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The generation of many-body entangled states in atomic samples should be fast, as this process
always involves a subtle interplay between desired quantum effects and unwanted decoherence. Here
we identify a controllable and scalable catalyst that allows metrologically useful entangled states to
be generated at a high rate. This is achieved by immersing a collection of bosonic atoms, trapped
in a double-well potential, in an optical cavity. In the dispersive regime, cavity photons collectively
couple pairs of atoms in their ground state to a molecular state, effectively generating, photon-
number dependent atom-atom interactions. These effective interactions entangle atoms at a rate
that strongly scales with both the number of photons and the number of atoms. As a consequence,
the characteristic time scale of entanglement formation can be much shorter than for bare atom-atom
interactions, effectively eliminating the decoherence due to photon losses. Here, the control of the
entanglement generation rate does not require the use of Feshbach resonances, where magnetic field
fluctuations can contribute to decoherence. Our protocol may find applications in future quantum
sensors or other systems where controllable and scalable many-body entanglement is desired.

Introduction—Scalable many-body entangled states
are a critical resource for the quantum technologies of the
future. The generation of these states is usually a subject
to unwanted decoherence, even when the most advanced
equipment is operating in well-isolated environments. To
mitigate the effects of decoherence, the preparation of the
states should be as fast as possible. For example, the for-
mation of entanglement in degenerate quantum gases can
be accelerated by a suitable choice of external magnetic
field, which can increase the rate of two-body collisions
through the Feshbach resonance [1–3]. This acceleration
comes at a cost—the magnetic field is always fluctuating,
and as the collisions intensify, the three-body losses come
into play [4–6].

Another approach, on which our work is based, is the
use of cavity quantum electrodynamics (QED) with ul-
tracold atoms. It is a promising platform because it
allows the independent tuning of the light and matter
components of the hybrid system, and thus to enter
the strong coupling regime of the atom-photon inter-
action [7]. Moreover, in this setups the system can be
probed in real time via transmission spectra [8]. It is
also a basis for the development of new non-equilibrium
dissipation-controlled quantum dynamics protocols [9].
Finally, it allows for the construction of quantum simu-
lations of solid-state Hamiltonians and non-equilibirum
effects in complex systems beyond the schemes known
from condensed matter [10]. These unique possibili-
ties rely on tunable-range photon-mediated atom-atom
interactions [11–14]. The quantum dynamics of self-
organizaiton of atoms in an optical cavity was shown
to create strong atom-photon entanglement that is,

∗ sankalp.sharma@doktorant.umk.pl
† twasak@umk.pl

however, fragile to photon losses [15, 16]. Recently,
such photon-induced interactions in a cavity have been
used experimentally to generate spin- and momentum-
correlated atom pairs in a Bose gas [17]. Also, photon-
atom scattering in a pumped ring cavity, causing the
transverse self-organization of bosons, led to momentum
multiparticle entangled Dicke-squeezed states [18].

Despite the versatility of the effects induced by the cav-
ity, such as the generation of novel phases of matter [19–
24], the photon-matter interaction has so far been limited
to the dipole coupling of atoms, in which a single photon
interacts with a single atom from a many-body system.

However, a recent experiment reported the observation
of universal pair-polaritons in a strongly interacting two-
component Fermi gas [25]. Crucially from our point of
view, the photons from a high-finesse optical cavity were
directly coupled to pairs of atoms via a molecular state.
Such a mechanism allowed for a real-time weakly destruc-
tive probe of the pair correlation function of the atoms
and paved the way for the novel schemes for engineering
the atomic interaction potentials.

Here we exploit this light-matter coupling to demon-
strate a novel method for the fast generation of many-
body entangled states on a time scale controlled by the
external pump. The setup consists of ultracold bosons
trapped in a double-well potential immersed in an opti-
cal cavity. Our results show that photon-induced atom-
atom interactions lead to the generation of highly en-
tangled atomic states which may trigger development
of new protocols and applications in quantum sens-
ing [10, 17, 18, 26, 27].

In contrast to the regular single-photon–single-atom
coupling, where in the dispersive regime the cavity pho-
tons act as mediators of atomic interactions [10, 12], here
the atomic interactions rely on the quantum operator na-
ture of the cavity photons allowing for complex quan-
tum dynamics of the atoms and the intra-cavity field.
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FIG. 1. Left: Illustration of the setup. N ultracold bosonic
atoms are confined in a double-well potential VDW inside an
optical cavity. The laser pump η with frequency ωL enters
from one of the mirrors of the cavity with photon loss rate κ.
The coupling between the atomic cloud and the cavity field
is captured by the single-mode coupling strength ΩR. Right:
The diagram of the relevant energy levels of atomic pairs |gg⟩
and the molecule |∆⟩. By ∆A and ∆C we denote detunings
from the molecular state with energy ωB and cavity photon
energy ωc, respectively.

Consequently, the atomic coupling depends on the quan-
tum state of the light offering interesting possibilities for
quantum-enhanced metrology applications [28].

Bose-Hubbard model in a cavity— Our system of in-
terest is a collection of N atoms of mass m, confined
by a double-well potential VDW(x) immersed in an opti-
cal cavity [29], see Fig. 1. The atoms are in the ground
state interacting through a contact potential of strength
g0 = 4πa/m, where a is the s-wave scattering length (we
use ℏ = 1 units). Importantly, we assume that the pairs
of atoms have an optically accessible molecular state with
energy ωB .

The total Hamiltonian is Ĥ = ĤA + Ĥ∆ + ĤC + ĤCA,
where the terms describe ground state atoms, molecules,
cavity photons and light-matter interactions, respec-
tively [30]. The ground-state atoms are governed by

ĤA =

∫
d3r Ψ̂†

g(r)

[
−∇2

2m
+ V (r)

]
Ψ̂g(r)

+
g0
2

∫
d3r Ψ̂†

g(r)Ψ̂
†
g(r)Ψ̂g(r)Ψ̂g(r), (1)

where Ψ̂g is the atom annihilation operator and V (r) =
VDW(x) + 1

2mω
2
H(y2 + z2) is the trapping potential that

is harmonic in the y-z plane with frequency ωH . For the
molecular state of the atoms, we assume that they are
tightly confined and effectively described by

Ĥ∆ =

∫
d3rΨ̂†

∆(r)

[
− ∇2

2M
+ V (r) + ωB

]
Ψ̂∆(r), (2)

where M = 2m is the molecule mass.
The high-Q optical cavity with the axis along y-

direction is characterised by the resonant frequency ωc

which is detuned from the laser frequency by ∆c =
ωL − ωc. The cavity is pumped by a laser with a fre-
quency ωL and amplitude η through one of its mirrors.
The pumped single mode of radiation inside the cavity is
described by the Hamiltonian

ĤC = ωcâ
†â− iη

(
e−iωLtâ† − eiωLtâ

)
. (3)

We represent the cavity mode function as a standing-
wave Gaussian, and transform into the frame rotating at
frequency ωL to remove fast oscillations. The atom-light
interaction Hamiltonian then becomes

ĤCA=−iΩR

∫
d3rf(r)

[
Ψ̂†

∆(r)âΨ̂
2
g(r)−Ψ̂†2

g (r)â†Ψ̂∆(r)
]
,

(4)

where f(r) is the cavity mode function and ΩR sets
the single-photon–single-pair coupling strength. Such a
pair-molecule coupling mechanism [31], although with-
out light quantization, was discussed in Ref. [32] in the
context of composite Fermi–Bose superfluids and pairing
by pair exchange through a molecular condensate. For
bosons, it has been used to study the quantum dynamics
of the photoassociation of molecules in an optical cavity
from a single-mode Bose-Einstein condensante [33].

If the atomic detuning ∆A = ωL − ωB is much larger
than the other characteristic frequency scales of the sys-
tem, we can take advantage of the fact that the popula-
tion of the molecular state is small and follows the ground
state adiabatically; hence it can be effectively eliminated.
Furthermore, by expanding the Ψ̂g into the two modes b̂1
and b̂2 with associated spatial functions localised around
the minima of the double-well potential, we obtain an
effective Hamiltonian that consists of the bare light (L)
and atomic part, denoted with index J (Josephson), and
the interaction term (JL) [30], namely,

Ĥeff = ĤL + ĤJ + ĤJL, (5)

where

ĤL = −∆C
ˆ̃a†ˆ̃a− iη

(
ˆ̃a† − ˆ̃a

)
, (6a)

ĤJ = ϵN̂A − 2JĴx + U

(
N̂2

A

4
+ Ĵ2

z

)
, (6b)

ĤJL =
W0

2
ˆ̃a†ˆ̃a

(
N̂2

A + 4Ĵ2
z

)
. (6c)

Here, ˆ̃a is the photonic annihilation operator in the ro-
tating frame. The parameter ϵ is the on-site energy of
a single well, J is the tunneling amplitude, and U is the
on-site energy of the bare ground-state atomic interac-
tion potential. Finally, W0 determines the strength of
the effective atom-photon interaction [30]. We empha-
sise that the photon-assisted atom-atom interaction in
Eq. (6c) preserves the photonic degree of freedom and
its quantum nature due to the presence of the photon
annihilation operator.

Generation of many-body entanglement—We now con-
sider a scenario similar to the one-axis twisting (OAT)
– a protocol that has been successfully used to create
many-body entangled states in two-mode atomic config-
urations [34–37]. Here, all atoms are initially placed in
one of the modes, and then the bare Josephson oscilla-
tion (in the absence of other terms) creates a separable
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state in which all atoms are in a symmetric superposition
of the two modes, namely,

|ψ⟩ = 1√
N !

(
b̂†1 + b̂†2√

2

)N

|0⟩ =
N
2∑

m=−N
2

Cm|m⟩, (7)

where Cm =
√

1
2N

(
N

m+N
2

)
and Ĵz|m⟩ = m|m⟩ [30]. Next,

the Josephson term is suppressed by raising the inter-
well barrier (and thus setting J = 0) and the interactions
(atom-atom and — in our case — photon-atom) correlate
the particles. Without the cavity, this procedure is the
standard OAT, because the Hamiltonian ∝ Ĵ2

z reduces
atomic fluctuations, creating spin-squeezing [38, 39], and
simultaneously twists its pseudo-spin representation on
the generalised Bloch sphere [26, 38, 39], see Fig. 2.

The standard OAT process is governed by two time
scales. First, after t ∝ N−2/3, the spin-squeezed states
are created for which the spin-squeezing parameter, i.e.,
ξ2 = N∆2Ĵz/(⟨Ĵx⟩2 + ⟨Ĵy⟩2), is ξ < 1, ensuring that ac-
cording to ∆θ = ξ/

√
N , the sensitivity of phase estima-

tion in the Mach-Zehnder interferometer (MZI) improves
over the shot-noise limit [34, 40]. Later, when t ∝ N−1/2

the system enters a non-Gaussian regime [41–43], where
the many-body entanglement is no longer parametrised
by the spin-squeezing but, according to the quantum
Cramer-Rao bound (CRLB), ∆θ ⩾ F

−1/2
Q , by the quan-

tum Fisher information [44], i.e.,

FQ = 2
∑
i,j

(λi − λj)
2

λi + λj

∣∣∣⟨Ψi|Ĵy|Ψj⟩
∣∣∣2 , (8)

where Ĵy is the Schwinger representation of the linear
MZI transformation and the summation runs over the
whole spectrum of the quantum state, i.e., |Ψi⟩ is the
i-th eigenstate with λi the corresponding eigenvalue of
the system density matrix. In this non-Gaussian regime,
the Heisenberg scaling of the QFI, FQ ∝ N2 signals very
strong many-body entanglement [45].

We are now able to show that the light-mediated cou-
pling of atoms to the molecular state, which leads to the
effective photon-atom interaction in Eq. (6c), can dras-
tically accelerate the generation of strong entanglement
compared to the above-mentioned rates characterising
the OAT procedure, even in the presence of photon losses.
Initially, the input atomic [Eq. (7)] and photonic states
are separable. For the latter we consider two cases: (a)
a coherent state with amplitude α and η = 0 (no pump)
and (b) a vacuum state and the pump is present during
the coupled photon-atom dynamics generated by Eq. (5).
The former case is similar to the usual optical Feshbach
resonance in free space with a coherent beam [1], which,
as has been shown, can lead to dynamical instabilities in
BECs [46].

The evolved atomic state at time t, after tracing-out

the photonic degree of freedom [30], reads

ϱ̂
(i)
A (t)=

∑
m,m′

CmCm′e−iU(m2−m′2)tu
(i)
mm′(t)|m⟩⟨m′|, (9)

where the index i ∈ {a,b} denotes the case, and

u
(a)
mm′(t) = e|α|

2(e−i(ωm−ω
m′ )t−1), (10a)

u
(b)
mm′(t) = e−

1
2 (|γm|2+|γm′ |2)eγmγ∗

m′ e−iηt(βm−βm′ )×

× e−iβ2
m sin(ωmt)eiβ

2
m′ sin(ωm′ t), (10b)

with ωm = −∆c + 2W0m
2, βm = η/ωm and γm =

βm(e−iωmt − 1). We note that u(i)mm′(0) = 1.
Although the calculation of the QCRB for mixed states

is usually challenging or even impossible, in the limit of
large-N , analytical formulae can be derived under the
following physically justified assumptions [30]. In the
no-pump case (a), the time must be short enough for
4W0t

√
N ≪ 1 to hold. Next, the coupling to the photonic

degree of freedom, cf. Eq. (6c), must dominate over the
purely atomic interaction, cf. Eq. (6b), i.e., W0n̄ ≫ U ,
where n̄ = |α|2 is the mean number of photons. Finally,
the mean number of photons must be large, namely n̄≫
1. In addition, in the pumped case (b), the instantaneous
number of photons must also satisfy W0n̄(t) ≫ U . If
these conditions are fulfilled, then the QFI for the atomic
subsystem reads [30]

F
(a/b)
Q ≃ 1

2
N [1 + f (a/b)(t)] +

1

2
N2[1− f (a/b)(t)], (11)

with the dynamical crossover functions:

f (a)(t) = exp

[
−2

t2

τ2a

]
, τa =

1√
NW0n̄

; (12a)

f (b)(t) = exp

[
−2

t6

τ6b

]
, τb =

(
9

4NW 2
0 η

4

)1/6

. (12b)

and n̄ = |α|2 in the no-pump case. Note that the power
law of the exponent in the pumped case is significantly
different that in one in the no-pump case. However,
the mean number of photons changes for short times as
n̄(t) = η2t2, and therefore f (b) can also be expressed
as a Gaussian function, similar to f (a), but with n̄ re-
placed by the instantaneous mean number of photons
n̄(t). The value of the QFI grows rapidly from the SNL,
i.e., FQ = N , at t = 0 to half the Heisenberg limit
FQ = N2/2 on a time scale inversely proportional to
N−1/2 (no pump), similarly to standard OAT. In the
pumped case, the scaling is weaker and strong entangle-
ment is generated on a scale t ∝ N−1/6. Crucially, the
scales τi can be accelerated by injecting photons into the
cavity (the number of which is either constant or grows
in time, depending on the scenario considered). Finally,
note that the effective coupling strength is proportional
to

√
NW0, which is the consequence of the collective cou-

pling of atoms to photons.
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FIG. 2. Left: Comparison of the Husimi Q-function with (top panel) and without (bottom panel) cavity light-matter coupling
after time t = 1/(4

√
N)U−1 at which the spin-squeezing is already visible in the regular OAT scheme. The dashed white line

corresponds to the initial state distribution. Right: The dynamics of the QFI for lossless (κ = 0, top row) and lossy (κ ̸= 0,
bottom row) casses; the time is in units of U−1. The left and right columns show the no-pump (η = 0 and input coherent state
|α|2 = 40) and pumped (η = 320 with n̄(t) ≃ 40 for the lossless case at t = 0.2U−1) schemes, respectively. The solid black lines
show the QFI for κ = 0 calculated with Eq. (8) using the atomic density matrix from Eq. (9) with u

(a/b)

mm′ (t) (left/right column).
The solid blue lines show the QFI for the OAT method (no photons). The solid green lines (top row) are the approximations
from Eq. (11). The effect of losses on the QFI (bottom row) is for: κ = 0.1 × τ−1

a/b (dashed grey), κ = τ−1
(a/b) (orange) and

κ = 10× τ−1
a/b (dot-dashed red). The vertical red dashed lines denote: τa = 0.0025 (left column) and τb ≃ 0.01 (right column).

The system parameters are: U = W0 = ∆c = 1, N = 100 atoms.

In Fig. 2 (left side), we visualise the Husimi Q-
function [47–49] for the atomic density matrix after trac-
ing out the photonic degrees of freedom. The fast dynam-
ics of the cavity leads to a non-Gaussian state spread
around the equator of the Bloch sphere (lower panel)
compared to the regular OAT protocol (upper panel,
W0 = 0). The interaction strengths and evolution times
are the same for both panels. On the right side, the
top row shows the QFI calculated using the expression
from Eq. (8) compared with the approximate formula
from Eq. (11) and juxtaposed with the QFI obtained
from the OAT (i.e., no photons). The left column shows
the no-pump case with n̄ = 40 photons, while the right
column uses η = 320 so that at t = 0.2, the mean num-
ber of photons is also roughly equal to n̄(t) = 40, hence
the pumping is fast enough to compete with the time-
scale τb of the entanglement build-up. For both cases,
N = 100 atoms and other parameters are set to unity,
i.e., U = W0 = ∆c = 1. Although in a recent experi-
ment [25], W0 was less than U , the observation of polari-
tons in this setup is an indication that W0 ∼ U should
be achievable, see [30] for a detailed discussion.

The approximation works exceptionally well in both
cases, recovering the time-scale of the entanglement
build-up and the saturation level. The pumped case

shows a slower build-up of the QFI, as the number of
photons needs to accumulate to start driving the entan-
glement growth, as manifested by the large exponent in
Eq. (12b). Nevertheless, in both cases and for a moder-
ate number of photons, the improvement over the bare
OAT procedure is impressive.

The insets show the long-time behavior. Naturally,
the approximate formula, calculated by treating N as
a continuous variable cannot recover long-time oscilla-
tions, similar to the coherent-state approximation that
does not show the collapses and revivals in the Jaynes-
Cummings model [50]. Nevertheless, the approximation
from Eq. (11) is sufficient to make the main claim of this
work—the coupling of photons to pairs of atoms in the
dispersive regime is a major catalyst for metrologically
useful many-body entanglement.

We now make an observation that is crucial from the
point of view of realistic experimental conditions, namely
that the QFI, as shown in Eq. (11), is determined only
by the average number of photons. Consequently, on the
time scale considered, the QFI is insensitive to photonic
coherences, suggesting that the QFI could be robust to
the main source of decoherence which is photonic losses.
This is indeed the case, as we show below — demonstrat-
ing a major advantage of this setup.
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Impact of photon losses —In the presence of photon
losses, the dynamics is governed by the Lindblad master
equation [51], where the density matrix of the system
evolves according to

∂tϱ̂ = −i
[
Ĥeff , ϱ̂

]
+ κ

(
âϱ̂a† − 1

2

{
ϱ̂, â†â

})
, (13)

where κ is the loss rate and { , } stands for the anti-
commutator [52]. Since the time scales on which the
many-body entanglement builds up is τa in the absence
of pumping, we use κ−1 that spans three orders of mag-
nitude, ranging from 10−1 through 100 to 101 times τa.
The lower left panel of Fig. 2 (right side) confirms that as
long as κ−1 ≳ τa, the QFI remains roughly unchanged.
For the fastest loss rate, i.e., fast enough to affect the evo-
lution, the initial growth is quickly slowed down — the
leakage of photons leaves the system in a bare OAT mode.
Similarly for the pumped case, κ’s that again sample the
three orders of magnitude associated with τ−1

b show that
the identification of the characteristic loss rate is correct.

Most importantly, in both cases the decoherence in
the photonic subspace does not affect the build-up of the
atomic entanglement, as we still observe Heisenberg scal-
ing of the QFI even for κ−1 ∼ τa/b. What it does affect
is the time-scale over which this happens. Even if the
losses are significant, the cavity-assisted OAT procedure
still generates strong genuine multiparticle entanglement.

Finally, we note that the recent observation of pair-
polaritons in the strong coupling regime [25] for long ob-
servation times of the order of 0.5 s with frequent inter-
rogation of the system with a probe beam indicates that
even in the dispersive regime considered in this work,
where only virtual molecular transitions are involved, the
effect of three-body losses can be neglected in our setup.

Summary and conclusions — We have shown how the
strength of the atom-atom interaction, resulting from
single-photon–single-pair coupling, can be controlled by
injecting photons into the cavity. This allows us to fine-
tune the time required for atoms to become entangled
without having to rely on the potentially noisy magnetic
fields that are typically used to control the strength of the
atom-atom interaction. Our analytical results show that
the strength of entanglement, as measured by the metro-
logical measure of useful quantum correlations, i.e., the
quantum Cramer-Rao bound, depends only on the inten-
sity of the cavity light and not on the precise structure
of the photonic state. The configuration is, therefore,
robust to noise from photon losses. Our analytical cal-
culations allow us to predict the characteristic time-scale
for the generation of entanglement, which for realistic
parameters can be orders of magnitude shorter than of
bare atom-atom collisions. In turn, the short time scale
implies that photon losses during the preparation of the
atomic state can be overcome, since strong entanglement
can be generated even with large losses.

As a result, many-body entangled states of atoms, with
their enormous potential for quantum applications, could
be generated very quickly and reliably. In this way, one

obstacle to the implementation of quantum solutions can
be overcome. Our setup can be used in future quantum
sensors or other devices where controllable and scalable
many-body entanglement is required.

From a more general perspective, the discussed
photon–atom-pair coupling adds an important ingredient
to the techniques of engineering the interactions [10, 53–
55]. Since the photon-assisted atom-atom interaction de-
pends on the quantum state of cavity photons, an inter-
esting future direction would be to investigate how the
non-classicality of photonic states can lead to, for exam-
ple, novel quantum phases of matter and light [56]. More-
over, since the interaction is position-dependent, it may
lead to instabilities signalling novel types of self-ordering
of atoms [10, 46, 57].
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Appendix A: Dynamics of the system

1. Derivation of the effective Hamiltonian

To derive the effective Hamiltonian of Eq. (6), we first take the cavity mode function in the form of a standing-wave
Gaussian, i.e.,

f(r) = cos(ky)e−(x
2+z2)/(2σ2), (A1)

where k = ωc/c is the wave number of the cavity mode, L is the distance between the mirrors, and σ is the width of
the Gaussian profile in the x-z plane. Furthermore, we switch to a frame rotating with ωL as follows

â = ˆ̃ae−iωLt (A2)

ψ = ψ̃ (A3)

Ψ̂∆ =
ˆ̃
ψ∆e

−iωLt. (A4)

In this scenario, we obtain the set of Heisenberg equations

i∂tˆ̃a =
[
ˆ̃a, Ĥ − ωL

ˆ̃a†ˆ̃a
]
= −∆c

ˆ̃a− iη + iΩR

∫
d3rf(r)

(
ˆ̃Ψ2
g(r)

)† ˆ̃Ψ∆(r) (A5a)

i∂t
ˆ̃Ψg(r) =

[
ˆ̃Ψg(r), Ĥ

]
=

[
−∇2

2m
+ V (r)

]
ˆ̃Ψg(r) + g ˆ̃Ψ†

g(r)
ˆ̃Ψg(r)

ˆ̃Ψg(r) + 2iΩRf(r)ˆ̃a
† ˆ̃Ψ†

g(r)
ˆ̃Ψ∆(r) (A5b)

i∂t
ˆ̃Ψ∆(r) =

[
ˆ̃Ψ∆, Ĥ − ωL

∫
d3r ˆ̃Ψ†

∆(r)
ˆ̃Ψ∆(r)

]
=

[
−∇2

2M
+ V (r)−∆A

]
ˆ̃Ψ∆(r)− iΩRf(r)ˆ̃a

ˆ̃Ψ2
g(r) (A5c)

The above equations of motions can be derived by commuting the corresponding operators with the Hamiltonian Ĥ ′,
where

Ĥ ′ = Ĥ − ωL
ˆ̃a†ˆ̃a− ωL

∫
d3r ˆ̃Ψ†

∆(r)
ˆ̃Ψ∆(r). (A6)

In the limit, when the atomic detuning ∆A = ωL−ωB is much larger than the other characteristic frequency scales
of the system, the population of the molecular state is small and follows the ground state adiabatically. The molecular
excited-field operator thus can be eliminated. Under these conditions the square bracket in Eq. (A5c) is dominated
by the detuning, and its stationary value can approximate the molecular-state field operator:

ˆ̃Ψ∆ ≃ −iΩRf(r)

∆A

ˆ̃a ˆ̃Ψ2
g(r). (A7)

The resulting dynamics of the photon field and the ground-state atoms are given by

i∂tˆ̃a = −∆c
ˆ̃a− iη +

Ω2
R

∆A

ˆ̃a

∫
d3rf2(r)

(
ˆ̃Ψ2
g(r)

)† ˆ̃Ψ2
g(r), (A8a)

i∂t
ˆ̃Ψg(r) =

[
−∇2

2m
+ V (r)

]
ˆ̃Ψg(r) + g ˆ̃Ψ†

g(r)
ˆ̃Ψg(r)

ˆ̃Ψg(r) + 2
Ω2

R

∆A
f2(r)ˆ̃a†ˆ̃a ˆ̃Ψ†

g(r)
ˆ̃Ψ2
g(r), (A8b)

where we have neglected interactions between molecular state atoms since the population of the molecular state is
much smaller than that of the ground state.

The approximate equations of motions given in Eq. (A8a) and (A8b) can be derived from the effective Hamiltonian,
which reads

Heff = −∆c
ˆ̃a†ˆ̃a− iη

(
ˆ̃a† − ˆ̃a

)
+

∫
d3r ˆ̃Ψ†

g(r)

[
−∇2

2m
+ V (r)

]
ˆ̃Ψg(r)

+
1

2

∫
d3r g ˆ̃Ψ†

g(r)
ˆ̃Ψ†
g(r)

ˆ̃Ψg(r)
ˆ̃Ψg(r) + U0

ˆ̃a†ˆ̃a

∫
d3rf2(r)

(
ˆ̃Ψ2
g(r)

)† ˆ̃Ψ2
g, (A9)

where with U0 =
Ω2

R

∆A
we denote the strength of the atom-atom interaction per photon induced by cavity photons.

As a result of the adiabatic elimination of the molecular state, atom-photon interaction stems from the pair-photon
scattering by the intermediate process of molecule creation. As a consequence, a new optical potential has appeared
with position dependence f2(r) and an effective amplitude U0

ˆ̃a†ˆ̃a which depends on the state of the photon in the
cavity and on detuning from molecular state. Since these parameters can be controlled in the experiments, new
accessible types of interactions are allowed inside the cavity.
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2. Two-mode approximation for bosonic atoms

In order to arrive at a simplified, two-mode description of the system, we assume that the double-well potential
from Eq. (1) defines localized states w1(x) and w2(x) centered around the minima of the potential VDW(x). The
atomic field operator truncated to the lowest lying modes is then approximated as

ˆ̃Ψg(r) ≈ ϕ1(r)b̂1 + ϕ2(r)b̂2, (A10)

where the localized wavefunctions are

ϕi(r) = wi(x)
e−(y

2+z2)/(2l2H)
√
πlH

, (A11)

with b̂i, i ∈ {1, 2}, the bosonic annihilation operators of the localized modes, and lH =
√

ℏ/(mωH) is the harmonic
oscillator length of the potential in y-z plane.

By substituting Eq. (A10) into the effective Hamiltonian from Eq. (A9), and since the double well is symmetric,
one arrives at the light-matter Hamiltonian

Ĥeff ≈ ĤL + ĤJ + ĤJL, (A12)

where the bare cavity field is described by

ĤL = −∆C
ˆ̃a†ˆ̃a− iη

(
ˆ̃a† − ˆ̃a

)
(A13)

The atoms are now described by

ĤJ = ϵN̂A − J
(
b̂†1b̂2 + b̂†2b̂1

)
+
U

2

(
b̂†1b̂

†
1b̂1b̂1 + b̂†2b̂

†
2b̂2b̂2

)
(A14)

where N̂A = b̂†1b̂1+b̂
†
2b̂2 is the total number of atoms. The parameter ϵ is the on-site energy of a single well, J represents

the tunneling amplitude, and U is the on-site interaction energy to the bare ground-state atom interactions. The
dispersive interaction between the atomic pairs and the cavity photons takes the following form:

ĤJL =W0
ˆ̃a†ˆ̃a

[
b̂†1b̂

†
1b̂1b̂1 + b̂†2b̂

†
2b̂2b̂2

]
, (A15)

where W0 is the cavity-induced atom-atom coupling strength per photon. The new parameters are the following:

ϵ = ωH +

∫
dxw∗

j (x)

[
− 1

2m

d2

dx2
+ VDW(x)

]
wj(x) (A16a)

J = −
∫
dxw∗

1(x)

[
− 1

2m

d2

dx2
+ VDW(x)

]
w2(x), (A16b)

U =
g

2πl2H

∫
dx |wj(x)|4 . (A16c)

W0 =

U0

(
1 + e−

k2l2H
2

)
Lπ2σl2H

√
2 (l2H + 2σ2)

∫
dx|ωj(x)|4e

−x2

σ2 . (A16d)

Finally, by means of the Schwinger representation of the angular momentum operators

Ĵx =
b†1b2 + b†2b1

2
, Ĵy =

b†1b2 − b†2b1
2i

, Ĵz =
b†1b1 − b†2b2

2
, (A17)

we obtain the Hamiltonian from Eq. (5) in the main text.
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3. The atomic density operator

The first step of the derivation of the atomic density operator is to rotate out the pump term. This is done by
means of the displacement operator

D̂(β̂) = eβ̂(â−â†), β̂ = ηω̂−1, [β̂, ω̂] = 0, (A18)

where ω̂ = −∆c1̂A + 2W0Ĵ
2
z and 1̂A is the identity in the atomic subspace. The action of this operator onto the

photon-number operator is

D̂†(β̂)ω̂â†âD̂(β̂) = ω̂(â† − β̂)(â− β̂) = ω̂â†â− ω̂β̂(â† + â) + ωβ2 = ω̂â†â− η(â† + â) + ω̂β̂2. (A19)

Hence, by means of this expression, our starting Hamiltonian from Eq. (5) of the main text (note that we set J = 0)
can be written as

Ĥ = D̂†(β̂)ω̂n̂D̂(β̂) + UĴ2
z − ηβ̂. (A20)

Therefore, and since β̂ commutes with the remaining operators, we obtain the evolution operator in the form

Û(t) = D̂†(β̂)e−iω̂tn̂D̂(β̂)e−it(UĴ2
z−ηβ̂). (A21)

We now consider the action of this operator on a generic atom-light input state in the form

ϱ̂(0) =

∞∑
nn′=0

N/2∑
mm′=−N/2

ϱmm′

nn′ |nm⟩⟨n′m′|, (A22)

where n/n′ stands for the photon number and m/m′ are the eigenvalues of Jz and |nm⟩ = |n⟩L ⊗ |m⟩A.
The action of the last (atom-only) term of the evolution operator is straightforward, namely

e−it(UĴ2
z−ηβ̂)|nm⟩ = e−it(Um2−ηβm)|nm⟩, βm =

η

−∆c + 2W0m2
. (A23)

Moreover, also in the first part of the evolution operator β̂ can be replaced by βm and ω̂ by ωm. Hence, our goal now
is to calculate

D̂†(βm)e−iωmtn̂D̂(βm)|n⟩⟨n′|D̂†(βm)eiωmtn̂D̂(βm). (A24)

To this end, we notice that

|ψ1⟩ ≡ D̂(βm)|n⟩ = 1√
n!
D̂(βm)(â†)n|0⟩ = 1√

n!
D̂(βm)(â†)nD̂†(βm)D̂(βm)|0⟩ = 1√

n!
(â† − βm)n|βm⟩, (A25)

where |βm⟩ stands for a coherent state of light with the amplitude βm. Next is the action of the phase-factor that
gives

|ψ2⟩ ≡ e−iωmtn̂|ψ1⟩ =
1√
n!
e−iωmtn̂(â† − βm)neiωmtn̂e−iωmtn̂|βm⟩ = 1√

n!
(â†e−iωmt − βm)n|βme−iωmt⟩. (A26)

Finally, the second displacement operator, in analogy to Eq. (A25), yields

|ψ3⟩ ≡ D̂†(βm)|ψ2⟩ =
1√
n!
D̂†(βm)(â†e−iωmt − βm)nD̂(βm)D̂†(βm)|βme−iωmt⟩

=
1√
n!
((â†e−iωmt + βm)− βm)nD̂(−βm)D̂(βme

−iωmt)|0⟩. (A27)

Using the property D̂(x)D̂(y) = D̂(x+ y)e
1
2 (xy

∗−x∗y), we obtain the final expression

|ψ3⟩ =
1√
n!
e−iβ2

m sin(ωmt)((â†e−iωmt + βm)− βm)n|βme−iωmt − βm⟩. (A28)
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In order to simplify the above expression, we introduce

γm(t) ≡ βm
(
e−iωmt − 1

)
, (A29)

which then results in

|ψ3⟩ =
1√
n!
e−iβ2

m sin(ωmt)(â†e−iωmt + γm)n|γm⟩. (A30)

In the next step, we observe that

(â†e−iωmt + γm)n|γm⟩ = D̂(γm)D̂†(γm)(â†e−iωmt + γm)nD̂(γm)|0⟩ = D̂(γm)((â† + γ∗)e−iωmt + γm)n|0⟩. (A31)

Using the identity

γ∗e−iωmt + γm = βm − βme
−iωmt − βm + βme

−iωmt = 0 (A32)

we have

(â†e−iωmt + γm)n|γm⟩ = D̂(γm)D̂†(γm)(â†e−iωmt + γm)nD̂(γm)|0⟩ = D̂(γm)(â†)ne−iωmnt|0⟩. (A33)

Hence

|ψ3⟩ = e−iβ2
m sin(ωmt)e−iωmntD̂(γm)|n⟩. (A34)

This way, after all these manipulations, we arrive at the complete expression for the atom-photon density matrix

ϱ̂(t) = Û(t)ϱ̂(0)Û†(t) =

∞∑
nn′=0

N/2∑
mm′=−N/2

ϱmm′

nn′ e−i(β2
m sin(ωmt)−β2

m′ sin(ωm′ t))e−i(ωmn−ωm′m′)te−iU(m2−m′2)t×

× e−iηt(βm−βm′ )D̂(γm)|nm⟩⟨n′m′|D̂†(γm). (A35)

The result, reported in Eqs. (9) and (10) of the main text, use this atomic density operator, which is obtained by
assuming that initially atoms and photons form a separable state pure state, i.e.,

ϱmm′

nn′ = CmC
∗
m′dnd

∗
n′ (A36)

and tracing-out the photonic degrees of freedom, which gives

ϱ̂A(t) =

∞∑
n=0

⟨n|ψ(t)⟩⟨ψ(t)|n⟩ =
∑
mm′

Cm(t)C∗
m′(t)|m⟩⟨m′|e− 1

2 (|γm|2+|γm′ |2)eγmγ∗
m′ , (A37)

with

Cm(t) = Cme
−iβ2

m sin(ωmt)e−iUm2te−iηtβm , (A38)

and γm(t) is given in Eq. (A29).

Appendix B: Derivation of the QCRB

1. Verifying the Tr
[
(ϱ̂A(t)Ĵy)

2
]
= 0 condition

For the generator Ĵy of transformation, the QFI is given by

FQ = 2
∑
i,j

(λi − λj)
2

λi + λj
|⟨Ψi|Ĵy|Ψj⟩|2, (B1)

where the eigen-decomposition of the atomic state is ϱ̂A =
∑

i λi|Ψi⟩⟨Ψi|. In general, the following inequality holds:

FQ ⩽ 4
(
Tr[ϱ̂AĴ

2
y ]− Tr[ϱ̂AĴy]

2
)
. (B2)
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According to Ref. [44], the sufficient and necessary condition for the equality is

λiλj |⟨Ψi|Ĵy − ⟨Ĵy⟩|Ψj⟩|2 = 0 (B3)

for all i and j; here ⟨Ĵy⟩ = Tr
[
ϱAĴy

]
. Now, we observe that in Eq. (B3), for all i and j the terms are non-negative.

Therefore, after summation we obtain an equvalent statement, that Eq. (B3) is satisfied if and only if∑
i,j

λiλj |⟨Ψi|Ĵy − ⟨Ĵy⟩|Ψj⟩|2 = 0 (B4)

is satisfied. Using the hermiticity of the operator Ĵy − ⟨Ĵy⟩ and the decomposition of the state ϱ̂A, the sum can be
rewritten as

Tr
[
(ϱ̂A(t)Ĵy)

2
]
= 0. (B5)

This is the condition for the equality in Eq. (B2).
Below, we demonstrate that the condition from Eq. (B5) is satisfied. With the symmetry of the initial state, we

obtain ⟨Ĵy(t)⟩ = 0. These two observations imply that that the QCRB from Eq. (8) simplifies to the formula

FQ = 4Tr
[
ϱ̂A(t)Ĵ

2
y

]
. (B6)

To proceed with showing Eq. (B5), we use the expression for the atomic density matrix

ϱ̂A(t) =

N/2∑
mm′=−N/2

CmC
∗
m′e−i(β2

m sin(ωmt)−β2
m′ sin(ωm′ t))e−iU(m2−m′2)te+iηt(βm−βm′ )e−

1
2 (|γm|2+|γm′ |2)eγmγ∗

m′ |m⟩⟨m′|,

(B7)

and write it in a compact form

ϱ̂A(t) =

N/2∑
mm′=−N/2

CmC
∗
m′e−iφmm′ eΓmm′ |m⟩⟨m′|, with (B8)

φmm′ = β2
m sin(ωmt)− β2

m′ sin(ωm′t) + U(m2 −m′2)t− ηt(βm − βm′), (B9)

Γmm′ = −1

2
(|γm|2 + |γm′ |2) + γmγ

∗
m′ . (B10)

The action of the Ĵy operator on the density matrix results in

Ĵyϱ̂A(t) =
1

2i

N/2∑
mm′=−N/2

CmC
∗
m′e−iφmm′ eΓmm′

(√
N

2
+m+ 1

√
N

2
−m|m+ 1⟩ −

√
N

2
+m

√
N

2
−m+ 1|m− 1⟩

)
⟨m′|

(B11)

Hence, the square of this operator yields

(Ĵyϱ̂A(t))
2 = −1

4

N/2∑
mm′;nn′=−N/2

CmC
∗
m′CnC

∗
n′e−i(φmm′+φnn′ )eΓmm′+Γnn′×

(√
N

2
+m+ 1

√
N

2
−m|m+ 1⟩ −

√
N

2
+m

√
N

2
−m+ 1|m− 1⟩

)
⟨m′|×(√

N

2
+ n+ 1

√
N

2
− n|n+ 1⟩ −

√
N

2
+ n

√
N

2
− n+ 1|n− 1⟩

)
⟨n′|. (B12)
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We now perform the inner multiplication and get rid of the sum over m′, to obtain

(Ĵyϱ̂A(t))
2 = −1

4

N/2∑
m;nn′=−N/2

(B13)

[
CmC

∗
n+1CnC

∗
n′e−i(φm(n+1)+φnn′ )eΓm(n+1)+Γnn′×(√

N

2
+m+ 1

√
N

2
−m

√
N

2
+ n+ 1

√
N

2
− n|m+ 1⟩⟨n′|+ (B14)

−
√
N

2
+m

√
N

2
−m+ 1

√
N

2
+ n+ 1

√
N

2
− n|m− 1⟩⟨n′|

)
+ (B15)

− CmC
∗
n−1CnC

∗
n′e−i(φm(n−1)+φnn′ )eΓm(n−1)+Γnn′× (B16)(√

N

2
+m+ 1

√
N

2
−m

√
N

2
+ n

√
N

2
− n+ 1|m+ 1⟩⟨n′|+ (B17)

−
√
N

2
+m

√
N

2
−m+ 1

√
N

2
+ n

√
N

2
− n+ 1|m− 1⟩⟨n′|

)]
. (B18)

In the next step, we evaluate the trace of this matrix

Tr
[
(Ĵyϱ̂A(t))

2
]
= −1

4

N/2∑
mn=−N/2[

CmC
∗
n+1CnC

∗
m+1e

−i(φm(n+1)+φn(m+1))eΓm(n+1)+Γn(m+1)

√
N

2
+m+ 1

√
N

2
−m

√
N

2
+ n+ 1

√
N

2
− n (B19a)

− CmC
∗
n+1CnC

∗
m−1e

−i(φm(n+1)+φn(m−1))eΓm(n+1)+Γn(m−1)

√
N

2
+m

√
N

2
−m+ 1

√
N

2
+ n+ 1

√
N

2
− n (B19b)

− CmC
∗
n−1CnC

∗
m+1e

−i(φm(n−1)+φn(m+1))eΓm(n−1)+Γn(m+1)

√
N

2
+m+ 1

√
N

2
−m

√
N

2
+ n

√
N

2
− n+ 1 (B19c)

+ CmC
∗
n−1CnC

∗
m−1e

−i(φm(n−1)+φn(m−1))eΓm(n−1)+Γn(m−1)

√
N

2
+m

√
N

2
−m+ 1

√
N

2
+ n

√
N

2
− n+ 1

]
. (B19d)

We now notice that if we shift the index m in line (B19b), we obtain (B19a) (with a reversed sign), for as long as
Cm = C∗

m. The same argument applies to the pair of lines (B19c) and (B19d). Hence the whole expression vanishes
when the initial amplitudes Cm ∈ R ∀ m ∈ {−N/2 . . . N/2}, which is the case of the coefficients from Eq. (7).

A similar argument shows that this condition also holds for η = 0 and a coherent initial state of photons.

2. The QCRB for the η = 0 case

When Eq. (B5) is satisfied and ⟨Ĵy(t)⟩ = 0, which is our case, we can use the following formula for the QFI

FQ = 4∆2Ĵy. (B20)

Using the density matrix from Eq. (9) for the case (a), we obtain

Fq =4⟨Ĵ2
y ⟩ =

1

2
N(N + 1)− 2Re [I] , (B21)

where

I =
∑
m

CmC
∗
m−2e

−iU(m2−(m−2)2)te|α|
2e−i(ωm−ωm−2)t−1

√(
N

2
+m+ 1

)(
N

2
+m+ 2

)(
N

2
−m

)(
N

2
−m− 1

)
.

(B22)
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We now assume that N is sufficiently large to replace the summation over m by an integral. For as long as
the only quickly changing terms are the phase-factors, the term under the square-root can be assumed to be slowly
varying, hence,

I ≃
√

2

πN

∫ ∞

−∞
dme−

2
N m2

e4iUt(m+1)eα
2[e4iW0t(m+1)−1]

(
N2

4
−m2

)
. (B23)

In the next step, we make an additional assumption, that the times at which this integral is considered are sufficiently
short so that e4iW0t(m+1) − 1 ≃ 4iW0t(m+ 1). To this end, we notice that the Gaussian function yields the maximal
range of m’s to be of the order of

√
N , hence “short times” implies that the condition 4W0t

√
N ≪ 1 must be fulfilled.

In this case, we obtain a simple Gaussian integral

I =

√
2

πN

∫ ∞

−∞
dme−m2( 2

N +8n̄(W0t)
2)e4iUt(m+1)en̄4iW0t(m+1)−8n̄(W0t)

2(2m+1)

(
N2

4
−m2

)
, (B24)

where n̄ = |α|2. This can be written as

I =

√
2

πN
eiα
∫ ∞

−∞
dme−m2σeiβm

(
N2

4
−m2

)
, (B25)

where

σ =
2

N
+ 8n̄(W0t)

2, α = a+ ib, β = −a− 2ib, a = −4W0tn̄− 4Ut, b = 8n̄(W0t)
2. (B26)

The outcome of this Gaussian integral is

I =

√
2

Nσ
e−

β2

4 σeiα
(
β2

4σ2
+
N2

4
− 1

2σ

)
. (B27)

Hence the QFI from Eq. (B21) is approximated by

FQ ≃ 1

2
N(N + 1)− 2

√
2

σN
e−

1
4σ (a2−4b2)e−b

[
cos

(
a− ab

σ

)(
N2

4
− 1

2σ
+
a2 − 4b2

4σ2

)
− ab

σ
sin

(
a− ab

σ

)]
. (B28)

It is now our goal to identify the dominant terms. In order to observe the positive impact of the cavity photons, it
must hold that W0n̄ ≫ U , so a ≃ −4W0tn̄. Moreover when the mean number of photons is large, n̄ ≫ 1,
then b ≃ a/n̄ and can be neglected as compared to a. In such case, the QFI can be approximated as follows

FQ ≃ 1

2
N(N + 1)− 2

√
2

σN
e−

1
4σ a2

e−b

[
cos

(
a− ab

σ

)(
N2

4
− 1

2σ
+

a2

4σ2

)
− ab

σ
sin

(
a− ab

σ

)]
. (B29)

We now focus on the exponents. We have

1

4σ
a2 =

4(W0n̄t)
2

2
N + 8n̄(W0t)2

=
2(W0n̄t)

2N

1 + 4 (W0n̄t)2N
n̄

. (B30)

The characteristic time-scale of the numerator is τc = 1
W0n̄

√
N

and is n̄ shorter than of the denominator, hence, at the
times when the exponent is non-negligible, the denominator can be taken as constant, giving

1

4σ
a2 ≃ 2

t2

τ2c
. (B31)

At these times b≪ 1, and, hence, another step of the approximation is

FQ ≃ 1

2
N(N + 1)− 2

√
2

σN
e−

1
4σ a2

[
cos

(
a− ab

σ

)(
N2

4
− 1

2σ
+

a2

4σ2

)
− ab

σ
sin

(
a− ab

σ

)]
. (B32)

Also, when t ≃ τc, it holds that a≪ 1 and σ ≃ 2/N , hence, we obtain the final expression

FQ ≃ 1

2
N(N + 1)− e

−2 t2

τ2
c

(
N2

2
− N

2
+ 4

t2

τ2c

N

2

)
. (B33)
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This last term in the parenthesis can be safely neglected, as for short times it is small, while when τ ∼ τc, the Gaussian
nullifies the whole term inside the parenthesis. Therefore, under the above assumptions, the QFI is

FQ ≃ 1

2
N (1 + f(t)) +

1

2
N2 (1− f(t)) , f(t) = e

−2 t2

τ2
c , τc =

1√
NW0n̄

, (B34)

as reported in the main text.

3. The QCRB for the η ̸= 0 case

Employing the same approach as above but for the (b) case, we obtain again

Fq =4⟨Ĵ2
y ⟩ =

1

2
N(N + 1)− 2Re [I] , (B35)

with the term I given by

I =
∑
m

CmCm+2e
−iU(m2−(m+2)2)te−i(β2

m sin(ωmt)−β2
m+2 sin(ωm+2t)) (B36)

× eiηt(βm−βm+2)e−
1
2 (|γm|2+|γm+2|2)eγmγ∗

m+2

√(
N

2
+m+ 1

)(
N

2
+m+ 2

)(
N

2
−m

)(
N

2
−m− 1

)]
.

The condition for short times requires now that ∆ct ≪ 1 is satisfied. In this case we can expand the
trigonometric functions and to the leading orded we obtain:

e−
1
2 (|γm|2+|γm+2|2)eγmγ∗

m+2 ≃ eiη
2W0t

34(m+1), (B37a)

eiηt(βm−βm+2) = e−i 1
3η

2W0t
34(m+1). (B37b)

The approximate expression for the integral is then

I =

√
2

πN

∫ ∞

−∞
dme−

2
N m2

e4iUt(m+1)ei
8
3η

2W0(m+1)t3
(
N2

4
−m2

)
. (B38)

This, in turn, yields the QFI equal to

FQ ≃ 1

2
N(N + 1)− e−

χ(t)2N
8

(
N2

2
(1 +

χ(t)2

4
)− N

2

)
cos(χ(t)), (B39)

where χ = 4(Ut + 2
3η

2W0t
3). Note that the Gaussian drops to zero at times much faster then the time-variance of

other terms, because it has the N coefficient in the exponent. Hence, we arrive at the final expression for the QFI

FQ ≃ 1

2
N (1 + f(t)) +

1

2
N2 (1− f(t)) , f(t) = e−2N(Ut+ 2

3η
2W0t

3)2 . (B40)

When the mean number of photons n̄(t) = η2t2 is sufficiently large, i.e., W0n̄(t) ≫ U , we recover the formula
from the main text.

Appendix C: Parameters

Our effective Hamiltonian for the photon-pair coupling is:

ĤCA = −iΩR

∫
d3rf(r)Ψ̂†

∆(r)Ψ̂
2
g(r)â+H.c., (C1)

where ΩR is the strength of the light-matter coupling and f(r) is the cavity photon mode function, Ψ̂∆ (Ψ̂g) is the
molecule (ground-state atom) annihilation field operator, and â is the annihilation operator of the single-mode cavity
photon.
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In Ref. [25], the microscopic Hamiltonian that is used for the description of the single-photon–single-pair interaction
has the following structure:

Ĥpair = −iΩ0

2

∫
d3R

∫
d3rf(R)ϕm(r)Ψ̂†

∆(R)Ψ̂g

(
R− r

2

)
Ψ̂g

(
R+

r

2

)
â+H.c., (C2)

where ϕm(r) is a wavefunction that describes the relative motion of atoms in the target molecule state. Here, Ω0 is
the single-photon–single-pair Rabi coupling. Assuming that the dependence on r of the field operators changes weakly
on the characteristic scales of the problem, we approximate:

Ĥpair ≈ −iΩ0

2
ξ

∫
d3Rf(R)Ψ†

∆(R)Ψg(R)Ψg(R)a+H.c., (C3)

where

ξ =

∫
d3rϕm(r), (C4)

which matches Eq. (4) with

ΩR =
Ω0ξ

2
. (C5)

We note that the units of ΩR are [frequency][length]3/2 and Ω0 ∼ [frequency] with ℏ = 1. Therefore, we find that,
after adiabatic elimination of the molecular state in the low saturation regime, i.e., when the number of molecules is
vanishingly small, the atomic interaction Hamiltonian takes the form:

Ĥint =

∫
d3r

(
g

2
+ U0a

†af2(r)

)
Ψ†

g(r)Ψ
†
g(r)Ψg(r)Ψg(r), (C6)

where the cavity-assisted atom-atom interaction strength per photon is

U0 =
Ω2

R

∆A
, (C7)

where ∆A = ωL − ωB is the detuning of the pump laser with respect to the molecular state.
Critical, therefore, is the ratio of U0 and g. In order to estimate its value, we make a simple assumption about the

molecular wavefunction, i.e., ϕm(r) ∝ exp(−|r|2/R2
0)/|r|, where R0 is the characteristic length scale of the molecular

state. In such a case, we obtain ξ = 2
√
2πR

3/2
0 .

Finally, for an order-of magnitude estimation, we take Ω0 ∼ 2π× 750 kHz, which is an order of magnitude reported
in Ref. [25], detuning ∆a ∼ 2π × 2 MHz, atomic mass m ∼ 87 u, where u is the atomic mass unit, the scattering
length a ∼ 100a0, with a0 the Bohr radius. We are assuming that the ∆a is much larger than the decay rate of the
molecular state. For the scale R0 ∼ RC , where the Condon point of the molecular state RC ∼ 250a0, as reported in
Ref. [25]. For these parameters, we obtain U0/g ∼ 0.5. The cavity-assisted atom-atom interaction strength per cavity
photon, U0 is, thus, of the order of the bare coupling g.

For the double-well geometry, Ψ̂g(r) = ϕ1(r)b̂1 + ϕ2(r)b̂2, where b̂i, with i = 1, 2, are the modes that are centred in
the tight traps. The couplings that enter into the two-mode Hamiltonian are:

U = g

∫
d3r|ϕ(r)|4 (C8)

for the bare atom-atom interaction, and

W0 = U0

∫
d3r[f(r)]2|ϕ(r)|4 (C9)

for the cavity-induced atom-atom interaction strength. We see that the ratio

W0

U
=
U0

g
×
∫
d3r[f(r)]2|ϕ(r)|4∫

d3r|ϕ(r)|4
(C10)

is of the order U0/g times a factor that takes into account the mode function of the cavity. Assuming that the tight
atomic traps are centered in the region f ∼ 1, we obtain W0/U ∼ U0/g ∼ 1. For lighter atoms (like 7Li) we may
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have W0/g ∼ 0.1 ≪ 1 if we set the scattering length a ∼ 25a0. We note that the value U0/g strongly depends on RC ,
and for small RC one may have U0/g ≪ 1. In such a case, more photons or stronger pumps are needed in order to
overcome the bare atom-atom interaction strength in Eq. (C6).
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