstein condensate
with a well defined phase. However, the phases of the
condensates in the cat state are different by π. Thus,
even the prethermalized state of the nonadiabatic exci-
tations is strongly nonclassical.

DISCUSSION

We have explored the role of molecular interactions in
mediating dynamic phase transitions in ultracold chem-

istry with an extension of the Tavis-Cummings model.
The standard integrable driven Tavis-Cummings model
has made several predictions which should be observ-
able in experiments that associate ultra-cold atoms into
molecules by a stimulated passage through the Feshbach
resonance. We tested the robustness of these predic-
tions against additional molecular interactions that break
the model’s integrability. For moderate interactions we
found that, as in the integrable case, the system passes
through the second-order phase transition. In the quasi-
adiabatic regime, this leads to a nearly linear scaling,
nex ∝ β loge β, of the number of the unformed molecules
on the sweep rate β.

Above a certain critical interaction strength, the or-
der of the phase transition changes from the second to
the first, with drastic changes in the reaction dynamics.
The main characteristic of the crossover to the first-order
phase transition is that even in the adiabatic limit the
density of the excitations remains finite. Accompanying
this is a transient dynamics that manifests as pronounced
oscillations in the molecular population. Asymptoti-
cally, the system reaches a prethermalized state (Fig. 4b),
which is a strongly nonclassical superposition of two
condensate-like states with a phase difference of π be-
tween them, a feature which is absent in the typical case
of the second-order phase transition.

Such dynamical features, which are usually attributed
to the strongly nonadiabatic regime (e.g., following a sud-
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FIG. 4: All the plots in this figure have been generated for N = 200. (a) Plot of ⟨nmol⟩ (scaled by N) vs time for
κ = −3, i.e. for quasi-adiabatic first-order transition. Inset: Dependence of ⟨nmol⟩ with t in the long-time limit. (b)
Coherent projection of the molecular wavefunction (see Methods) at the times marked in red dots in (a) (left-right-
inset in (a), corresponds to left-right-top-bottom in (b)). (c) Plots of the number distribution of the molecules for
the times marked in (a) (from left to right, followed by inset). The grey plot corresponds to the average asymptotic
number distribution in the limit t → ∞. (d) Same as in (a), but for the second-order phase transition at κ = 0.
(e) Same as in (b), but with κ = 0. (f) Same as in (c), but with κ = 0. (g) Plot of the number of the revivals in
a given time window for different values of κ in the first-order phase transition (same g, adiabatic limit), fit to a
linear curve (dashed line). (h) Time period of a particular revival as a function of κ fit to Trev ∼ 1/|κ| (dashed line).

den quench, as in [29–33]), are observed in our model
(2), during the quasi-adiabatic transition through a first-
order critical point. This has a potential impact on the
endeavours in creating non-classical states such as the
macroscopic cat states and squeezed states in bosonic sys-
tems, which are of utmost importance in quantum sens-
ing and metrology [34]. In the past, several experiments
have targeted the creation of such non-classical states
[35–37], some of which used a Kerr-type nonlinearity to
stabilize these states. Given that the size of an atomic
cloud is of the order of N > 104, the passage through the
Feshbach resonance with a first-order phase transition
presents an attractive opportunity to create practically
desired strongly nonclassical macroscopic states.

Apart from applications in quantum sensing, experi-
ments in ultracold chemistry also serve to demonstrate
the universality of the dynamics around quantum phase
transitions [38]. For instance, there is considerable ev-

idence (both theoretical and observational) that phase
transitions occurred during the early evolution of our uni-
verse [39]. Our study reveals that purely quantum cor-
relations play a considerable role in such processes, and
that the nature of the quantum critical point is mani-
fested in the scaling of the excitation density. The main
experimental challenge in studying such correlations will
be in tuning the interaction strength and obtaining the
desired degree of quantum control. With major strides of
experimental development in ultracold chemistry in the
last decade, we expect this to be possible in the near
future.



9

METHODS

Numerical simulations

The time-dependent Schrödinger equation that de-
scribes the time evolution of the Hamiltonian (2) was
propagated using the Trotter-factorized discretization of
the unitary propagator. Since (2) is also sparse (as is
evident from (5)), the time complexity of the cost of the
propagation scales almost linearly with N .

Husimi-Q projection

The coherent Husimi Q projection of the wavefunction
in the molecule number basis (Fig. 4) was obtained as:

Q(α) =
1

π
|⟨α|ψmol⟩|2, (29)

⟨α|ψmol⟩ = e−|α|2/2

N∑
n=0

αnψmol(n)√
n!

, (30)

whereQ(α) corresponds to the projection onto a coherent
state indexed by |α⟩ and ψmol(n) is the amplitude of the
wavefunction in the molecular population basis |n⟩.

Scaling exponent beyond Painleve-II equation

When a Hamiltonian has a time-dependent perturba-
tion γ, the nonadiabatic tunneling probability is com-
puted from the change in the curvature (or frequency)
ω∗ [40] as:

Γ =
∆I

2
:= Re

∫ ∞

−∞

ieiθ
γ̇dθ

ω∗(I, γ)
(31)

Following the approach in [22], to evaluate the scaling
behaviour of Γ, we express ω∗ in terms of θ. In the case
of the first-order transition, the major change in the cur-
vature occurs at the point t = t∗ (see (11)) after which n
increases in time. We consider the dynamical equations
given by the Hamiltonian (8) in terms of the scaled time
variable τ = gt which yields:

dn

dτ
= 2n

√
1− n sinϕ := f1(n, ϕ) (32)

dϕ

dτ
= γ + 2κn+ cosϕ

(
2− 3n√
1− n

)
:= f2(n, ϕ) (33)

where γ = γ/g, κ = r/g and n = n/N . It is straightfor-
ward to see that the rate of change of γ is given as:

dγ

dτ
=

β

g2
:=

βeff

logeN
(34)

The reason for the inclusion of a logarithmic term in the
above expression is explained in [13]: for a given β, the

f = 2π/βeff is the point of discontinuity in the behaviour
of nex vs β (see Eq. (13) in [13] and note that the param-
eter g in [13] differs from the g in this article by a factor
of

√
N).

Around the fixed point (n∗, ϕ∗) = (0, π), for κ = −1,
this yields:

ω∗ ∼ n∗ (35)

from which we get:

ω∗ ∼ β1/3

eff θ
1/3 (36)

This gives the following expressions:

Γc ∼ −β2/3

eff (37)

⇒ nex(βeff) ∼ β2/3

eff (38)

which we confirmed numerically in Fig. 3a. In general, we
found that such a power-law scaling holds for all values
of κ, but an analytical derivation of the corresponding
exponent µ was not possible.

For the near-critical case with κ = −1 + δκ, we get:

ω∗ ∼
(
n∗ +

1

3
δκ

)
(39)

Expanding upto linear order in κ, we get:

Γ = Γc +∆Γc (40)

where

∆Γc ∼ δκ (41)

(we numerically found a weak dependence of ∆Γc with
respect to βeff). Note that the sign of Γc is positive: when
κ increases, the tunneling probability goes up (which can
be inferred from fig. 1c. For a constant g, we hence have:

nex(δr)− nex(0) ∝ −δr
g
. (42)

Thus, the concentration of defective excitations increases
linearly with 1/g, which is also evident from Figs. 1c and
3c.
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